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The House met at 10 a.m.

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

Lord, merciful and gracious God,
bless Congress today. You lead all into
the desert in search of salvation. There
light and darkness are bold and relent-
less, each night falling suddenly on the
Nation’s brightness. For in Your pres-
ence the barren land is timeless. As the
cold mountains are once again awak-
ened by the pounding, shake us into
Lenten awareness.

Forty years seems hardly a lifetime
anymore. Yet Your people wandered
aimlessly through purification longing
for Your promises to be fulfilled.

Forty days seems far longer than a
month’s time now. Yet removed from
the crowd, Moses and Jesus climbed
the desolate stage of this mountain to
seek Your face.

This year make our annual desert
story victorious by Your Holy Name.
May Passover and Christian Pasch
bring forth the first vestiges of peace.
For this we pray now and forever.
Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

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

Mr. McNULTY. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote
on agreeing to the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. MCNULTY. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8,
rule XX, further proceedings on this
question will be postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

——
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. NEAL) come
forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts 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.

———

YUCCA MOUNTAIN POSES A
MOVING DISASTER

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

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, how
much more simply can I say it, that
shipping nuclear waste back and forth
across this country 96,000 times is sim-
ply unsafe. Sure, proponents of the
Yucca Mountain Project would say
that some 3,000 shipments have already
been made to destinations in America
without any incidents. But let me say,
I am sure that the elevators in the
World Trade Center operated fault-
lessly until September 11. We cannot
use the past to predict the future.

Mr. Speaker, terrorist threats
against one of these many shipments is
a real danger, and it would be foolish
to disregard it. Moreover, the news pro-
gram ‘‘60 Minutes’’ last year said that
train accidents due to track failure are
happening at a rate of nearly 1 every 24
hours. Just a few months ago the city
of Baltimore was nearly shut down due
to a chemical train accident.

Mr. Speaker, I am not willing to
gamble on transporting the deadliest

substance known to man back and
forth through 43 States, especially
when DOE has no strategy or plan for
the possibility of disaster. We need to
protect our communities and constitu-
ents, protect our Nation. I urge Mem-
bers to vote ‘“‘no”” on Yucca Mountain.

—————

WHY ALL THE GIMMICKS?

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, remem-
ber the Social Security lockbox? Re-
publican leadership had us vote on pro-
tecting Social Security with a lockbox
eight times over 5 years. But now, of
course, the lockbox has been ripped
opened and plundered, and over the
next 10 years it will finance tax cuts
for the wealthiest of Americans.

Now there is a new gimmick. Hey,
certificates. Certificates suitable for
framing on the wall and hanging next
to the Enron stock certificate. They
will be just as valuable. That is their
new gimmick.

Mr. Speaker, why all of the gim-
micks? Because they are proposing a
privatization plan that will undermine
the foundations of Social Security, cut
benefits, increase the retirement age;
or, phenomenally, increase the debt.
They have yet to say how they are
going to pay for their risky privatiza-
tion plans, taking 2 percent, doubling
the problem that Social Security has.
Instead of Social Security running out
of money in 2038 and only being able to
pay 73 percent of benefits after that
time, they have a plan that will run
Social Security out of money in 2024.
That is not a great plan.

———

THE AXIS OF EVIL

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, when the
leader of the free world came to this
Chamber in January to deliver his
State of the Union address, he de-
scribed the axis of evil governments.
He mentioned them by name: Iran, Iraq
and North Korea.

Since then, some people have criti-
cized the speech. In fact, one of Presi-
dent Bush’s predecessors said the
speech was ‘‘over simplistic” and
‘“‘counterproductive.”

Mr. Speaker, the Government of Iran
spends millions of dollars financing the
murder of innocent civilians and vio-
lence in the Middle East. The Govern-
ment of Iraq has used chemical weap-
ons to kill its own citizens and has in-
vaded its neighbors. North Korea is the
only country I know of today that has
concentration camps where people
enter and never come home from. They
literally starve their citizens.

If that is not evil, I do not know what
is. Years ago another President re-
ferred to the Soviet Union as an evil
empire, and some of us remember the
Soviet refusenik Natan Sharansky. He
was in a gulag when President Reagan
gave that speech. Mr. Sharansky told
me, when I met him, that news of that
speech spread like wildfire through the
Soviet gulags. Not until then did they
realize that a leader in the West under-
stood the nature of communism.

STOP CORPORATE EXPATRIATES

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

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, in the 6 months since the dev-
astating attacks of September 11, we
have seen some of the most heart-
warming images of our American fam-
ily pulling together to support one an-
other. While Congress grapples with
the tough decisions on how to pay for
this war against terrorist and enhanced
homeland security and other pressing
national priorities, one member of the
American family is losing its commit-
ment. I quote, ‘“Maybe patriotism
needs to take a back seat to improve
our earnings.”’

Mr. Speaker, these were the dis-
turbing words of one aggressive ac-
countant a mere 3 months ago urging
her corporate clients to sneak out of
the U.S. in the dark of night to avoid
paying income tax. For a mere $27,000
to rent a post office box offshore, one
U.S. corporation has avoided $40 mil-
lion a year in corporate income taxes.
If these were individuals doing this, the
American taxpayers would be outraged.

Mr. Speaker, join me in shutting
down this loophole exploited by cor-
porate expatriates before one more
American company decides to shelve
the Stars and Stripes to save some
money on the bottom line by avoiding
corporate income tax.
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PAYING TRIBUTE TO CATHY
LAIRD

(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. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in deep humility to join in the shock
and the grief of the citizens of Shelby
County, Indiana, to pay tribute to the
passing of a leader, a wife, a mother,
and a distinguished local citizen, Cathy
Laird, who passed away at the age of 37
yvesterday following the complications
from an automobile accident. Cathy
Laird was not only a distinguished pub-
lic servant who would have, without
term limits, been permitted to run for
her third consecutive term as county
clerk, she was also the devoted wife of
Roger, the devoted mother of Mary, 9,
and Emily, 5. Emily was in the car
when the accident occurred; and char-
acteristic of Cathy, she looked after
Emily making sure Emily got to her
appointment while she was taken to
the hospital.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage Roger and
all family and friends to not grieve like
the rest of men who have no hope.
Cathy had the hope that is now real-
ized, and we will pray for her husband,
her children, her family, her friends,
and a grieving community who take
comfort in the faith, hope and love of
Cathy Laird.

———

SOCIAL SECURITY AND THE
BUDGET

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

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, So-
cial Security has been a successful pro-
gram. It has helped millions of seniors
out of poverty. Our seniors are facing a
dilemma, one that threatens their se-
curity and their trust. We must fight
to preserve our Social Security trust
fund and honor the country’s commit-
ment.

The President’s budget does not
honor the commitment to our seniors,
and in turn fails all Americans. Now is
the time for us to focus on a long-term
budget plan that will recover as the
economy recovers, returning us to an
era where we can fully protect and
even strengthen our Social Security
trust fund. We need to recommit to the
idea of Social Security surplus dollars
only for Social Security and paying
down the national debt.

The President’s new budget raids the
Social Security surplus to pay for gov-
ernment programs, not just 1 year but
10 years. Our seniors deserve better
than gimmicks and budget tricks. They
need us to lead and fight for the preser-
vation of a historic program and for
the needs of seniors. We ask Congress
to reconsider their budget, reconsider
their tax cuts, and reassume the re-
sponsibility, and that is to pay down
our debt and take care of our seniors.
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ARMY NEEDS ADEQUATE
RESOURCES

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

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to recognize the enduring
commitment the Army provides to our
Nation. Throughout our history, we
have relied on the Army to provide de-
cisive force to defend America and her
interests.

In the aftermath of September 11, the
Army again answered the call by effec-
tively leading efforts to support vic-
tims and secure our borders. They con-
tinue to coordinate efforts to protect
our Nation throughout this country
through homeland defense.

Last week General Shinseki testified
about the need of the Army to increase
its end strength. I believe we would do
well to heed his advice.

Today America only boasts the ninth
largest army in the world. Of the top
eight, six are potential adversaries. We
must work to increase the Army force
structure. It should be obvious that we
must maintain stability through
strong ground forces.

Mr. Speaker, we rely on the Army to
win wars and maintain the peace. Now
more than ever, we must give these
men and women adequate resources to
meet these requirements.

———
O 1015

INTERNATIONAL CHILD
ABDUCTION

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

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
again today to talk about Ludwig
Koons. Liudwig is still being held ille-
gally by his mother in Italy.

He was born in New York City in
1992. When he was a year old, his moth-
er, Ilona Staller, took him to Rome.
After promising a quick return, Ilona
delayed her return to the United States
after Mr. Koons had purchased tickets
for his family to return to New York.
But in December of 1993 he learned that
Ilona had left their son with unknown
third parties and traveled to Ecuador
to participate in an erotic porno-
graphic show.

Mr. Koons quickly went to Rome to
find his son. He found Ludwig confused,
disoriented and abandoned by his
mother, left in the care of a foreigner
who spoke neither Italian nor English.
Ludwig’s housing environment was
filled with pornography and was phys-
ically dangerous due to construction
materials left strewn about. Neither
the Italian nor the United States gov-
ernments are helping to correct this
situation.

Mr. Speaker, we would not want our
own children in this kind of an envi-
ronment. We should not want it for any
American child. It is time to bring our
children home.
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DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

(Mrs. CAPITO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I come to
the floor today to address a very seri-
ous and pressing problem in our com-
munities and in our society, domestic
violence. Around the world at least one
woman in every three has been beaten,
coerced into sex, or otherwise abused
in her lifetime. Most often, the abuser
is a member of her own family. Increas-
ingly, gender-based violence is recog-
nized as a major public health concern
and a violation of human rights.

In my home State of West Virginia,
domestic violence complaints to law
enforcement agencies have increased
by 400 percent since 1998. Last April,
Attorney General John Ashcroft an-
nounced that West Virginia would be
receiving $1.1 million. I commend this
effort.

We must keep in mind that battering
behavior is prevalent across all lines of
race, ethnicity, geography, education,
social class, religion and sexual ori-
entation and that battering has ad-
verse, long-term psychological, emo-
tional, physical and economic effects
on women and children.

Mr. Speaker, this is Violence Against
Women Week, and so I urge all of my
colleagues to stand up for battered
women everywhere.

———

RECOGNIZING INTERNATIONAL
WOMEN’S DAY

(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker,
this week I will be introducing a bipar-
tisan resolution recognizing and sup-
porting the goals of International
Women’s Day celebrated March 8 every
year. We should commemorate this day
by honoring the women around the
globe who have contributed enor-
mously to the struggle for gender
equality and the advancement of
women. That struggle continues today.
While the right to vote has been won
here in the United States, there still
remain women in many countries
fighting for their voices to be heard
and for representation in their political
process. Furthermore, women still earn
less, own less property and have less
access to education, employment and
health care than men.

Our war against terrorism should in-
clude ending violence against women.
The U.N. estimates that one out of
every three women and girls has been
beaten or sexually abused in her life-
time. Each year there are 1 million to
2 million women and children illegally
trafficked across international borders,
with 50,000 transported to the United
States. It is estimated that 130 million
girls and young women have been sub-
jected to female genital mutilation,
with at least 10,000 girls at risk of this
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practice here in the United States. It is
unacceptable.

I urge the Congress to pass this bi-
partisan resolution commemorating
International Women’s Day.

—————

AGRICULTURE BILL IN
CONFERENCE

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

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, the conferees on the agricultural
bill in both the House and the Senate
are now meeting to come to an agree-
ment on what should the agricultural
policy be for the United States for the
next 5 yrs. The Senate put in provi-
sions in their bill that there should be
payment limitations that limit how
much money a farmer can get from
price supports. The House, when we
brought up my amendment, failed by 28
votes to pass such a payment limita-
tion amendment.

I urge my colleagues to join us and
call my office or the office of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER)
or the office of the gentleman from
North Dakota (Mr. POMEROY), sending
a letter to those conferees to encourage
that we have some payment limita-
tions. There are huge farm operations
receiving 15, 20, 25, 30, $35 million from
1998 until 2001. There is logic to having
a farm policy that helps most of our
farmers, the traditional family farms
instead giving an extra $2 to $3 billion
to the huge mega farms.

I would ask my colleagues to join in
this effort to have a good farm policy
bill with some payment limitations.

———

CALLING FOR AN EXTENSION OF
UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFITS

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

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, it
may be great comfort to the unem-
ployed in this country to know that we
have gathered here in the House of
Representatives today to debate
whether or not there should be a
mourning dove hunting season.

The Speaker made us very com-
fortable back in September saying we
would do something about the unem-
ployed. We have not done anything
since then about it that can get
through both the House and the Sen-
ate. The Senate sent over a clean un-
employment bill that should be
brought to the floor and sent back to
the Senate and become law.

Since September, 1.3 million Ameri-
cans have exhausted their benefits. In
January alone, 356,000 people exhausted
their benefits, the single largest loss of
benefits in almost 10 years.

Why is it that you have to bring a
bill out here today with another poison
pill tied to it? There are 222 press sec-
retaries right now in those Republican
offices with their thumb right over the
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send button to send out the press re-
lease that we have done something
about unemployment. You know it will
die in the Senate because you designed
it to die in the Senate. I do not think
that is fair, and I think that we ought
to bring the Senate bill out here and
pass it with no problems.

————

THE WAR ON TERROR

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

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day Valdosta, Georgia, and Savannah,
Georgia, received the sad news that
four of our service members in the
First Ranger Battalion were among
those who were Killed in Afghanistan.
We join their families and the entire
Nation in mourning their loss and ap-
preciating their patriotism and sac-
rifice.

But even as we do that, the criticism
of the policy in Afghanistan by the
Democrats continues. Jimmy Carter
says that Bush’s approach is too sim-
plistic. Let us review time a minute.
When the Soviets invaded Afghanistan,
Jimmy Carter was President, and his
very complicated reply was to boycott
the Olympics. I guess that is not sim-
plification, but what George Bush is in
uniting a global front against terror-
ists, I guess that is simplistic. It is in-
teresting that Mr. Carter only served
one term.

Meanwhile, Democrats in Congress
are saying that the war will not be won
or complete until we get Osama bin
Laden. I guess they better explain that
to World War II veterans because, after
all, we never found Hitler, and they
must think that we lost that war as
well.

I join Democrats, and I know it is not
all the Democrats, there are a lot of
good Democrats who are supporting
this administration, but I invite the
liberal extremist fringe in their party
to support the President and to support
our service members. This is a matter
of freedom.

———

AMERICAN CORPORATIONS GO TO
BERMUDA

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, America goes to war
against terrorism. America’s fighting
men and women are put in harm’s way.
American soldiers lose their lives. And
American corporations go to Bermuda.
At a time of national emergency, ac-
countants are writing advice to their
corporations saying that maybe patri-
otism will have to take a back seat in
the opportunity to maximize their
profits by avoiding American taxes on
their corporation by taking up illegal
residence on the island of Bermuda.

With the Republican tax cuts to the
wealthy, the burden of paying for this
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war is falling more and more on mid-
dle-class and lower-income Americans.
More and more this war is being fought
out of the Social Security trust fund
that is paid more and more by middle-
class and lower-income Americans, but
American corporations decide that
they will escape any liability, any re-
sponsibility for the payment of Amer-
ica’s efforts against terrorism by going
to Bermuda and taking a tax holiday.

———

TEACHER TAX CREDIT ACT OF 2002

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

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. Mr.
Speaker, today I will introduce the
Teacher Tax Credit Act of 2002 to the
Congress.

Over the next 10 years, America will
have to recruit and train 2 million new
teachers. While we do not have a teach-
er shortage now, we do have a mal-
distribution of teachers. This Tax Cred-
it Act would provide a $2,000 non-
refundable tax credit for teachers, as-
sistant teachers, principals and assist-
ant principals who teach in title I eli-
gible schools. Those are schools in our
poorest neighborhoods where it is often
hard to keep teachers, where the aver-
age experience level of teachers is
lower than they are in other schools
because it is a tougher job.

So let us give teachers in our schools
that need the most help a little more
support from the Federal Government
by saying, yes, we want to give you the
resources you need to stay in that
neighborhood, teach in that school and
make sure that we leave no child be-
hind.

———————

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

(Ms. CARSON of Indiana asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, historically, domestic violence has
been a silent epidemic. According to a
recent study conducted by the Com-
monwealth Fund, almost 4 million
women are physically abused each year
in the United States. In my district
alone, domestic violence remains
unabated. We had the tragic situation
where a young man went to court, was
convicted of domestic violence, was al-
lowed to leave the courtroom and go
home and prepare himself for prison.
Instead, he visited his wife’s job and
killed her and another day care pro-
vider.

Domestic violence is the leading
cause of injury to women in this coun-
try, where they are more likely to be
assaulted, injured, raped or killed by a
male partner than by any other type of
assailant. We need to expand the Call
to Protect program, continue funding
of VAWA and demand that the Vio-
lence Against Women Office in the De-
partment of Justice become perma-
nent.

Ensuring that domestic violence vic-
tims receive necessary services to pro-
tect themselves and their children is
one of the most important things that
this legislative body can do while we
attempt to sensitize those who are
guardians of law, who are sworn to up-
hold the meaning of the law, will be
further sensitized to the violence
against women and how it can be
abated.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CAMP). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX,
the pending business is the question of
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings.

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

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

Mr. MCNULTY. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
dently, a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 352, nays 43,
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 38, as
follows:

Evi-

[Roll No. 48]

YEAS—352
Ackerman Capps Evans
AKkin Cardin Everett
Allen Carson (IN) Farr
Andrews Carson (OK) Fattah
Armey Castle Ferguson
Baca Chabot Flake
Bachus Chambliss Fletcher
Baker Clay Foley
Baldwin Clement Forbes
Barcia Clyburn Ford
Barr Coble Fossella
Barrett Collins Frank
Bartlett Combest Frelinghuysen
Barton Conyers Frost
Bass Cooksey Gallegly
Becerra, Costello Ganske
Bereuter Cramer Gekas
Berkley Crenshaw Gibbons
Berman Crowley Gilchrest
Berry Culberson Gillmor
Biggert Cummings Gilman
Bilirakis Cunningham Gonzalez
Bishop Dayvis (CA) Goode
Blumenauer Dayvis (FL) Goodlatte
Blunt Davis (IL) Gordon
Boehlert Davis, Jo Ann Goss
Boehner Davis, Tom Graham
Bonilla Deal Granger
Bonior DeGette Graves
Bono Delahunt Green (TX)
Boozman DeLauro Green (WI)
Boswell DeMint Greenwood
Boucher Deutsch Grucci
Boyd Diaz-Balart Gutierrez
Brady (TX) Dicks Hall (OH)
Brown (FL) Dingell Hall (TX)
Brown (OH) Doggett Hansen
Brown (SC) Doyle Harman
Bryant Dreier Hart
Burr Duncan Hastings (WA)
Burton Dunn Hayes
Buyer Edwards Hayworth
Callahan Ehlers Herger
Camp Emerson Hill
Cannon Engel Hilliard
Cantor Eshoo Hinchey
Capito Etheridge Hinojosa
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Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hunter
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (RI)
Kerns
Kildee
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Larson (CT)
LaTourette
Leach
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Lipinski
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Lynch
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Mascara
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McGovern
McHugh

Aderholt
Baird
Baldacci
Borski
Brady (PA)
Capuano
Crane
DeFazio
English
Gutknecht
Hastings (FL)
Hefley
Hilleary
Hooley
Hulshof
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McInnis
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Mica
Miller, Dan
Miller, Gary
Miller, Jeff
Mink
Mollohan
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Obey

Olver

Ortiz
Osborne
Ose

Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul

Payne
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roukema
Royce
Rush

NAYS—43

Jones (OH)
Kennedy (MN)
Kucinich
Larsen (WA)
Latham
LoBiondo
McDermott
McNulty
Moore

Moran (KS)
Peterson (MN)
Ramstad
Sabo

Schaffer
Strickland

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sanders
Sandlin
Sawyer
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Stump
Sullivan
Sununu
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Turner
Upton
Velazquez
Vitter
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Watkins (OK)
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Whitfield
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Wynn
Young (FL)

Stupak
Sweeney
Tanner

Taylor (MS)
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Towns

Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Visclosky
Weller

Wicker

Wu

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1

Abercrombie
Ballenger
Bentsen
Blagojevich
Calvert
Clayton

Tancredo

Condit
Cox
Coyne
Cubin
DeLay
Dooley

NOT VOTING—38

Doolittle
Ehrlich
Filner
Gephardt
John
Kilpatrick
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Lantos Miller, George Toomey

Lee Napolitano Traficant

Linder Oberstar Waters

Lofgren Pickering Watson (CA)

Menendez Roybal-Allard Wexler

Millender- Sanchez Woolsey
McDonald Solis Young (AK)
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Mr. ENGLISH changed his vote from
“‘yea’ to ‘“‘nay.”

Messrs. JENKINS, EHLERS, and
ROSS changed their vote from ‘‘nay”’
to ‘‘yea.”

So the Journal was approved.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote
No. 48 on approving the Journal | was un-
avoidably detained. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yea.”

Stated against:

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 48,
I was conducting official business in my San
Diego, California district. Had | been present,
| would have voted “nay.”

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 3694

Mr. LAHOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to have my name
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 3694.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CAMP). Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

——————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H. CON. RES. 275, SENSE OF
CONGRESS ON HUNTING SEA-
SONS FOR MIGRATORY MOURN-
ING DOVES

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 353 and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 353

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 concurrent resolution
(H. Con. Res. 275) expressing the sense of the
Congress that hunting seasons for migratory
mourning doves should be modified so that
individuals have a fair and equitable oppor-
tunity to hunt such birds. The first reading
of the concurrent resolution shall be dis-
pensed with. All points of order against con-
sideration of the concurrent resolution are
waived. General debate shall be confined to
the concurrent resolution and shall not ex-
ceed one hour equally divided and controlled
by the chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Resources. After
general debate the concurrent resolution
shall be considered for amendment under the
five-minute rule. The concurrent resolution
shall be considered as read. During consider-
ation of the concurrent resolution for
amendment, the Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole may accord priority in recogni-
tion on the basis of whether the Member of-
fering an amendment has caused it to be
printed in the portion of the Congressional
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Record designated for that purpose in clause
8 of rule XVIII. Amendments so printed shall
be considered as read. At the conclusion of
consideration of the concurrent resolution
for amendment the Committee shall rise and
report the concurrent resolution to the
House with such amendments as may have
been adopted. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the concurrent res-
olution and amendments thereto to final
adoption without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, for the purpose of debate
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes
to the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
HALL), pending which I yield myself
such time as I may consume. During
consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, House Resolution 353 is an
open rule waiving all points of order
against the consideration of H. Con.
Res. 275, a sense of the Congress re-
garding hunting seasons for migratory
mourning doves. The rule provides one
hour of general debate to be equally di-
vided between the chairman and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee
on Resources. The rule waives all
points of order against the consider-
ation of the concurrent resolution.

The rule also authorizes the Chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole to
accord priority recognition to Members
who have preprinted their amendments
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the rule pro-
vides for one motion to recommit, with
or without instructions.

Mr. Speaker, H. Con. Res. 275 is a
sense of the Congress introduced by the
distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on Resources, the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN), and it ex-
presses the sense of Congress that, one,
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918
should be modified to allow for mourn-
ing dove hunting during the last week
in August in areas north of 37 degrees
north latitude; two, that the United
States should begin discussions with
the appropriate parties to ensure that
all Americans have an opportunity to
harvest migratory mourning doves in
an equitable manner; and, three, that
hunters and wildlife management agen-
cies in the States north of 37 degrees
latitude should support an earlier
opening date for the mourning dove
season.

Mr. Speaker, H. Con. Res. 275 was re-
ported by unanimous consent of the
Committee on Resources on February
27, 2002. Accordingly, Mr. Speaker, I en-
courage my colleagues to support both
the rule, H. Res. 353, and the under-
lying bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) for yield-
ing me the time, and I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

This is an open rule. It will allow for
consideration of H. Con. Res. 375 and,
as we have heard, this is a resolution
regarding hunting seasons for migra-
tory mourning doves.

As the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. HASTINGS) has described, this rule
provides for 1 hour of general debate
that will be equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Resources. The rule permits amend-
ments under the 5-minute rule. This is
the normal amending process in the
House. All Members on both sides of
the aisle will have an opportunity to
offer germane amendments.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution ex-
presses the sense of Congress that the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1916 be
renegotiated to provide a longer hunt-
ing season for mourning doves above
the 37 degrees latitude. If the hunting
season were extended, that would af-
fect 22 States where mourning dove
hunting is permitted. It also includes
my State of Ohio.

Though this measure is important to
many hunters and it is an important
issue in many parts of this country,
there is a far more important matter of
legislation to extend unemployment
insurance to out-of-work Americans
that we are very concerned about.
Many men and women have lost their
jobs after the September 11 terrorist
attack which was almost 6 months ago,
and those benefits will soon run out
unless we pass a bill to increase their
unemployment insurance. We need to
deal with this issue immediately.

Therefore, I will oppose the previous
question and, if the previous question
is defeated, I will offer an amendment
to the rule which will permit the House
to take up the Senate amendment to
H.R. 3090, which would extend unem-
ployment insurance by 13 weeks.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield such
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN), the
distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on Resources.

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

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, this is
kind of a cherished thing in America,
the hunting of doves. Many of us who
hunt have noticed in our younger years
that dove hunting was not a big thing.
Deer season was always such a big
thing in the State of Utah that they
closed the schools, the churches, and
everything else at the opening of deer
season. Fishing was always a mass exo-
dus out of town to get to various mass
areas. Dove season was never consid-
ered as much.

I do not think people understand the
importance of this little elusive bird
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that people call the mourning dove. Ac-
tually, there are millions of them. The
problem we have on this particular bill
is that when the days start getting
shorter and when we have a cold snap,
what happens is they go south because
they are a migratory bird.
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When they go south, the people who
want to hunt in the northern areas do
not get the opportunity to hunt, so
they maybe can pick up a straggler
here and there. But the folks from
Florida, Texas, the southern States,
Arizona, New Mexico, Southern Cali-
fornia, they have a heyday. The folks
in Mexico really have a heyday because
they do not have a limit on it, and they
go down there and shoot them by the
thousands. That I think is another
issue, not one before us today, but pos-
sibly one that should be considered.

So the people in the north who enjoy
hunting, and hunting is one of the tra-
ditions of America which we all seem
to enjoy, or many folks seem to enjoy,
do not get the opportunity or privilege
that people below the parallel that was
mentioned before have.

So with this bill we are not telling
them what to do; we do not have that
right. We cannot set the limit. What
we are merely saying is the President
of the United States will then urge the
people in Canada and Mexico to renego-
tiate and start the limit above that
parallel by 1 week earlier. That week
seems to be critical, because for those
of us who have hunted doves, they can
see literally thousands of those birds in
the area the last week of August.
Where do they go the last week of Sep-
tember? As if they knew exactly, away
they go, and the hunting is rather poor.

So all this bill does is urge these
countries to renegotiate. No one in this
body or the other body has the privi-
lege or the right to change the law. We
can just urge that it be done, and this
bill would urge the President of the
United States to begin that type of a
process.

Mr. Speaker, I would urge a ‘‘yes”
vote on this rule and a ‘‘yes” vote on
the bill.

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to my friend, the great
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH).

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me.

Mr. Speaker, House Concurrent Reso-
lution 275 expresses the sense of Con-
gress that hunting seasons for migra-
tory mourning doves should be modi-
fied so that individuals have a fair and
equitable opportunity to hunt such
birds.

I think that the American people
would have every right to ask the ques-
tion: Why is Congress considering a
resolution on mourning doves when
11,127,000 Americans have exhausted
their unemployment benefits?

The people of this country expect a
sense of proportion about what we do
here, a sense of priorities. When we are
coming forward to this Congress with a
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bill that seeks to address the Migra-
tory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 to try to
modify that act to allow for mourning
dove hunting during the last week of
August, while over 1 million Americans
are being deprived of an opportunity to
receive income into their family be-
cause they are running out of unem-
ployment benefits, and the Federal
Government has not acted to extend
those benefits, people have every right
to ask, What are we doing here in this
Congress? Why is Congress considering
a resolution on mourning doves when
the recession has lasted 52 weeks so
far? Why is Congress considering a res-
olution on mourning doves when this
week and next, persons who became un-
employed after September 11 will ex-
haust their unemployment benefits?

Now, if Members agree with many of
us that this is an example of skewed
priorities, it is an example of not being
in tune with the real needs of the
American people, then I want to ask
them to join with us in opposing the
motion on the previous question.

The reason is this: if we are success-
ful in defeating the motion on the pre-
vious question, we will then have a
straight debate on unemployment in-
surance extension without any poison
pills. I urge that we keep our priorities
straight.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Idaho (Mr.
OTTER).

Mr. OTTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Washington for yield-
ing me the necessary time to at least
express interest not only in the passage
of the rule, which I think is an impor-
tant rule to accompany this resolution,
but the folks in my State and in the
adjoining States, all those above the
37th parallel, do not enjoy the oppor-
tunity, as was stated by several of the
speakers before myself, including the
distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on Resources, to be able to hunt
the mourning dove during our season
because, as the treaty, which was es-
tablished in 1916, states, we cannot
open our season before September 1.
All we need in Idaho and those States
that are north of the 37th parallel is
just a little bit of a cooling trend and
all the doves immediately go south.

It is a responsible thing to do, and it
is a responsible thing to do because of
some of the subject matter that has
been brought up by the gentleman
across the aisle, that there are a lot of
folks that cannot afford to go to the
southern States, cannot afford to go to
Mexico, cannot afford to transport the
weapons or the transportation, and
these people then are denied the oppor-
tunity to hunt, as well.

So I think this is an economic stim-
ulus package, and it is also a package
to help those folks who do not have the
necessary resources to be able to enjoy
hunting in their home State and be
able to take the mourning doves, with-
in a certain limit.

So, Mr. Speaker, I join with the good
gentleman from Washington and all
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those others who have spoken in hopes
that we will vote for the rule, pass the
rule, and then vote and pass the resolu-
tion.

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. TIERNEY).

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me the
time.

Mr. Speaker, today we are here to
vote on the fate of mourning doves.
That may be a serious matter, and peo-
ple may in fact cherish the opportunity
to go and shoot these birds, and that
would be appropriate at some other
time, I might suspect.

However, there are people mourning
in America today because they are
working families who have suffered
record layoffs since the tragic terrorist
attacks of September 11 and prior to
that time.

From September 11, the date after
which people exhausted their benefits,
the date they would get additional ben-
efits under the bipartisan legislation
passed in the Senate 100 to nothing
through January of this year, more
than 1.3 million people will have ex-
hausted their regular employment ben-
efits, and we are here talking about
doves.

In nine States, including my home
State of Massachusetts, the number of
unemployed workers exhausting their
unemployment benefits from November
to January more than doubled from the
comparable period a year ago. On April
15, just a month from now, unemployed
workers across this country will be
paying their taxes, filing their returns
to pay taxes for the money they made
before September 11. Those tax dollars
go to pay our salaries here in Congress.
They expect us to work, and they ex-
pect us to set priorities.

Long before the priority of shooting
doves, we should be doing something
about the unemployment insurance for
people who are out of work. We were
able to work to bail out the airlines.
We promised to help the laid-off work-
ers then, and we still have not done it.
Instead, we have a tax package to help
corporations. The majority in this
House tried first to give a 15-year
break of $256 billion back to Enron and
other megacorporations, but did not do
anything about unemployment insur-
ance.

They still are now trying to under-
mine that by taking that 100 to zero
proposal from the Senate that would
extend unemployment insurance and
add another poison pill, this time shift-
ing from the employer to the employee
the cost of their basic health insur-
ance, trying to undermine our em-
ployer-based health insurance system
as the price for having unemployment
insurance.

Well, we have suspension of the rules
for mourning doves, Mr. Speaker, and
we should have suspension of the rules
to deal with the unemployment insur-
ance. Oppose the motion on the pre-
vious question, bring forward that Sen-
ate bill. No more poison pills. Let us
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get our business done for America’s
working families.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Montana
(Mr. REHBERG).

Mr. REHBERG. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from the State of Wash-
ington for yielding time to me.

While I am a freshman, I hope I never
get to the point on this House floor in
my time as a United States Congress-
man to belittle the opportunity or at-
tempt of any other Member in the
United States Congress to do some-
thing for their constituency.

Within the State of Montana, this is
an important issue. Fish and game can
be debated for many hours and many
days in Montana because of not only
the hunting experience, but the eco-
nomic benefit that it provides to my
residents. On my own ranch we have
dove hunting. Unfortunately, because
of the dates that are included here,
sometimes it can only last 3 days be-
cause, as the light hours change in the
day and the temperature changes,
these migratory birds move south.

This is an opportunity to create some
economic development for my State, a
State that has been gripped for 3, 4, 5,
and sometimes 6 years by drought,
now. We have a new term in Montana.
It is called ‘‘continuing drought.”

So I will not belittle their oppor-
tunity or attempt to do something for
their constituency, and I hope they
will not continue to do that in this par-
ticular case, because this is an impor-
tant piece of legislation for my con-
stituency.

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. ANDREWS).

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

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend for yielding time to me.

Mr. Speaker, by a vote of 100 to noth-
ing, the other body voted for a 13-week
extension of unemployment benefits.
The purpose of our act today is we
want to bring that same proposal to
the floor so we can vote on it as well,
and extend unemployment benefits.

We are going to hear that there will
be an effort to do that later in the day
put forth by the majority, and they
have some things added on to it. What
is wrong with that? Let me tell the
Members what is wrong with the ma-
jority’s health care scam that is added
to the unemployment benefit exten-
sion.

A person who has been out of work
for 6 months and is about to lose his or
her benefits, who has $1,000 in his or
her checking account, here is how they
get health care under the Republican
plan. They are supposed to go out and
pay $7,000 or more in premiums to buy
a health insurance policy, and then
wait until next year, when they file
their income tax return and get $4,200
back as a credit.

The Republican health insurance
scam requires people to use dollars
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they do not have to pay a premium
they cannot afford to get a tax credit
they will not use until more than a
year from now. That is a hoax, not a
plan. The majority should join with us
and defeat this previous question.

Let us have a clean up-and-down vote
on whether or not to do as 100 Senators
did and extend unemployment benefits
for America’s unemployed for 13 weeks.
Vote ‘“no”” on the previous question.

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2% minutes to our great leader,
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
PELOSI).

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to urge our col-
leagues to vote against the previous
question. Here we are on the floor of
Congress at a time when our country is
in a very difficult place economically.
This month, a record number of people
have exhausted their unemployment
benefits, a record number of people.
Here we are on the floor of the House;
and instead of addressing that very
pressing need for all of those families,
we are taking up suspensions, a second
day of suspensions.

I have no quarrel with our dealing
with certain issues, like extending the
hunting season for mourning doves, if
that is necessary and that is our juris-
diction. That is something that should
be a small part of what we do.

But the American people see us on
TV. They see the irrelevance of what is
going on on the floor of the House of
Representatives. Can we not give to
the workers of America the same due
that we give to mourning doves, to ex-
tend, to extend the time frame? Why
does that not have at least as high a
priority to the Republican majority?
Why do not unemployed workers re-
ceive the same priority as hunting sea-
son for mourning doves?

There was a proposal that was sup-
posed to come to the floor today which
would have extended the benefits but
would have a poison pill, a very unwise
provision in terms of health benefits.
The Democratic proposal would have
been very smart: extend the benefits at
least 13 weeks, hopefully 26 weeks,
again, recognizing that record numbers
of Americans are exhausting their un-
employment benefits, and couple that
with a plan to make the COBRA bene-
fits available to these unemployed
workers.

When we had the tragedy of Sep-
tember 11, we immediately moved to
bail out the airline industry, and we
had to do that. But that happened with
the promise that we would shortly be
addressing the needs of those Ameri-
cans who lost their jobs because of Sep-
tember 11.

Six months later, we are still waiting
for the Republican majority to bring a
bill to the floor that adequately ad-
dresses those concerns. Instead, we are
here this morning talking about ex-
tending the hunting season for mourn-
ing doves.

I urge my colleagues to vote against
the previous question.
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Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2% minutes to the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. KLECZKA).

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me.

We do have with us today, Mr. Speak-
er, a group of students. I think they are
probably sitting up there wondering,
what is the Congress talking about
today? The issue before the House is to
extend the hunting season for mourn-
ing doves, little mourning doves that
go whoo, whoo, whoo. In the winter
they are at the bottom of the feeder.
For the most part, they are ground
feeders. They are pretty little birds,
very, very peaceful. What we are doing
today is extending the season so we can
kill them.

Well, the students probably know or
have talked to their folks who have in-
dicated this is a bad economy. Maybe
one of the parents is laid off, or a
neighbor or an uncle or aunt; and it is
Congress’s authority and it is in our
power to give them unemployment
compensation benefits.
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What is happening is they are run-
ning out of their original natural allot-
ment. The U.S. Senate, your Senators,
passed a bill providing a 13-week exten-
sion for unemployment compensation
benefits to help people who are laid off.
It is in the House, but the Republicans
in this House do not want to take it up
and instead bring before the House
today, we have nothing else to do
today, they bring before the House
today a bill to extend the season on
killing these little, whoo, whoo, whoo,
mourning doves.

Let me tell you about the mourning
dove. I come from the State of Wis-
consin. When I was in the State legisla-
ture a couple years ago, back in 1971,
the State legislature passed a bill nam-
ing the mourning dove a bird of peace,
a bird of peace. How noble. It was befit-
ting this little bird. Well, then the leg-
islature and the Natural Board of Re-
sources last year voted to open the sea-
son. It is bugging some people that this
little bird which mates for life is at the
bottom of some people’s bird feeders
cleaning up the seeds that have been
knocked out of the feeder and so the
response for Wisconsin is kill them. So
Wisconsin says let us kill them. They
are bugging someone. But then those
who want to Kkill them are saying, Oh,
but are they good eating.

Listen, after we take the feathers off
that little guy, it is about this big and
4 ounces. Is that a meal? To hear the
Republicans come up and say we need
to kill these birds because of economic
stimulus or because we need it to pro-
vide some economic development, how
hungry can you be?

We know full well the bad news is the
bird of peace in the State of Wisconsin
is now being killed because it provides
such great meals. I guess it is some-
thing like a turkey.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FOSSELLA). Members are reminded not
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to introduce or bring to the attention
of the House an occupant in the gal-
leries.

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I frankly believe that this
legislation of the mourning doves will
not help those Texans in my State. But
I do know what will help them and that
is a concern about unemployment ben-
efits that need to be extended.

If you want to know what unemploy-
ment is about, just come to my home
town of Houston. Although we are the
can-do city, we fought against the
stress of Tropical Storm Alison, the
number of layoffs of our corporate
friends like Continental and the dis-
aster of Enron with some 4,500 employ-
ees being laid off, we know we can pull
ourselves up by our boot straps when
people are hurting. It is time for this
Congress to address the question of the
devastation of extended unemployment
just like we went to the aid of many of
those corporate friends who were dev-
astated after September 11. Thirteen
weeks, I will support that; but I also
believe 52 weeks of extension because
in April my State will see an exhaus-
tion of unemployment benefits of some
175,000 individuals.

I have heard the stories of individ-
uals who cannot pay for health cov-
erage, cannot provide the dollars that
allow them to have the COBRA. We
need to respond to the crisis of Ameri-
cans right now and need to talk about
unemployment to the extent that we
provide the bridge and support for
those who are in need.

I have my constituents talking to me
about saving Social Security and the
prescription drug benefit, but there are
working families now who have con-
tributed to this economy and through
no fault of their own they are no longer
working. I think we are wasting Amer-
ica’s time by not coming to this floor,
extending unemployment benefits like
the Senate did for 13 weeks; and if we
can do more we should do more. My ad-
vocacy is for the extended 52 weeks be-
cause I know in April and May there
will be people in my home town who
will be hurting.

We have to face reality, Mr. Speaker.
Legislation that does not help all of us
maybe should be reconsidered. I will be
voting against this rule because I want
to vote for extended unemployment
benefits for Americans. I want them
back on their feet. I want them to pay
for tuition for the young people going
to college. I want them to have health
care. I want to make sure they pay
their mortgages. I want them to be
proud to be an American. I want to
thank those men and women who are
fighting in Afghanistan to help free us
and free Afghanistan. Let us do some-
thing for the people here in the United
States and extend the unemployment
benefits.
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Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), a
very much-distinguished member of

the Committee on Rules and of this
body.
Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, 1

thank the gentleman for
time.

Mr. Speaker, this morning the morn-
ing news from Rochester tells me that
this year my district has lost 12,400
jobs. That is almost unheard of in
Rochester, New York.

In 1929 when the crash came, we hard-
ly noticed it up there. Our unemploy-
ment rate has been always steady and
very good, but we are bleeding jobs. I
suspect for many of you, your mail
must reflect mine, Can you do some-
thing about unemployment? I have lost
my unemployment. My unemployment
is running out. Now to add to the rest
of our woes, we also have a lot of peo-
ple employed by Global Crossing.

I am embarrassed that the people in
my district are seeing this morning
that what we are most concerned about
is the shooting of mourning doves, as
the previous speaker said, the peace
bird of the State of Wisconsin. I do not
know if enough people in my district
will be able to shoot enough birds to
feed their family, but it does not look
like we will be able to do much here on
extending their unemployment bene-
fits.

I am sure they understand that we do
not control the agenda of this House,
or it would have been done a long time
ago; and we should have been taking up
the Senate bill. I urge Members to vote
against the previous question and the
rule to try to get some unemployment
insurance up here.

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yvield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, before I yield back the
time, I would just like to say that it
has been nearly 6 months since the
tragic events of September 11. Millions
of American jobs have been lost since
then. The unemployment benefits for
1.3 million Americans have already ex-
pired. Millions more will be losing ben-
efits in the coming weeks. We must
act.

Last month the other body passed a
very clean extension of these critically
needed benefits. Every day we fail to
act means economic hardship for more
and more Americans. In a bipartisan
fashion we should not be wasting time
and be together on this and vote to ex-
tend unemployment benefits.

As far as the rule is concerned, the
rule is okay and it is open. We have no
problem with it.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I would like to remind
Members because there is a lot of con-
cern on both sides of the aisle regard-

yielding me
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ing the unemployment benefits for
those who were adversely harmed by
what happened on September 11 and be-
cause of the economy, we intend to
take that up and we will take that up;
and I just wanted to remind my col-
leagues of that.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, this
rule would clear the way for the House to de-
bate a nonbinding resolution about changing
the hunting seasons for migratory mourning
doves.

That is an interesting resolution, and it could
make for an interesting debate. But the fact
that it is proposed for debate today on the
House floor is little short of a disgrace be-
cause of what it says about the priorities of
the House’s Republican leadership.

In short, they have made it a priority to de-
bate this nonbinding resolution, instead of try-
ing to help people who have lost their jobs
and are in an economic bind.

| know we are all encouraged by the signs
the economy is recovering from recession. But
the recovery is far from complete, and unem-
ployment insurance is running out for thou-
sands of people who have lost their jobs.

Extending those benefits is something they
need and something that will help the econ-
omy because it will enable them to continue
paying their bills. And it is what we should be
doing today instead of debating whether Con-
gress should go on record with some opinions
about changing a hunting season.

There should not be any partisan disagree-
ment about this. That is why the Senate has
already twice unanimously approved bills that
would extend unemployment compensation
benefits for 13 weeks.

And that is what we should be doing today,
instead of debating hunting seasons. We
should be passing that bill—the bill supported
by every Senator, regardless of party—and
sending it to the President so he can sign it
into law.

It's too bad the Republican leadership does
not think that should have priority over this
resolution. | don't share that view, and so |
cannot support this rule.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I have no further requests for
time, I yield back the balance of my
time, and I move the previous question
on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE
RULES

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, 1
call up House Resolution 354 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 354

Resolved, That it shall be in order at any
time on the legislative day of Wednesday,
March 6, 2002, for the Speaker to entertain
motions that the House suspend the rules re-
lating to the following measures:

(1) The joint resolution (S.J. Res. 32) con-
gratulating the United States Military Acad-
emy at West Point on its bicentennial anni-
versary, and commending its outstanding
contributions to the Nation.
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(2) The bill (S. 1857) to encourage the nego-
tiated settlement of tribal claims.

(3) The bill (H.R. 1870) to provide for the
sale of certain real property within the
Newlands Project in Nevada, to the city of
Fallon, Nevada.

(4) The bill (H.R. 1883) to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to conduct a feasibility
study on water optimization in the Burnt
River basin, Malheur River basin, Owyhee
River basin, and Powder River basin, Oregon.

(56) The bill (H.R. 1963) to amend the Na-
tional Trails System Act to designate the
route taken by American soldier and fron-
tiersman George Rogers Clark and his men
during the Revolutionary War to capture the
British forts at Kaskaskia and Cahokia, Illi-
nois, and Vincennes, Indiana, for study for
potential addition to the National Trails
System.

(6) A bill to provide assistance to displaced
workers by extending unemployment bene-
fits and by providing a credit for health in-
surance costs, and for other purposes.

(7) A resolution expressing support for the
democratically elected government of Co-
lombia and its efforts to counter threats
from United States-designated foreign ter-
rorist organizations.

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

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), pend-
ing which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 354 is
a rule providing for the consideration
of motions to suspend the rules at any
time on the legislative day Wednesday,
March 6, 2002. This is a fair rule that
will allow for consideration of several
pieces of legislation.

Mr. Speaker, last night the Com-
mittee on Rules in fact had the debate
and the vote about those things which
we are going to choose to consider
today and one of those that we talked
about at the time we have now made a
decision that we are not going to
present at this time; and it should be
noted that though, while the unem-
ployment benefits bill is listed under
the rule, it will not be called up for
consideration today, meaning that it
will not be a part of the package that
we are seeking at this time.

Mr. Speaker, since the tragic events
of September 11, the House has worked
with speed and deliberation to pass
much-needed legislation that will pro-
vide an extension of critical-needed un-
employment benefits to dislocated
workers. It is regrettable that though
this bill has passed several times with
bipartisan votes that there will be no
action on this today and also that
there has been no action by the other
body on this.

As the 6-month anniversary of Sep-
tember 11 approaches us, there are peo-
ple across the country who are still
struggling to recover from the tragic
events of that day, whether it be emo-
tional, physically, financially or other-
wise. It is my hope that the issue will
stay at the forefront of our legislative
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business until we pass and enact a bill
that will help each of those people.

Mr. Speaker, I have outlined those
things which we will be considering, or
hope to consider, today under suspen-
sion of the rules; and I urge all of my
colleagues to support this rule which
will allow us to consider these pieces of

legislation.

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

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, 1

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

(Ms. SLAUGHTER asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my friend from Texas (Mr. SES-
SIONS) for yielding me the customary 30
minutes.

Mr. Speaker, this rule will allow us
to consider a number of suspension
bills today, bills that many of us had
hoped would be of critical importance
to our constituents. In fact, last night
rumors circulated that the leadership
of the body was preparing to do what
we hoped it would have done long ago
and extend unemployment benefits to
the thousands of workers who were laid
off in the wake of the September 11 at-
tacks.

For weeks we have begged the leader-
ship of the body time and time again to
pass a clean unemployment extension
bill. Recently released Labor Depart-
ment data for January 2002 shows that
from September 11 through January of
this year more than 1.3 million workers
exhausted their regular unemployment
benefits. As of January, about 7.9 mil-
lion Americans, or about 5.6 percent of
the workforce, were unemployed. Over
12,000 people a day are exhausting their
unemployment insurance. And earlier
this year the Senate adopted a simple
extension of unemployment benefits by
unanimous consent.

The House leadership, rather than
acting expeditiously, refused to pass
the same extension without tying it to
a package of dying stimulus plans.

[ 1130

The plan, no one was surprised to
learn, consisted almost entirely of tax
cuts for corporations and the wealthy.
And the measure, no one was surprised
to learn, went nowhere in the Senate.

We now have an opportunity to do
today, or we did have, what should
have been done weeks ago, pass a clean
unemployment bill. Were we to pass
such a measure this morning, the bill
could be on the President’s desk imme-
diately. But, instead, the leadership of
the body is preparing to push a meas-
ure that would augment a simple ex-
tension of jobs benefits with controver-
sial tax provisions that will kill it in
the Senate.

Why can we not simply extend unem-
ployment benefits by an additional 13
weeks? Tax credits do little to aid the
unemployed, many of whom are not
paying taxes in the first place while
out of work. A clean bill could go
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straight to the President, and the lead-
ership in the body could signal to the
unemployed that this House cares
about the plight of their families. To-
day’s confusion, however, will ensure
just the opposite, more delay and not a
penny of relief for impacted families.

Mr. Speaker, this is not leadership;
this is petulance. Having failed three
times to pass accelerated tax breaks
for upper brackets and reducing the al-
ternative tax on corporations or actu-
ally doing away with them, the leader-
ship is taking a fourth swing at the
other body. What is stunning about
this maneuver is the sheer cynicism it
embraces. The leadership is making it
perfectly clear that it is willing to in-
flict further pain on desperate families
in order to have another crack at a di-
visive, partisan agenda.

Moreover, Members of this body are
being afforded little notice of what
these bills contain. The House of Rep-
resentatives is not a shadow govern-
ment. Our rules mandate that we delib-
erate in the open. What aversion do we
have here to regular order? Instead of
informed deliberations, my colleagues
are left with scant information. In fact,
the bill we have been talking about has
not yet been seen, and my colleagues
and I have no information and no de-
bate time on which to base decisions
impacting millions of Americans.

Mr. Speaker, this extraordinary rule
we are considering today is normally
reserved for those times when Congress
is hard at work, not when we are work-
ing 2% days a week, and it needs flexi-
bility to meet its commitments. But
not today. The long stretches of idle-
ness in this body can surely be replaced
with meaningful deliberation on impor-
tant measures.

We just got the report of people being
abused in nursing homes. We should be
concerned about all the corporations in
America that are registering them-
selves over in Bermuda to avoid paying
America’s taxes. While we name post
offices and contemplate shooting
mourning doves, the measures that im-
pact prescription drugs and saving So-
cial Security languish.

I have a bill that would ban genetic
discrimination in health insurance
that has over 258 bipartisan cosponsors;
and it would affect every man, woman,
and child in the United States. But for
over 6 years we have not been able to
have that on the floor. I implore, then,
if they are going to abuse the power of
suspensions, to put it to good use and
make a real difference in the lives of
American people.

Mr. Speaker, we intend to try to de-
feat the previous question on the rule
in order to amend the rule simply to
allow what should be done, a straight
13-week unemployment benefits exten-
sion bill. I urge all my colleagues on
both sides of this House to support this
effort because the American public de-
mands and deserves it.

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

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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We are hearing a lot about this un-
employment problem, and it is a prob-
lem, and the health care problems, and
there are health care problems. This
body has addressed this issue numerous
times. This issue was prepared to be on
the floor today, except there was some
disagreement as to whether it would be
on suspension or whether we would
have long enough even to speak about
it. The bottom line is, I do not believe
we should be playing politics with the
health and livelihood of American
workers, whose families’ jobs and their
own jobs, their own problems, are right
on the line.

But for those who would call for a
clean bill, I would quote Speaker
HASTERT, who yesterday said this is
about as clean as you could get it. And
I would add that it is also a straight-
forward approach to addressing the
real needs of laid-off workers as we can
get. That was what this bill was sup-
posed to do. It was clean. It was about
unemployment and health care tax
credits. Oh, but then we find out that
they simply do not like the way we
have done it, and that is why the other
side is opposed to what we are doing.

Mr. Speaker, we disagree on lots of
issues, and they are honest disagree-
ments that we have in Washington,
about taxes, about the size of govern-
ment, about how much we are going to
tax the American people, about who
will be paying in and who will be re-
ceiving what. But the bottom line is
that this Republican Congress has at-
tempted expeditiously and carefully to
address the needs and the issues of peo-
ple who are having tough times. But we
also believe, as Republicans, that it is
important for us to put out a plan that
addresses the needs of the Nation. That
is why we asked for tax cuts.

We believe that people not only want
a job but they want the ability to have
a secure job. Savings and investment
and the opportunity for people to have
more take-home pay to protect the
jobs that we have is what the Repub-
lican plan is, also. It is not just about
the health care needs, where we offer
tax credits. It is not just about unem-
ployment. It is about a broad, over-
arching idea that we believe that this
government can, must and will react
and respond properly to people. And
that is what the Republican plan has
been since September 11.

I am sorry we are not addressing that
issue today. We will continue to wait
for the other body as they deliberate
and deliberate and deliberate on this
issue, but we will keep going with the
things we know are good for people.

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

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume to respond to my friend.

I appreciate that people who are un-
employed, who have families to feed,
who have mortgages to pay, who have
no prospects immediately of a job are
not terribly interested whether or not
we do away with an Alternative Min-
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imum Tax and give money back to IBM
and money back to Enron and money
back to major corporations in the
United States. They simply want some
kind of action here.

In all times of trouble, when we have
this kind of unemployment rate, it has
been the policy of the government of
the United States to extend unemploy-
ment. For some reason, we simply can-
not seem to get that done here. I am
appalled at that and urge that that be
rectified.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE).

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, with all
due respect to my colleague on the
other side, he just said that we are
playing politics. I would say the prob-
lem here is that the Republicans are in
charge of the floor. They are in charge
of the House. They are in the leader-
ship because they are in the majority.
They are playing politics because they
are not allowing a clean bill on unem-
ployment insurance extension to come
up.

I cannot believe I am hearing this
from my Republican colleagues, some-
how suggesting that if we take action
on this bill that they put in order
under this rule that we will have some
relief for the unemployed. It is not
true. We know if this bill goes over to
the other body and it includes any-
thing other than extension of unem-
ployment compensation it will never
pass and it will die.

The other body has already taken up
I do not know how many stimulus
packages, tried all kinds of options,
with or without different kinds of
health care benefits, with or without
Alternative Minimum Tax, and finally
the leadership said, look, there is noth-
ing we can pass here other than a clean
unemployment compensation exten-
sion, passed, I believe, 100 to nothing.

So the lesson is learned. The only
thing that will work, the only thing
that will provide relief for Americans
who are running out of their unemploy-
ment insurance is if we just pass a
clean bill that has nothing else at-
tached to it.

We have done the same thing over
here. The Republican leadership has
brought up three stimulus packages,
pretty much the same. I suspect if this
bill is voted down today they will bring
up another stimulus package tomorrow
or next week. They are playing politics
because they will not allow a clean bill
to pass. It passed the other body 100 to
nothing. It will pass here probably
unanimously. Let us just do it.

Now, let me talk about the tax cred-
its for health care that are in this bill.
My Republican colleagues know that
this is a very controversial issue be-
cause the Democrats do not believe it
will work. When we talk about tax
credits for health care, most of the peo-
ple who are uninsured, very few are
going to be able to go out in the indi-
vidual market and buy insurance,
which is $4,000 or $5,000 a year, with the
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piddly tax credits the Republicans are
proposing.

So the Democrats have been saying
this is not going to work, this tax cred-
it. We have talked about extending
COBRA, we have talked about the need
to extend Medicaid to cover more peo-
ple at a little higher level of income.
My own State of New Jersey, a perfect
example, is suffering because they do
not have the money, and so many
States are not able to provide the Med-
icaid benefits they have now and cover
the people they now have and are con-
sidering cutting back on Medicaid.

So we have a major difference here.
Democrats believe COBRA extension
and Medicaid extension will bring more
people and provide insurance. We do
not believe the Republican proposal
with tax credits will work. So forget
about this for the time being. We do
not have agreement. Let us go with the
thing we do have agreement on, which
is unemployment expansion, a clean
bill. We should bring it up and get it
over with.

The Republican side is playing poli-
tics and not giving a fair shake to
those people in my district and around
the country that need these extra
weeks of unemployment compensation.

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

We can keep talking about this. It
has passed this House four times. This
body has dealt with this issue. Now
what we hear is my colleagues on the
other side suggesting we have to bow
down to what the other body wants to
do, that we must do what the other
body wants to do. Well, that is not the
way it works. This body has its own
leadership, has the two sides of the
aisle. We work on the things that we
work on, just like the items that we
passed and have sent to the other body.

Mr. Speaker, we have been open and
clear about what we are trying to do.
We are offering an opportunity to put
together unemployment benefits,
health care, and, at the same time,
make sure that it would be done in a
way which we believe would work.
Now, what we understand from the
other side is, we disagree that it is not
going to work that way, so we are
going to oppose what you are doing.

Well, Mr. Speaker, we have heard
this lots of time. We heard this about
the balanced budget. A balanced budget
will never work. We can never have a
balanced budget.

Secondly, we heard when we went to
welfare reform, oh, my gosh, welfare
reform will never, ever work. We heard
this about the capital gains tax cut,
that it is going to cost our government
$9 billion. In fact, it did work and
brought in $90 billion to the govern-
ment and created an economic stim-
ulus that our country has lived off for
several years now.

Republican ideas are simply bad to
the other side every time, and that is
where they play politics, and I am
sorry that it is that way. But what we
are doing is proposing something that
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will allow families who today have to
use pre-tax dollars to pay for their
health care, and we are trying to make
it easier to where they can then deduct
this amount.

Tax credits do work. They work for
the families that use them over and
over and over. Tens of thousands of Af-
rican Americans, tens of thousands of
Hispanics, and, oh, yes, tens of thou-
sands of Caucasians will get this same
tax credit. It works for people. It works
for people who have health care today
by helping them pay for what they
want and they need.

I am proud of what we are doing. I
am sorry that my colleagues on the
other side simply disagree and so they
are not willing to venture in to helping
anybody because they do not like what
we have done. That is the politics, Mr.
Speaker, and it is a real shame that it
is happening again today on the floor
of the House of Representatives right
before our very eyes.

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

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. LEVIN).

(Mr. LEVIN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Texas has made it clear
what this is all about. He says we are
waiting for the other body. The other
body has twice unanimously passed an
unemployment compensation exten-
sion bill. Twice. What is my colleague
waiting for? He says we should not bow
down to the Senate. To whom? TRENT
LoTT? Every other Republican in the
Senate who voted for this extension?
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Bowing down, this is a fight with Re-
publicans in the Senate. It is not only
a fight with us. The gentleman is all
alone.

Secondly, the gentleman says this
issue is not just about unemployment.
That is the problem. The gentleman is
ignoring the needs of the unemployed
because the gentleman has another
agenda. I want the gentleman to go and
talk to the 356,000 people who ex-
hausted their benefits in January and
tell them this is not just about unem-
ployment. It is the largest number of
people exhausting their regular bene-
fits without receiving additional aid in
a single month, in any single month on
record. So I suggest that the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS) g0
to the 50 States of this Union and tell
them that this is not just about unem-
ployment. Shame.

The other side of the aisle insists on
adding to this unemployment bill con-
troversial issues, and the gentleman
knows they are. The health provision is
the same one that has created the con-
troversy in the Senate. This is what
Mr. LOTT said on February 7.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FOSSELLA). Members are reminded to
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refrain from improper references to
Senators.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, this is what
has been said. ‘“My recommendation is
that they send just a clean bill.”” That
is the gentleman’s leader over in the
Senate. I shall not name his name.

This is what this is all about. The
other side wants a package, and then
they change it. They want a package
that essentially says to the unem-
ployed of this country that their unem-
ployment is not enough for Congress to
act.

Mr. Speaker, my suggestion to the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT)
and Members on the Republican side,
including many of the leaders who said
they wanted a clean bill, is to think
again. These millions of people are not
getting unemployment on their watch.
They are disregarding them. They have
another agenda. Take up unemploy-
ment compensation today, pass it, send
it to the President. I am sure he will
sign it, and then we will go on to other
issues.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will reiterate that Members must
avoid improper references to Senators,
whether specifically by name or other-
wise.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, we do have a broader
agenda. It is about jobs in this country.
It is about the ability that we have to
make sure through stimulus or
through tax cuts or through those
things that will allow people to have
more money in their own pocket. That
is also what this is about.

Yes, it is bigger than unemployment.
It also includes health care. It includes
the things that are the essence of what
will maintain the vitality of this coun-
try.

Mr. Speaker, I learned a long time
ago when I came to Congress, some 6
years ago, that virtually every single
bill, every single debate that takes
place on this floor is about more gov-
ernment, more spending, more taxes,
or about the reverse.

I am falling off on the side of the peo-
ple who want jobs in this country, who
want to make sure we have a sound
economy and make sure that what this
government does, it does, and is done
efficiently. I am proud of what we are
doing and what we have passed.

Mr. Speaker, I would remind this en-
tire body that if we can lay aside our
differences, lay aside the things that
we think will not work and get to work
on the things that we are going to pro-
pose that will work, that means real
money to real people in the time of
their need, that in fact we will achieve
the things that we are after. Govern-
ment should not pick the winners and
losers. We should help the people that
need help.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, it is to try to help the
people that need help. I know the un-
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employed do want jobs. I am sure that
all unemployed workers thought that,
during their working years when they
paid their taxes, they believed that
should a catastrophe hit and they lose
their jobs that this government would
help them out. That has been in the
best tradition, to tide them over until
a new job can be found; and when that
job is found, I hope it will be as good as
the job they lost.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no’” vote on
the previous question. If the previous
question is defeated, I will offer an
amendment to the rule that will allow
the House to vote on a straight 13-week
extension of the unemployment bene-
fits.

Mr. Speaker, it has been nearly 6
months since the tragic events of Sep-
tember 11. In addition to the horren-
dous loss of life that occurred as a re-
sult of that day, the economic destruc-
tion has been enormous. Our economy,
which was already in an economic
downturn before the event, has wors-
ened considerably. Millions of Amer-
ican jobs have been lost since then.

The unemployment benefits for many
of these jobless workers have already
expired. Many, many more will lose
benefits in the coming weeks. We must
act immediately. The other body has
already passed a clean extension of
these critically-needed benefits. Every
day that we fail to act means economic
hardships for thousands of Americans
and their families. Let us stop wasting
time and vote to extend the unemploy-
ment benefits. I urge a ‘“‘no”” vote on
the previous question.

PREVIOUS QUESTION FOR H. RES. 354—MOTIONS
TO SUSPEND THE RULES

In the resolution after ‘‘(6) strike ‘‘the
bill (H.R. 1963)”’ and all that follows through
‘“‘health insurance costs, and for other pur-
poses” and insert in lieu thereof the fol-
lowing:

‘“‘Senate amendments to the bill (H.R. 3090)
to provide tax incentives for economic recov-
ery.”

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, we have heard it here
today. Republicans have this hidden
agenda. The other side of the aisle is
right. Our hidden agenda is jobs and
growing the economy, getting people
back in their jobs, having an extension
of unemployment benefits, having
health care tax credits. And yet we
have heard now what the other side of
the aisle says about that. That is that
they do not like the way that we have
done it, and because they do not like
the way we have done this, they oppose
it.

Mr. Speaker, we are going to con-
tinue this Republican conference, and
Congress is going to continue passing
things that are great for people, good
for workers, continues economic oppor-
tunities. We are going to keep talking
about how America’s greatest days lie
in our future. Opportunities for people
who are going to school and want jobs,
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people who today may not have a job.
We are going to rebound this economy.
It is going to head back.

I believe that the President, working
with this Congress, will have a lot of
success. That is what this is about.
That is our hidden agenda. Our hidden
agenda is simple. It is about jobs. It is
about economic growth and the oppor-
tunity for people to get a job, keep a
job and know that they can have more
take-home pay.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

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

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

Pursuant to clause 9 of rule XX, the
Chair will reduce to 5 minutes the min-
imum time for any electronic voting on
adoption of the resolution.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 218, nays
191, not voting 25, as follows:

[Roll No. 49]

Evi-

YEAS—218
Aderholt Duncan Issa
Akin Dunn Istook
Armey Ehlers Jenkins
Bachus Ehrlich Johnson (CT)
Baker Emerson Johnson (IL)
Ballenger English Johnson, Sam
Barr Everett Jones (NC)
Bartlett Ferguson Keller
Barton Flake Kelly
Bass Fletcher Kennedy (MN)
Bereuter Foley Kerns
Biggert Forbes King (NY)
Bilirakis Fossella Kingston
Blunt Frelinghuysen Kirk
Boehlert Gallegly Knollenberg
Boehner Ganske Kolbe
Bonilla Gekas LaHood
Bono Gibbons Latham
Boozman Gilchrest LaTourette
Brady (TX) Gillmor Leach
Brown (SC) Gilman Lewis (CA)
Bryant Goode Lewis (KY)
Burr Goodlatte Linder
Burton Goss LoBiondo
Callahan Graham Lucas (OK)
Camp Granger Manzullo
Cannon Graves McCrery
Cantor Green (WI) McHugh
Capito Greenwood McInnis
Castle Grucci McKeon
Chabot Gutknecht Mica
Chambliss Hall (TX) Miller, Dan
Coble Hansen Miller, Gary
Collins Hart Miller, Jeff
Combest Hastings (WA) Moran (KS)
Cooksey Hayes Morella
Cox Hayworth Myrick
Crane Hefley Nethercutt
Crenshaw Herger Ney
Culberson Hilleary Northup
Cunningham Hobson Norwood
Davis, Jo Ann Hoekstra Nussle
Davis, Tom Horn Osborne
Deal Hostettler Ose
DeLay Houghton Otter
DeMint Hulshof Oxley
Diaz-Balart Hunter Paul
Dreier Isakson Pence

Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts

Platts
Pombo
Portman
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Reynolds
Riley
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roukema
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton

Ackerman
Allen
Andrews
Baca
Baird
Baldacci
Baldwin
Barcia
Barrett
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop
Blumenauer
Bonior
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Conyers
Costello
Coyne
Cramer
Crowley
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Deutsch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Edwards
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Ford
Frank
Frost
Gephardt
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green (TX)

Abercrombie
Bentsen
Blagojevich
Buyer
Calvert
Condit

Schaffer
Schrock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skeen
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Stump
Sullivan
Sununu
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tauzin
Taylor (NC)

NAYS—191

Gutierrez
Hall (OH)
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hill
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hoeffel
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
John
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kind (WI)
Kleczka
Kucinich
LaFalce
Lampson
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Luther
Lynch
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Markey
Mascara
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Miller, George
Mink
Mollohan
Moore

Cubin
Dooley
Doolittle
Filner
Hyde
Kilpatrick
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Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Thune
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Toomey
Upton
Vitter
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Watkins (OK)
Watts (OK)
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Moran (VA)
Murtha
Nadler
Neal
Oberstar
Obey

Olver

Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Phelps
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Ross
Rothman
Rush

Sabo
Sanders
Sandlin
Sawyer
Schakowsky
Schiff
Scott
Serrano
Sherman
Shows
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Spratt
Stark
Stenholm
Strickland
Stupak
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thurman
Tierney
Towns
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Velazquez
Visclosky
Watt (NC)
Waxman
Weiner

Wu

Wynn

NOT VOTING—25

Lantos

Lee

Lofgren

Millender-
McDonald

Napolitano
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Roybal-Allard Traficant Wexler
Sanchez Waters Woolsey
Solis Watson (CA)
O 1222
Messrs. LARSON of Connecticut,

DINGELL, BARRETT of WISCONSIN,
ALLEN, FORD, HINOJOSA and
ISRAEL changed their vote from ‘‘yea’
to “nay.”

Mr. REGULA changed his vote from
“nay” to ‘‘yea.”

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 49,
| was conducting official business in my San
Diego, California, district. Had | been present,
| would have voted “nay.”

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote
No. 49 on ordering the previous question |
was unavoidably detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted “nay.”

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, earlier
today, | was unable to cast my vote on two
rollcall votes. Had | been present, | would
have voted as follows: Rollcall 48, Approval of
the Journal: “aye”; rollcall 49, Previous Ques-
tion: “nay.”

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

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

Any record votes on postponed ques-
tions will be taken after disposition of
House Concurrent Resolution 275 relat-
ing to mourning doves.

———

CONGRATULATING THE UNITED
STATES MILITARY ACADEMY AT
WEST POINT ON ITS BICENTEN-
NIAL ANNIVERSARY

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the Senate
joint resolution (S.J. Res. 32) congratu-
lating the United States Military
Academy at West Point on its bicen-
tennial anniversary, and commending
its outstanding contributions to the
Nation.

The Clerk read as follows:

S.J. RES. 32

Whereas establishing a military academy
to teach the technical arts of war was a de-
sire of many of our founding fathers, particu-
larly George Washington;

Whereas Congress passed legislation on
March 16, 1802, to establish such a military
academy to be located at West Point, New
York, a site that Washington called the key
to the continent because of its strategic im-
portance during the Revolution;
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Whereas President Thomas Jefferson
signed the legislation establishing the
United States Military Academy at West
Point, an institution dedicated to promoting
scientific education to benefit the Nation
and to attracting a diverse array of young
citizens to the Nation’s military leadership;

Whereas Sylvanus Thayer, who served as
Superintendent of the Academy from 1817 to
1833, established the foundation of the Acad-
emy’s strong academic program, strict ad-
herence to discipline, and emphasis on moral
and ethical conduct;

Whereas, under Douglas MacArthur’s lead-
ership as Superintendent from 1919 to 1922,
the Academy was modernized to prepare its
graduates for the challenges of the 20th cen-
tury;

Whereas the Academy, the first school in
America to teach engineering, produced
graduates who were responsible for the con-
struction of the Nation’s first railroad lines
and many of its early harbor improvements,
bridges, roads, and canals;

Whereas Academy graduates introduced
engineering education to numerous colleges
and universities, and carried out such monu-
mental engineering projects as the construc-
tion of the Panama Canal project;

Whereas Academy graduates have also dis-
tinguished themselves in the leadership of
such innovative scientific research and de-
velopment projects as the development of
atomic bombs in the Manhattan Project dur-
ing World War II;

Whereas Academy graduates have served
with character and distinction in all of
America’s wars and military actions since
the War of 1812;

Whereas 74 Academy graduates have
earned the Nation’s highest military honor,
the Medal of Honor;

Whereas 2 Academy graduates, Ulysses S.
Grant and Dwight D. Eisenhower, served
both as distinguished general officers and as
the President of the United States, and
many other graduates have served in all lev-
els of government;

Whereas dozens of Academy graduates
have been astronauts, including the Acad-
emy graduate who is the first American to
walk in space and 2 Academy graduates who
walked on the moon;

Whereas hundreds of Academy graduates
have utilized their talents in the private sec-
tor, to provide managerial and technical ex-
pertise that is responsible, in part, for nur-
turing and sustaining a system of enterprise
that is admired around the world;

Whereas the Academy has provided an op-
portunity for men and women of all races,
religions, and cultures to receive a college
education and to begin a life of service to the
Army and the Nation; and

Whereas the motto of the Academy, ‘‘Duty,
Honor, Country’”’, exemplifies the spirit of
this Republic: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That Congress congratu-
lates the United States Military Academy on
its bicentennial anniversary, recognizes it as
an outstanding leadership development insti-
tution that upholds and promotes the high-
est virtues of American society, and com-
mends all those who have led and taught at
the Academy for inculcating its 58,000 grad-
uates with moral, ethical, and intellectual
values and skills that are the foundations for
the dedicated service so honorably given by
those graduates to the Army, the Nation,
and friends of freedom and liberty around
the world for 200 years.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. MCHUGH) and the gen-
tlewoman from California (Mrs.
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TAUSCHER) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York (Mr. MCHUGH).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MCcHUGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on S.J. Res. 32.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, S.J. Res. 32 celebrates
the bicentennial anniversary of one of
our Nation’s most valued institutions,
the United States Military Academy at
West Point.

I should say, Mr. Speaker, this is a
particularly proud moment for me per-
sonally. As an 8-year member of the
Board of Visitors at that illustrious in-
stitution and as a 10-year member of
the Committee on Armed Services, I
have come to know firsthand the amaz-
ing contributions and the invaluable
role that West Point has played, both
in our Nation’s history and in our Na-
tion’s present.

The Military Academy has performed
its primary objective of educating mili-
tary officers with unparalleled excel-
lence throughout its history. To under-
stand the value of West Point, one only
has to look back on the long line of
great men that have led our forces in
war who were the products of this tre-
mendous institution. Perhaps the most
important achievement of West Point
is the ‘‘long gray line,” the many grad-
uates beneath the great names of his-
tory who have formed the foundation
of the officer corps that is the bulwark
of the United States Army in peace-
time, as well as war.

Throughout its history, the Military
Academy has molded the best and the
brightest of our youth into leaders
with skills, character and commitment
to not just defend America, but to
make it a better place throughout
their lives. In my experience, the con-
tributions and achievements of the
graduates of the Military Academy ex-
tend well beyond their lives as military
officers. Academy graduates have his-
torically made and continue to make
contributions to 1local government,
business, and academia across the Na-
tion.

Through their leadership talents and
commitment to service, they have been
successful in making their bedrock val-
ues, duty, honor, country, part of every
community they touch.

The effectiveness of their influence is
most evident in Washington, D.C., here
at the seat of government. I would ven-
ture to say there is not a single govern-
ment agency here in Washington that
does not directly benefit from the pres-
ence of a West Point graduate.

It has been my experience that West
Point graduates are more often focused
on the challenges of a job and society’s
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need for that job to be done than they
are on the personal financial rewards
and recognitions that any employment
slot may offer. They do not shy away
from the difficulties and the sacrifices
we are required to work with within
government, but rather they embrace
the challenges and seek the reward of
knowing they have made a difference
in that important mission.

Mr. Speaker, our Nation has bene-
fited in many ways from these remark-
able citizens. While we treasure the
graduates, we must also honor the in-
stitution that gave these wonderful
Americans the opportunity to learn
and grow.

Mr. Speaker, I would particularly
like to extend a word of thanks to the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS)
for his leadership and for his hard work
in helping to bring this resolution to
the floor. We are all deeply in his debt.

So, Mr. Speaker, S.J. Res. 32 cor-
rectly congratulates the United States
Military Academy on its 200th anniver-
sary as a leadership institution that
upholds and promotes the highest vir-
tues of American society. I would like
to also add my personal thanks to the
men and women, past and present, who
have made it a bastion of learning in
which students may witness and as-
similate the individual qualities that
we have come to hold dear and view as
authentically American; and specifi-
cally I speak of the professors, the fac-
ulty, the staff, and, of course, the ad-
ministrative staff, who have really led
this institution and have helped form
it and in the process helped to form so
many great young American men and
women to fill an invaluable role, both
in our military and our society in gen-
eral.

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

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of Sen-
ate Joint Resolution 32, which recog-
nizes the bicentennial of the United
States Military Academy, commonly
referred to as West Point.

The United States Military Academy
has been nurturing and developing a
spirit of duty, honor, country in our
Nation’s Army cadets for 200 years
since its founding in 1802 by President
Thomas Jefferson. As a member of
West Point’s Board of Visitors, it is an
American tradition of excellence I am
honored to be proud of. During the
Revolutionary War, General George
Washington considered West Point to
be the most important strategic posi-
tion in America.

Nestled on nearly 16,000 acres in West
Point, New York, along the Hudson
River, the United States Military
Academy is dedicated to attracting di-
verse young men and women to our Na-
tion’s military leadership. For 2 cen-
turies, West Point has been both home
and training academy to thousands of
cadets who have committed themselves
to serve our Nation and the virtues of
duty, honor, and country.



H702

0O 1230
Among the graduates of this distin-
guished institution are: Presidents
Ulysses S. Grant and Dwight D. Eisen-

hower, ‘‘Stonewall” Jackson, Robert
E. Lee, John J. Pershing, Douglas
MacArthur, George S. Patton, Omar
Bradley, Edwin E. ‘“‘Buzz’ Baldwin,
Brent Scowcroft, and H. Norman
Schwarzkopf.

Other honorable graduates include:
Dennis Hart Mahan, a distinguished ed-
ucator and writer who taught the
science of war; Henry O. Flipper, the
first African American graduate in
1877; Henry H. ‘“Hap’’ Arnold, a pioneer
of Army aviation; astronauts Frank
Borman, who commanded the first
circumlunar flight; Edward White II,
the first American to walk in space and
who tragically perished in the Apollo
spacecraft fire; and Michael Collins,
who participated in the first manned
lunar landing; Roscoe Robinson, Jr.,
the first African American four-star
Army general; Andrea Lee Hollen, the
first woman to graduate from the
Academy and a Rhodes Scholar; and
Kristin Baker, the first woman brigade
commander of the U.S. Corps of Cadets.

These and many other well-known
and not so well-known graduates of
West Point have made an impact on
our Nation’s history.

The United States Military Acad-
emy’s mission is ‘“‘to educate, train,
and inspire the Corps of Cadets so that
each graduate is a commissioned leader
of character committed to the values
of Duty, Honor, Country; professional
growth throughout a career as an offi-
cer of the United States Army; and a
lifetime of selfless service to the Na-
tion.” For 200 years, the Academy has
faithfully and dutifully carried out the
“West Point Experience” by chal-
lenging intellect, requiring rigorous
physical stamina, and developing the
military and moral and ethical char-
acter of cadets.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
congratulating the United States Mili-
tary Academy on its bicentennial and
support S.J. Resolution 32.

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

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, let me
first commend my fellow Board of Visi-
tors member, the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. TAUSCHER), for both
her work on this resolution and for her
very eloquent statement in support. I
think she very effectively outlined the
specific contributions of this great in-
stitution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from New York (Mrs.
KELLY); not just from New York but a
very special part of New York who, be-
yond being also a member of the Board
of Visitors, has the honor of rep-
resenting in her congressional district
this fine institution.

Mrs. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, I, too,
have been a member of the Board of
Visitors of West Point for 8 years.

Mr. Speaker, the freedom of this Na-
tion was bought through the ideas of
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democracy and independence of our
Founding Fathers, but those ideas
would never have come into a reality
without a commitment of men to fight
for those ideals.

Throughout our country’s history, we
have been led through tumultuous
times by the men and women of the
military who are motivated by a deep
patriotism and a willingness to put
their lives on the line to defend our Na-
tion and keep us safe. It is no secret
that many of the great leaders of these
brave men and women have been
trained on the hallowed grounds of
West Point.

As mentioned before, George Patton,
Dwight D. Eisenhower, Ulysses Grant,
and Douglas MacArthur are just a few
of the names on a long list of the lead-
ing American soldiers who obtained the
tools to become great American lead-
ers as cadets on the banks of the Hud-
son River at West Point. Our Nation
owes a continuing debt of gratitude to
strong men and women who are at The
Point and who have graduated from
The Point and are leading our armies
even now. I am proud that this illus-
trious institution is in my district.

The history of The Point, dating
from the very first days of the revolu-
tionary war to the present, is one of
heroism and leadership. I wish a happy
anniversary to the U.S. Military Acad-
emy and congratulate all of those who
have had an association there on 200
years of dignified service to this Na-
tion.

I congratulate the men and women
who teach at The Point and those who
have taught there. Thank you for
training generations of young people to
understand just what the motto ‘“‘Duty,
Honor, Country’’ stands for.

Congratulations to all of our West
Point grads, past and present and fu-
ture. Our Nation is grateful to you for
your selfless service.

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. MCNULTY).

Mr. MCNULTY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me this
time.

I am delighted to join with my col-
leagues in congratulating the Military
Academy of West Point on the occasion
of its bicentennial celebration. The
reason I like West Point so much is be-
cause West Point produces veterans. If
we remember to keep our priorities
straight, we will remember that, had it
not been for the men and women who
wear the uniform of the United States
military through the years, we would
not have the privilege of going around
bragging, as I often do, about how we
live in the freest and most open democ-
racy on the face of the earth.

Freedom is not free. We have paid a
tremendous price for it, and I try not
to let a day go by without remem-
bering with deep gratitude all of those
who, like my brother, Bill, made the
supreme sacrifice and all of those who
served and were willing to put their
lives on the line as servicemen and
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women are doing right now, for all that
we hold dear. That is why, Mr. Speak-
er, when I get up in the morning, the
first two things I do are to thank God
for my life and veterans for my way of
life.

So on this special day I salute and
pay tribute to all of the graduates of
the Military Academy at West Point
through the years, including my own
Albany County  Executive, Mike
Breslin, who went on to serve as a com-
pany commander in the Vietnam War,
all the way to Colleen O’Malley, who
will graduate this year. West Point is a
great national treasure. May it endure
for many generations to come.

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS),
the gentleman I mentioned earlier, a
graduate of West Point and someone
who, to this day, returns on a regular
basis and instructs in the classrooms
and helps to mold those leaders that all
of us have been speaking about and are
in such deep admiration of. Also, of
course as I mentioned, the gentleman
is the primary driving force behind
having this resolution before us today.

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

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, many of
our Founding Fathers, particularly
George Washington, wanted to estab-
lish a military academy to teach the
technical arts of war. On March 16,
1802, Congress passed legislation to es-
tablish such a military academy to be
located at West Point, New York.
Thomas Jefferson signed this bill into
law.

The Academy daily fulfills its mis-
sion: “To educate, train and inspire the
Corps of Cadets so that each graduate
is a commissioned leader of character,
committed to the wvalues of Duty,
Honor, Country; professional growth
throughout a career as an officer in the
United States Army; and a lifetime of
selfless service to the Nation.”

The Academy was the first school in
America to teach engineering, produce
graduates who were responsible for the
construction of the Nation’s first rail-
road lines and many of its early harbor
improvements, bridges, roads, and ca-
nals.

Graduates of the Academy have
served with character and distinction
in all of America’s wars and military
actions since the War of 1812.

For 200 years, the military academy
has educated and trained some of the
best and brightest in the Nation.

The ‘“West Point Experience’ in-
cludes a challenging academic program
in the arts and sciences, military train-
ing, physical education, and moral and
ethical development.

From the day of its founding, West
Point has remained committed to the
task of producing commissioned lead-
ers of character for America’s Army.

The Academy continues to provide
men and women of all races and cul-
tures to receive a college education
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and begin a life of service to the Army
and to the Nation, and this resolution
highlights some of the leaders that we
know about from our history books.

But I want to give my colleagues a
snapshot of just one class, and that is
my class, the graduating class of 1980
that entered in 1976, the first class at
West Point with women. We admitted
1,366 men, 119 women, for a total of
1,485 cadets. Of that, upon graduation
in 1980, 855 male graduates, 62 female
graduates, a total of 917. Of that class,
four were Olsmstead Scholars, one was
a Rhodes Scholar, and one went on to
be an astronaut.

In September of 2001, of that grad-
uating class of 1980, after our 20 years
of service had expired, we still have 188
males serving in the active Army of
our country and 12 females serving in
the active Army of our country; and we
are very, very proud of all of those
graduates. That is a snapshot of just a
class from West Point.

But I also want to expound on those
characters and attributes of those who
are not always remembered and those
who are not named. Dennis Michie in-
troduced football to the military Acad-
emy and trained the first Army foot-
ball team. When war broke out with
Spain in 1898, Lieutenant Michie
proved he was every bit of a soldier as
he was an athlete. Acting as a runner
with messages for the far right of the
U.S. line during the battle of San Juan
Hill, he traversed the entire length of
the front during the morning of July 1.
Somewhere along the way back from
the forward battalion, Dennis Michie
was killed. He was only 28 years old.

Thomas Truxtun excelled in both
soccer and lacrosse. When he was not
on the playing fields, Truxtun was
leading the Corps of Cadets. During
World War II, near Tabio on June 6,
1945, Lieutenant Colonel Truxtun went
forward with the infantry unit his bat-
talion was supporting, he commanded a
field artillery battalion, to ensure the
fire his men provided was doing what
the infantry needed. Far forward in an
exposed position, he was shot and
killed by a Japanese sniper. He was
only 31 years old.

Thomas Shea was born in Virginia.
After serving as an Infantryman, he
got an appointment to the Academy.
He then excelled in track. He then
made a life-changing decision upon his
graduation. He had the opportunity to
train as a track runner for the upcom-
ing Olympics or continue his military
training and go to Korea. He went to
Korea.

On July 6, 1952 Lieutenant Shea’s
company was stationed on Pork Chop
Hill and was attacked by a numerically
superior Communist force. Shea per-
sonally led a counterattack against the
enemy and held the enemy back. On
July 8, the Communists came again
and, despite additional wounds, Shea
led the counterattack. He died in hand-
to-hand combat with the enemy. Rich-
ard Shea was only 26 years old.

Thomas Hayes was an athlete and a
leader at West Point. Lieutenant Hayes
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called for covering fire, left his covered
position and ran through concentrated
fire to a wounded soldier and pulled
him to safety. Lieutenant Hayes then
began directing his platoon’s fire
against the well-entrenched enemy.
Lieutenant Hayes died during this
fight when a Viet Cong sniper opened
fire and mortally wounded Hayes.
Hayes’ actions that day saved the lives
of two of his soldiers. Thomas Hayes
was only 25 years old when he was
killed in action in 1968.

More than 1,250 Academy graduates
have been killed in action or died from
battle wounds. At least another 500
were the victims of nonbattle deaths in
military actions of our country. This is
why we hold so dear our alma mater
which says, in the last verse, ‘“‘And
when our work is done, our course on
earth is run, may it be said, 'well done,
be thou at peace.” E’er may that line of
gray increase from day to day. Live,
serve, and die, we pray, West Point for
thee.”

We have a national treasure in the
upper highlands of the Hudson High-
lands in New York. It is fitting that we
recognize its bicentennial and its com-
mitment to our country: ‘“Duty, Honor,
Country.”

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 4 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from New York (Mr. HIN-
CHEY), another member of the Board of
Visitors.

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from California for
yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I am very proud to join
with my colleagues in sponsoring this
House Resolution to recognize the
United States Military Academy on its
bicentennial. This venerable institu-
tion was chartered by Congress 200
years ago on March 16, shortly after
the birth of the Nation.

Known most commonly by the name
of the town where it is located, West
Point, New York, the United States
Military Academy was born out of the
experience of our Founding Fathers
during the Revolutionary War. Many of
the key battles in the fight for inde-
pendence were fought along the banks
of the Hudson River. At the time, the
Hudson was the main artery of trans-
portation and commerce as well as se-
curity in the Nation.

George Washington chose a site at
the bend in the river on the bluffs over-
looking the west bank about 50 miles
north of New York City to establish an
academy to train the military leaders
of our country. Today, the view from
West Point is one of the most breath-
taking sites in America. Two hundred
years ago, it was one of the most mili-
tarily strategic locations in America.

I grew up near West Point, near its
halls. It is an important part of the
Hudson valley, and the contributions
that it makes are mighty to all of our
communities.
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It is more than just West Point foot-
ball games in the fall. It is also the
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academy support for local cultural in-
stitutions, schools, and athletic pro-
grams that make it such a fine neigh-
bor.

“Duty, honor, country,” the school’s
motto, is the foundation of West Point
education. West Point graduates have
served our country with distinction.
They have led our troops into battle in
every war, military conflict, and police
action, from the war in 1812 through
the current conflict in Afghanistan.
Seventy-four have won a Congressional
Medal of Honor. Countless others have
received numerous decorations for
bravery and valor on the battlefield.

More than waging war, West Point
graduates have also negotiated peace
treaties and served in our Diplomatic
Corps. School of Engineering West
Point graduates built the infrastruc-
ture of our Nation. They constructed
the first harbors, bridges, canals,
roads, and railroads. They made mani-
fest destiny a reality as America ex-
panded westward.

West Point graduates have led our
country as Presidents, Governors, Sen-
ators, Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives. My colleague, the gen-
tleman from Illinois and the sponsor of
this resolution, is a fine example.

West Point graduates have walked on
the Moon, headed up major corpora-
tions, written best-sellers, competed in
the Olympics, and excelled in every
walk of life. Every year it produces
more winners of Rhodes, Truman, Ful-
bright, and Marshall International
scholarships than nearly every other
school in the country.

I am proud to serve this institution
as one of the newest members of the
Board of Visitors. As West Point cele-
brates its bicentennial, I look forward
to helping lead it into the future.

Again, I wish to thank the gentleman
from Illinois for sponsoring this legis-
lation and the leadership for placing it
on the calendar today. This is a fitting
tribute for an institution that has
served our Nation long and well. I
know that everyone in this House will
support this resolution.

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to vote for this resolu-
tion, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I have a final word of
praise for all those Members who are
here today, and to the gentleman from
Illinois for his special effort in urging
our fellow Members to join us in com-
memorating this very worthy resolu-
tion on this 200th anniversary.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
New York (Mr. McHuUcH) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
Senate joint resolution, S.J. Res. 32.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
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those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. MCHUGH. 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 and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

ENCOURAGING THE NEGOTIATED
SETTLEMENT OF TRIBAL CLAIMS

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill (S. 1857) to encourage the nego-
tiated settlement of tribal claims.

The Clerk read as follows:

S. 1857

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SETTLEMENT OF TRIBAL CLAIMS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, for purposes of deter-
mining the date on which an Indian tribe re-
ceived a reconciliation report for purposes of
applying a statute of limitations, any such
report provided to or received by an Indian
tribe in response to section 304 of the Amer-
ican Indian Trust Fund Management Reform
Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 4044) shall be deemed to
have been received by the Indian tribe on De-
cember 31, 1999.

(b) STATEMENT OF PURPOSE.—Subsection
(a) is solely intended to provide recipients of
reconciliation reports with the opportunity
to postpone the filing of claims, or to facili-
tate the voluntary dismissal of claims, to en-
courage settlement negotiations with the
United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman
from West Virginia (Mr. RAHALL) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

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

Mr. Speaker, this bill is a bill to en-
courage the negotiated settlement of
tribal claims. S. 1857 allows Indian
tribes to postpone the filing of lawsuits
against the United States for either
the loss of money held in trust for the
tribe or the mismanagement of those
funds, such as the loss of interest in-
come or the crediting of the wrong
tribal trust fund account.

Under present law, the statute of
limitations does not run against such
claims until each tribal account holder
receives an accounting ‘‘from which
the beneficiary can determine whether
there has been a loss.” Although the
United States began to provide Indian
tribes with reconciliation reports in
early 1996, no one knows for sure
whether these reports commenced the
running of the statute of limitations.

The Government Accounting Office
has given Congress real reason to doubt
that these reports constitute a suffi-
cient accounting to satisfy the Federal
Government trust obligation. However,
if, as many Indian tribes fear, the re-
port serves to trigger the statute of

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

limitations, a tribe may feel obligated
to file a lawsuit to protect its inter-
ests. S. 1857 will help prevent a flood of
litigation and the costs it will incur.

I commend my friend, the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE), for intro-
ducing a House companion bill, H.R.
3815, of which I am an original cospon-
sor. As we have learned from the ongo-
ing class action lawsuits that began as
Cobell v. Babbitt in 1996, we will all be
best served if there are as many of
these trust fund accounting claims as
possible settled through mnegotiation
without litigation.

S. 1857 will give the Federal Govern-
ment until December 31, 2005, to create
a process for settling these claims. I
applaud the administration for its fore-
sight in assisting with these efforts.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, the mismanagement of
the Indian trust funds is truly one of
the worse embarrassments of this Na-
tion. Sadly, we have become the United
States of broken promises to many of
our first Americans.

Today, as we consider S. 1857, there is
a multi-billion dollar lawsuit pending
where the court has already ruled that
the Interior Department is in breach of
its trust responsibility to Indian ac-
count holders. Two cabinet Secretaries
have already been held in contempt of
court, and a third may also be found in
contempt at any time.

The Federal Government has held
monies in trust for the American Indi-
ans since 1820, and almost immediately
the criticism started on how funds in-
tended for the benefit of Indians were
handled. In 1828, Henry Rowe
Schoolcraft, a noted negotiator of sev-
eral Indian treaties, wrote, ‘“The de-
rangements in the fiscal affairs of the
Indian department are in the extreme.
One would think that appropriations
had been handled with a pitchfork.”

In 1834, the House Committee on In-
dian Affairs filed a report which char-
acterized the administration of Indian
Affairs as being ‘‘expensive, inefficient,
and irresponsible.”

Were these warnings heeded? No. Let
us fast forward almost 160 years to 1992,
when the House Committee on Govern-
ment Operations released a report on
the mismanagement of Indian trust
funds. The report detailed numerous
basic problems, including the inability
of the Department of the Interior to
give account holders proper account
balances, the lack of uniform written
policies governing how accounts are to
be managed, the insufficient training
of personnel needed to carry out the
duties required, and the inadequate
automated and recordkeeping systems.

Some of us remember our response to
that 1992 report. We sat down with trib-
al and individual Indian account hold-
ers, the Department of the Interior,
banking and trust management ex-
perts, and the computer experts and to-
gether developed legislation to address
these problems.
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Well, Mr. Speaker, it is unfortunate
but true that even after that legisla-
tion was signed into law and sent to
the Department of the Interior for im-
plementation, as of today the four
basic problems I just outlined still
exist. Indeed, there are no written uni-
form policies. Personnel charged with
such an important job are not given
sufficient training. The promise of a
greater computer system has become a
multi-million dollar disaster, and the
Department cannot provide account
holders with a full and complete ac-
counting of their funds.

This last point brings me to the
issues raised by the pending legisla-
tion, S. 1857. Congress appropriated $20
million, which was contracted to Ar-
thur Andersen to provide each Indian
tribe with an accounting of their feder-
ally held trust fund accounts. It was
clear when these reports were sent to
Indian tribes in 1996 that they were not
a full and accurate reconciling of the
tribal accounts.

Now, 6 years later, Indian tribes fear
that a statute of limitations could run
out on them and they could be pre-
cluded from challenging the accuracy
of those Arthur Andersen reports.

While I think it is unlikely any court
would find in favor of the government
in any such case, we need to allay the
concerns and put off this deadline. S.
1857 would extend the statute of limita-
tions for another 3 years in order to
give an extension of time for negotia-
tions between Indian tribes and the
Federal Government over trust fund
account balances.

I am an original cosponsor of the
companion legislation in the House,
and I urge my colleagues to support
this bill and head off dozens of addi-
tional lawsuits filed against Secretary
Norton.

This is an important step to take,
but it is only a temporary one. We
must settle the issue of all Indian trust
fund account balances, and we must set
up a system where future Congresses
are not quoting us when describing a
still-continuing problem.

Let me be clear: the Federal Govern-
ment cannot give a full and accurate
historical accounting of Indian trust
funds to the account holders. Members
do not have to take my word for it. Nu-
merous reports exist detailing trust
fund documentation that are too dam-
aged to read or are lost entirely. Mem-
bers can read testimony from BIA em-
ployees of storing documents in a barn
in Oklahoma, only to toss them out to
make room for new documents. Mem-
bers can ask Secretary Gale Norton,
who admitted as much before the
House Committee on Resources just
last month.

Just this past November, Secretary
Norton announced the establishment of
a new agency within the Department of
the Interior to handle Indian trust ac-
tivities. She made a dreadful mistake
by not working with the account hold-
ers before bursting forth with this pro-
posal. I know she realizes that now, but
not after precious time has slipped by.
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I do not claim to have all the an-
swers; but I do know that the answer
will come only when we all stand up
and face our responsibility, admit the
mistakes, and work openly and hon-
estly with Indian country.

I urge passage of the pending legisla-
tion.

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

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

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KIL-
DEE), a gentlemen, I might add, who
has been very much on the forefront on
this and other Indian issues, and a val-
ued member of our Committee on Re-
sources.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, as co-
chairman of the congressional Native
American Caucus, I rise today in
strong support of S. 1857, a bill to en-
courage the negotiated settlement of
tribal claims.

I introduced the House companion
bill, H.R. 3851. I want to thank my col-
leagues, the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. RAHALL), the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN), the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. HAYWORTH),
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
GALLEGLY), for agreeing to be original
COSpPONSsors.

Mr. Speaker, this bill has deep bipar-
tisan support and the support of the ad-
ministration. I want to commend my
colleagues in the Senate for their swift
action to address the issue of tolling
the statute of limitations on legal
claims Indian tribes may assert against
the United States relating to the man-
agement of tribal trust funds.

This issue is certainly not new to
Congress. Since 1991, Congress has ap-
proved language in the Department of
the Interior’s appropriations acts to
toll the statute of limitations until the
tribal account holders have been pro-
vided an accounting of such funds.

In addition, since 1987, Congress has
required the Department of the Inte-
rior to reconcile tribal trust fund ac-
counts. By providing an accounting of
these funds, Indian tribes will have the
opportunity to determine whether
there has been a mismanagement of
trust funds. These requirements were
included in the President’s budget re-
quest for fiscal year 2003.

The problem this bill seeks to ad-
dress relates directly to the reconcili-
ation reports that the Department of
the Interior provided to tribal account
holders in 1996. Several Indian tribes
believe that the reconciliation reports
do not constitute an accounting.

Since the statute of limitations for
filing legal claims is 6 years, the tribe’s
concern is that the Department may
claim that the 1996 reconciliation re-
ports commence the running of a stat-
ute that would expire this year. In an
attempt to preserve their legal claims
against the United States, many tribes
have already filed claims in Federal
courts across the country.
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This bill does not address the legal
issues involved in those lawsuits. This
bill, however, will facilitate the vol-
untary dismissal of these legal claims.
Also, it provides the tribal account
holders an opportunity to postpone the
filing of claims from 2002 to 2005 and
encourage negotiations for the settle-
ment of tribal accounting or resource
management claims.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE), another very
valuable leader and friend of Indian
country.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank our chairman and our ranking
member, and also the chairman of our
Native American Caucus, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE),
for their work on this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of the bill, S. 1857. This bill
gives tribal trust fund account holders
the opportunity to postpone filing legal
claims until 2005. Technically, the bill
tolls the statute of limitations on legal
claims that Indian tribes may assert
against the U.S. relating to the man-
agement of tribal trust funds.

The bill is necessary, as I know my
colleagues have already said, because
many tribes believe their legal claims
may be time-barred because the stat-
ute of limitations expires as early as
this year.

I really wanted, though, to talk
about the larger issue, that the BIA
has grossly mismanaged the remaining
tribal lands and has squandered bil-
lions of dollars worth of resources that
should have gone to the benefit of
often-impoverished American Indians.
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Today, the Secretary of the Interior
is faced by a mandate of Congress to
clean up the accounting and manage-
ment of Indian trust funds, and by a
lawsuit alleging a great failure of the
Secretary’s trust responsibility for In-
dian lands. In response, the Secretary
has proposed a plan to create a new Bu-
reau of Indian Trust Asset Manage-
ment and remove the trust functions
from the Bureau of Indian affairs.

I am very much opposed to this pro-
posal. I am greatly concerned that this
plan is repeating the failures of the
many past trust reform efforts. Re-
cently, 193 Indian tribes unanimously
adopted a resolution opposing this re-
organization and the transfer of the re-
sponsibilities to the BIA. I strongly be-
lieve that this reorganization effort
cannot go forward until the Depart-
ment consults with Indian tribes in the
development of a business processes
plan for trust reform, a clear plan for
performing the basic trust functions of
accounting, collections, record Kkeep-
ing, inspections, enforcement and re-
source management. The plan has to
include policies, procedures and con-
trol.

I know the Secretary is now saying
she is doing this, but she is consulting
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with the tribes after the fact. The fact
is many of them do not feel they are
still being properly consulted even
today. This criticism, as my colleagues
know, came up at the hearing that we
held on the issue in the Committee on
Resources.

It is notable that this criticism, a
lack of structural foundation, is ex-
actly the same as has been leveled
against the Department’s development
of the Trust Asset and Accounting
Management System, TAAMS. All trib-
al leaders strongly support trust re-
form and want to work constructively
with the Department and with Con-
gress to ensure strong management of
tribal assets. In fact, it is the tribes
that have the greatest interest in en-
suring that tribal assets and resources
are properly managed.

Given such BIA and TAAMS mis-
management practices, the passage of
this bill will give tribal trust fund ac-
count holders the opportunity to post-
pone filing legal claims until 2005. Such
time is necessary in order for the tribal
trust funds account holder to unravel
the financial accounting mess that the
BIA and TAAMS have put them in.

I think, obviously, this is the right
thing to do. We have to support the
bill, but I know we also have to look at
the larger issue of trust reform and
make sure it goes forward only with
consultation with the tribes. I know
my colleagues that are here all believe
very strongly in that.

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the Senate bill,
S. 1857.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

FALLON RAIL FREIGHT LOADING
FACILITY TRANSFER ACT

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1870) to provide for the sale of
certain real property within the
Newlands Project in Nevada, to the
city of Fallon, Nevada, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1870

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 ‘“‘Fallon Rail

Freight Loading Facility Transfer Act’’.

SEC. 2. CONVEYANCE TO THE CITY OF FALLON,
NEVADA.
(a) CONVEYANCE.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsections (b)
and (c), the Secretary of the Interior shall con-
vey to the city of Fallon, Nevada, all right, title,
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and interest of the United States in and to ap-
proximately 6.3 acres of real property in the
Newlands Reclamation Project, Nevada, gen-
erally known as ‘380 North Taylor Street,
Fallon, Nevada’, and identified for disposition
on the map entitled ‘‘Fallon Rail Freight Load-
ing Facility’ .

(2) MAp.—The map referred to in paragraph
(1) shall be on file and available for public in-
spection in—

(A) the offices of the Commissioner of the Bu-
reau of Reclamation; and

(B) the offices of the Area Manager of the Bu-
reau of Reclamation, Carson City, Nevada.

(b) CONSIDERATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall require
that, as consideration for the conveyance under
subsection (a), the city of Fallon, Nevada, shall
pay to the United States an amount equal to the
fair market value of the real property, as
determined—

(A) by an appraisal of the real property, con-
ducted not later than 60 days after the date of
enactment of this Act by an independent ap-
praiser approved by the Commissioner of Rec-
lamation and paid for by the city of Fallon, Ne-
vada,; and

(B) without taking into consideration the
value of any structures or improvements on the
property.

(2) CREDIT OF PROCEEDS.—The amount paid to
the United States under paragraph (1) shall be
credited, in accordance with section 204(c) of
the Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 485(c)), to the appro-
priate fund in the Treasury relating to the
Newlands Reclamation Project, Nevada.

(c) LIABILITY.—The conveyance under sub-
section (a) shall not occur until such data as
the Commissioner of Reclamation certifies that
all liability issues relating to the property (in-
cluding issues of environmental liability) have
been resolved.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS) and the gen-
tleman from Guam (Mr. UNDERWOOD)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS).

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

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

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express strong support for
H.R. 1870, the Fallon Rail Freight
Leading Facility Transfer Act; and I
want to thank the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and my good friend,
the gentleman from Guam (Mr. UNDER-
wooD), and the Committee on Re-
sources for moving this bill expedi-
tiously to the floor for a vote.

H.R. 1870 will privilege the city of
Fallon, Nevada, the exclusive right to
purchase approximately 6.3 acres of
public land located in the downtown
area of the city.

The Fallon Rail Freight Loading Fa-
cility Transfer Act will enable the city
of Fallon to make the necessary long-
term investments and capital improve-
ments to the property to ensure the fu-
ture viability of this important munic-
ipal asset is maintained.

Fallon is a rural agricultural commu-
nity of approximately 8,700 residents
located in northern Nevada approxi-
mately 70 miles east of the city of
Reno. Since 1984, the city of Fallon has
leased approximately 6.3 acres of prop-
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erty from the U.S. Bureau of Reclama-
tion that it utilizes as a rail freight
vard and loading facility. The city, the
State of Nevada, the U.S. Department
of Transportation, and the Southern
Pacific Railroad have collectively in-
vested a significant amount of money
in this rail facility, providing more
than 400 jobs in the community.

On January 1 of 2000, the long-term
lease between the city of Fallon and
the Bureau of Reclamation expired. As
negotiations began for a new long-term
lease, the city of Fallon and the bureau
came to the common conclusion that it
would be in the best interest of both
parties to have ownership of this prop-
erty transferred to the city of Fallon.
The city would be able to make long-
term investments to a facility that it
owned without having to worry about
renegotiating new leases and the possi-
bility of losing access to the property.
The Bureau of Reclamation would be
able to divest itself from an asset that
no longer serves a purpose to its core
mission, allowing more of its scarce re-
sources to be focused on the traditional
roles of the bureau.

Of course, Mr. Speaker, this transfer
will be contingent upon the satisfac-
tory conclusion of all necessary and en-
vironmental reviews, and it will be pur-
chased by the city at fair market
value.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1870 has
strong support from Nevada’s bipar-
tisan congressional delegation. On be-
half of the city of Fallon, I urge my
colleagues to pass the Fallon Rail
Freight Loading Facility Transfer Act,
a bill which will create a win-win situ-
ation for everyone involved.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1870 would direct
the Secretary of the Interior to convey
to the city of Fallon, Nevada, all right,
title and interest in approximately 6.3
acres of property within the Newlands
project. The city would like to use the
property for a planned truck-to-rail-
road transfer structure. The bill re-
flects changes recommended by the In-
terior Department. It would require
the city to pay fair market value with-
out regard to the value of structures or
improvements in the property. I urge
adoption of the bill, and I congratulate
my colleague, the gentleman from Ne-
vada (Mr. GIBBONS).

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

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I urge
everyone to support this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests 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 Nevada (Mr. GIB-
BONS) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 1870, as amend-
ed.
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The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

BURNT, MALHEUR, OWYHEE, AND
POWDER RIVER BASIN WATER
OPTIMIZATION FEASIBILITY
STUDY ACT OF 2001

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 1883) to authorize
the Secretary of the Interior to con-
duct a feasibility study on water opti-
mization in the Burnt River basin,
Malheur River basin, Owyhee River
basin, and Powder River basin, Oregon.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1883

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 ‘‘Burnt,
Malheur, Owyhee, and Powder River Basin
Water Optimization Feasibility Study Act of
2001,

SEC. 2. STUDY.

The Secretary of the Interior may conduct
a feasibility study on water optimization in
the Burnt River basin, Malheur River basin,
Owyhee River basin, and Powder River basin,
Oregon.

SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There are authorized to be appropriated
such sums as are necessary to carry out this
Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. WALDEN) and the gentleman
from Guam (Mr. UNDERWOOD) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN).

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for the op-
portunity to speak in favor of H.R.
1883.

This legislation would authorize the
Secretary of the Interior to engage in a
feasibility investigation for the Burnt,
Malheur, Owyhee River basins in east-
ern Oregon. It is the next step in the
United States Bureau of Reclamation
process now that their initial study has
been completed. The United States Bu-
reau of Reclamation’s earlier studies
examined problems associated with
such issues as excess nutrients in sur-
face water, sedimentation, high-water
temperatures, degraded fish habitat,
low-stream flows and lack of adequate
stream-side vegetation.

The feasibility study that H.R. 1883
authorizes would help find the most
logical approaches to address these
issues.

Mr. Speaker, the farmers and ranch-
ers are the driving force behind this
legislation. As they have proven over
and over again, it is the farmers and
ranchers who are some of our strongest
environmentalists. They care deeply
about the land and water that they use
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to grow the crops that feed us all. This
bill will set a process in motion that
will allow the farmers to leave more
water in stream while maintaining
their current yields.

The bill is supported by the Burnt
River Irrigation District, the Power
Valley Water Control District, the
Baker Valley Irrigation District, the
Owyhee Irrigation District, the Owyhee
Ditch Company, the Vale Oregon Irri-
gation District, and the Warm Springs
Irrigation District. It is a simple,
straightforward bill that deserves our

support.

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

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
1883. This bill is a simple and discre-
tionary authorization to allow the Sec-
retary of the Interior to conduct a fea-
sibility study on water optimization in
three river basins in northeastern Or-
egon. The bill would authorize appro-
priations as are necessary to carry out
the study.

During the summer there is no re-
maining unappropriated water in these
river basins. In low-water years, avail-
able water may be inadequate to sup-
ply junior water rights holders. The
Bureau of Reclamation developed the
multi-purpose irrigation facilities in
these basins, but the projects are now
operated by the local water users.
Local interests want to continue the
involvement of the Bureau of Reclama-
tion to construct small-scale water
management projects, and H.R. 1883
provides for the study of appropriate
projects. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 1883.

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

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank my colleague for his sup-
port of the legislation. I appreciate the
assistance of the minority in helping
us move this bill forward. It will be
good for fish. It will be good for farm-
ers. I urge passage of the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests 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 Oregon (Mr. WAL-
DEN) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 1883.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

DESIGNATION OF GEORGE ROGERS
CLARK NORTHWEST CAMPAIGN
TRAIL FOR STUDY FOR POTEN-
TIAL ADDITION TO THE NA-
TIONAL TRAILS SYSTEM

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
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(H.R. 1963) to amend the National
Trails System Act to designate the
route taken by American soldier and
frontiersman George Rogers Clark and
his men during the Revolutionary War
to capture the British forts at
Kaskaskia and Cahokia, Illinois, and
Vincennes, Indiana, for study for po-
tential addition to the National Trails
System.
The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 1963

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. DESIGNATION OF GEORGE ROGERS
CLARK NORTHWEST CAMPAIGN
TRAIL FOR STUDY FOR POTENTIAL
ADDITION TO THE NATIONAL TRAILS
SYSTEM.

Section 5(c) of the National Trails System
Act (16 U.S.C. 1244(c)) is amended by adding
at the end the following new paragraph:

‘(41) GEORGE ROGERS CLARK NORTHWEST
CAMPAIGN TRAIL.—The George Rogers Clark
Northwest Campaign Trail, tracing the
water route and overland route of the 1778
and 1779 expedition of Lieutenant Colonel
George Rogers Clark and his Virginia militia
against the British in which he captured the
British forts at Kaskaskia and Cahokia, in
what is now Illinois, and twice captured Vin-
cennes, in what is now Indiana.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman
from Guam (Mr. UNDERWOOD) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1963, introduced by
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
COSTELLO), would amend the National
Trail System to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to conduct the
suitability and feasibility study for in-
cluding the route taken by Colonel
George Rogers Clark during the Amer-
ican Revolutionary War as part of the
National Trails System.

Colonel George Rogers Clark, the
older brother of William Clark of the
famous Lewis and Clark expedition, led
a daring and, some might say, suicidal
mission 180 miles from Kaskaskia and
Cahokia, Illinois, and I probably fouled
that up, through flooded prairies and
freezing temperatures in 1779 to cap-
ture British Lt. Colonel Henry Ham-
ilton in Vincennes, Indiana.

Colonel Hamilton, also known as
“hair buyer,” supported the Indian Na-
tions west of the Appalachian Moun-
tains by paying for the scalps of our
pioneers.

Mr. Speaker, as a result of this his-
toric act, the British ceded what is now
Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Wis-
consin, and the eastern portion of Min-
nesota to the TUnited States. Mr.
Speaker, this bill is supported by the
majority and the minority of the com-
mittee and the administration. I urge
my colleagues to support H.R. 1963.

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

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.
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Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1963, introduced by
our colleague from Illinois (Mr.
COSTELLO), provides for a study of the
route used by George Rogers Clark and
his troops during the military cam-
paign of 1778 and 1779 in what is now I1-
linois and Indiana. From February 5
through the 23rd, 1779, Lt. Colonel
George Rogers Clark and his Virginia
militia marched 180 miles through
freezing weather and flooded country
side to defeat British Lt. General
Henry Hamilton and his troops. During
this campaign the Americans captured
the British forts at Kaskaskia and
Cahokia, in what is now Illinois, and
twice captured Vincennes, in what is
now Indiana.

The military campaign conducted by
George Rogers Clark is regarded as an
important event in the Revolutionary
War.

The purpose of the trail study au-
thorized by H.R. 1963 would be to deter-
mine whether portions of the route
used in that campaign meet the cri-
teria for designation as a national his-
toric trail.

Mr. Speaker, the George Rogers
Clark Northwest Campaign Trail would
commemorate a historic march and
campaign. I support a trail study of
this important event in American his-
tory. I commend the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. COSTELLO) for his legisla-
tion, and I urge its passage by the
House.

Mr. Speaker, I yield as much time as
he may consume to the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. COSTELLO).

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my friend for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 1963, legislation I introduced to
authorize the study to include the path
taken by George Rogers Clark into our
National Trails System.

George Rogers Clark was born in 1752,
the second oldest of 10 children and the
older brother of William Clark of Lewis
and Clark fame.
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During the Revolutionary War in
1778, Clark led his troops from Red-
stone, Pennsylvania, to Kaskaskia, I1li-
nois, which is in the Congressional Dis-
trict I am privileged to represent. They
surprised Kaskaskia on the night of
July 4, 1778, and occupied the fort and
town without a single shot being fired.
Clark offered the French settlers in
Kaskaskia the privileges of American
citizenship and won the support of the
French in the region. He also won the
neutrality of the Native Americans.

This support was key as Clark led his
troops on the final leg of their journey
as they moved to overtake the British
in Vincennes, Indiana. Banking on the
element of surprise, Clark led his
troops across what is now known as the
State of Illinois, from Kaskaskia to
Vincennes. The journey would nor-
mally take between 5 and 6 days, but
because of the freezing flood waters,
the journey took 18 days. At times in
icy water up to their shoulders, it was
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Clark’s determined leadership that led
his men through this incredible mid-
winter journey.

Once arriving in Vincennes on Feb-
ruary 23, 1779, Clark and his men forced
the British to surrender just 2 days
later on February 25, 1779. As a result
of Clark’s outstanding military
achievements, the British ceded a vast
area of land to the United States,
which is now Ohio, Indiana, Illinois,
Michigan, Wisconsin, and a portion of
Minnesota. His actions were para-
mount in the establishment of the
upper Midwest.

The designation of the George Rogers
Clark Trail would pay homage to an
American hero who is seldom recog-
nized for his contributions in American
history. The designation would also
promote tourism in three of Illinois’
State historic sites and draw visitors
to retrace Clark’s historic path. Tour-
ism is a growing and very important
industry in southern Illinois, and es-
tablishing a national trail would be
highly beneficial to the region.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support this
legislation and urge my colleagues to
join me in authorizing a study to des-
ignate the route of George Rogers
Clark during the Revolutionary War
for potential addition to the National
Trails System, and I thank the chair-
man of the committee and the ranking
member for bringing this legislation to
the floor today.

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

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume to point out that our side pro-
nounced the names correctly.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
1963.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks, and
include extraneous material in the
RECORD on the four bills just consid-
ered, S. 1857, H.R. 1870, H.R. 1883, and
H.R. 1963.

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

There was no objection.
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SENSE OF CONGRESS ON HUNTING
SEASONS FOR MIGRATORY
MOURNING DOVES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BALLENGER). Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 3563 and rule XVIII, the Chair de-
clares the House in the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the
Union for the consideration of the con-
current resolution, H. Con. Res. 275.
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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 concurrent resolu-
tion (H. Con. Res. 275) expressing the
sense of the Congress that hunting sea-
sons for migratory mourning doves
should be modified so that individuals
have a fair and equitable opportunity
to hunt such birds, with Mr. SHIMKUS
in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the
rule, the concurrent resolution is con-
sidered as having been read the first
time.

Under the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman
from Guam (Mr. UNDERWOOD) each will
control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

As the author of H.Con.Res. 275, I am
pleased to present this legislation to
provide badly needed relief to millions
of dove hunters throughout the United
States.

Mourning doves are the most widely
distributed and harvested game bird in
North America. Dove hunting is a cher-
ished and honored tradition in this
country. Dove hunters pay millions of
dollars in excise taxes each year that
are deposited in the Federal Aid to
Wildlife Restoration Fund. These mon-
ies are used to acquire and manage
thousands of acres of critical wetlands
that provide essential habitat for many
species of migratory birds.

Under current law, the hunting sea-
son for doves and all migratory bird
games is September 1 to March 10 of
each year. I am not aware of the ra-
tionale for these arbitrary dates and
there is little, if any, discussion as to
why that period was selected. While
these dates may be fine for dove hunt-
ers in Southern California, they have a
long-term negative impact on sports-
men in dozens of northern States. In
fact, because of rapidly changing
weather conditions, it is not unusual to
have a dove hunting that lasts less
than a week or even just a day in
States like Colorado, Montana, Utah,
Wyoming, et cetera.

Furthermore, this is not simply a
western States problem. I have been
told that even States like Maryland
have a very short dove hunting season.

The goal of this legislation is to
allow all hunters a fair and equal op-
portunity to pursue doves. Under the
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terms of this resolution, the Bush ad-
ministration would be asked to begin
discussions with the other signatories
of the Migratory Bird Treaty with the
goal of moving the season up from Sep-
tember 1 to the last week of August.
Thirty-four northern States would be
eligible for this earlier opening in the
dove season.

I have been advised by wildlife biolo-
gists that the last week of August is
the traditional week that doves are not
sitting on their nests, and that by ad-
vancing the hunting season it would
not have an adverse effect on migra-
tory dove populations. In addition,
game managers will be free to update
any regulations necessary to allow for
a lengthened season and this legisla-
tion would not affect those States that
do not have a dove hunting season.

This measure is supported by a num-
ber of conservation organizations, in-
cluding the Grand National Waterfowl
Association, Quail Unlimited, Safari
Club International, and the U.S.
Sportsmen’s Alliance.

In summary, all hunters should have
an equitable chance to harvest this
tasty but apparently thin-skinned lit-
tle bird. This is a common-sense solu-
tion to a problem that has frustrated
northern hunters for years.

I urge an ‘‘aye’ vote so that all hunt-
ers can have an equal shot.

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

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

(Mr. UNDERWOOD asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman,
neither myself nor the ranking Demo-
cratic member of the Committee on
Resources, the gentleman from West
Virginia (Mr. RAHALL), have objected
to H. Con. Res. 275. The nonbinding res-
olution of the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. HANSEN), chairman of the com-
mittee, seeks to expand the hunting
season for mourning doves in the
United States.

As I have stated during consideration
of the resolution in the Committee on
Resources and again at yesterday’s
meeting of the Committee on Rules,
the nonbinding context of the resolu-
tion does not make this a contentious
matter at all.

Nevertheless, if a bird in the hand is
worth two in the bush, I think it is
worth repeating that even if this legis-
lation were to pass, several important
issues would have to be addressed na-
tionally and internationally before the
intent of the resolution becomes re-
ality. Amending the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act and the underlying Conven-
tion for the Protection of Migratory
Birds would not be routine. In fact, no
one should underestimate the potential
difficulties.

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act of
1918 and the underlying Convention
agreed to by the United States and
Great Britain in 1916 are two of our Na-
tion’s earliest and most enduring con-
servation agreements; and, as I have
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noted in previous discussion, the Con-
vention and MBTA has been amended
only once since 1916, and that change
was to allow for the subsistence taking
of birds and eggs in Alaska and north-
ern Canada. Additionally, that amend-
ment was agreed to only after 20 years
of negotiation.

Opening the Migratory Bird Conven-
tion on the MBTA amendment for
amendment for a single species would
require the administration, the States,
and our international partners to in-
vestigate the status of the entire conti-
nental mourning doves population. No
one disputes that the population of
mourning doves remains abundant
across its range, and for many people,
including hunters, that is indeed good
news, because the bird is a species fa-
vored by sportsmen and women.

If time had been available, I would
have preferred for the Committee on
Resources to look into this issue a lit-
tle bit more. However, this is just the
type of critical biological question I
am sure the Flyway Councils will want
to investigate before recommending
any action which could conceivably
impact the population in a negative
way.

There are other administrative and
social considerations, but, frankly,
there is little need to belabor the
point.

In closing, I want to reiterate that I
am supportive of H. Con. Res. 275, and
I urge other Members to keep in mind
the nonbinding nature of this resolu-
tion.

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

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Chairman, | rise in sup-
port of Housing Concurrent Resolutions 275.

For thousands of years before the first Euro-
peans set foot on the continent of North Amer-
ica on the East Coast of Florida in 1513, Na-
tive Americans were already the great hunters
and stewards of the New World that was to
become America. They hunted, gathered and
farmed as a way of life, which allowed them
to live and prosper long before the great soci-
eties of Europe began to flourish. The native
tribes of Florida fished in the great bays and
estuaries, such as Tampa Bay, and hunted in
the vast swamps and prairies up and down
the Manatee River where Hernando De Soto
landed to embark on the exploration of the
new continent of America. The Native Flo-
ridian way of life depended on the game they
hunted, the fish they caught and the crops
they could grow. They only harvested what
they needed and never took from the wild
more than they could use. This was the birth
of the American hunting tradition of being a
steward of game and wildlife while engaging in
the sport of hunting.

When Florida was acquired by the United
States in 1821, Florida pioneering families, af-
fectionately called “Crackers” for the sound
their whips made when driving cattle, came to
settle on the vast Florida peninsula to stake
out a claim for a new life. They depended on
the abundance of wildlife to support them-
selves and their growing families. What the
Native Floridians taught the Florida pioneers
was the same lesson that was taught to the
Pilgrims at Plymouth hundreds of years ear-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

lier; the reward of being good stewards of the
land.

These basic truths, passed down through so
many generations of Americans, Native and
immigrant alike, are the values of stewardship
and sportsmanship involved in hunting. The
stewardship of the game populations that pro-
vide a bounty of food and sport is crucial in
the survival of many game animal species.
The gains achieved in the scientific manage-
ment of game species can be linked to the ef-
forts of hunters to maintain the populations
and quality of the game they hunt. Populations
of game animals have more than flourished
through proper game management by con-
cerned and devoted hunters. The populations
of deer and turkey alone are far greater now
at the beginning of this century than they ever
were at the beginning of the last.

It is in a hunter's best interest to maintain
game populations so that they may continue
to practice the tradition they love. Licensed
game hunters are deeply involved in game
management on many levels. They pay taxes
on their arms and ammunition, stamps and
permits; funds that all go to help protect and
maintain the sport that they hold so dear to
their hearts. The rules and code that today’'s
sportsmen follow, serve to protect and im-
prove the quality of game species for genera-
tions to come.

In honor of the men, women and youth who
continue to practice the time honored Amer-
ican tradition of hunting | urge the support of
this legislation.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Chairman, this Mem-
ber wishes to state for the RECORD that had
there been a recorded vote on H. Con. Res.
275, he would have voted “nay” based on the
concerns expressed by the Nebraska Game
and Parks Commission.

According to the Nebraska Game and Parks
Commission, dove populations have been de-
clining and biologists are concerned that
lengthening the hunting season could be detri-
mental. Also, many fledgling doves are still in
nets around the time of the opening of the cur-
rent annual hunting season. Extension of the
hunting season could have an adverse effect
on fledgling survival rates. It appears that fur-
ther study is needed before a change such as
this is made.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr.
LAHooOD). All time for general debate
has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the concurrent
resolution is considered read for
amendment under the 5-minute rule.

The text of House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 275 is as follows:

H. CON. RES. 275

Whereas the vast majority of mourning
doves that hatch, fledge, and nest in States
north of 37 degrees north latitude migrate
south beyond the boundaries of those States
before the national hunting season opening
date of September 1, thus denying hunters in
those States an equitable opportunity to
harvest this species;

Whereas mourning doves are the most
widely distributed and harvested game birds
in North America;

Whereas current regulated hunting for
mourning doves has been conclusively found
to cause no significant effects on recruit-
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ment of fledglings in mourning dove popu-
lations;

Whereas sportsmen have a strong commit-
ment to the health, conservation, and enjoy-
ment of wildlife, as demonstrated by the mil-
lions of dollars they have voluntarily paid
over the past 70 years into the Federal Aid to
Wildlife Restoration Fund established by the
Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restoration Act
(16 U.S.C. 669 et seq.);

Whereas mourning dove hunting has been a
cherished and honored tradition in the
United States for generations;

Whereas migratory bird hunters provide
millions of dollars to wildlife conservation
and local economies; and

Whereas millions of hunters in States
north of 37 degrees north latitude are cur-
rently unable to experience hunting condi-
tions similar to conditions in other regions
of the country with respect to game avail-
ability because of the current unfair hunting
season restrictions: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of
Congress that, to provide a fair and equitable
opportunity for individuals to hunt for
mourning doves—

(1) the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918
should be modified to allow for mourning
dove hunting during the last week of August
in areas north of 37 degrees north latitude,
as approved by the parties to the appropriate
international agreement;

(2) such an extended hunting season will—

(A) improve hunting opportunities in the
United States without causing negative im-
pacts on mourning dove populations;

(B) through the sale of hunting permits,
generate additional revenue that may be
used for the better management and con-
servation of mourning doves and other wild-
life species; and

(C) continue to provide for the conserva-
tion and enhancement of mourning dove pop-
ulations;

(3) the United States should take imme-
diate steps to begin discussions with the ap-
propriate parties to ensure that all Ameri-
cans have an opportunity to harvest migra-
tory mourning doves in an equitable manner;
and

(4) hunters in all States located north of 37
degrees north latitude and the wildlife man-
agement agencies of those States should sup-
port an earlier opening date for the mourn-
ing dove hunting season.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. During
consideration of the concurrent resolu-
tion for amendment, the Chair may ac-
cord priority in recognition to a Mem-
ber offering an amendment that he has
printed in the designated place in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Those amend-
ments will be considered read.

Are there any amendments to the
text of the concurrent resolution?

Are there any amendments to the
preamble of the concurrent resolution?

If not, under the rule, the Committee
rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
BALLENGER) having assumed the chair,
Mr. LAHooOD, Chairman pro tempore of
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union, reported that
that Committee, having had under con-
sideration the concurrent resolution
(H. Con. Res. 275) expressing the sense
of the Congress that hunting seasons
for migratory mourning doves should
be modified so that individuals have a
fair and equitable opportunity to hunt
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such birds, pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 353, he reported the concurrent
resolution back to the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the concurrent resolu-
tion.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may b legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include any extraneous material on H.
Con. Res. 275, the concurrent resolu-
tion just agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHOOD). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Utah?

There was no objection.

EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR DEMO-
CRATICALLY ELECTED GOVERN-
MENT OF COLOMBIA AND ITS EF-
FORTS TO COUNTER THREATS
FROM U.S.-DESIGNATED FOREIGN
TERRORIST ORGANIZATIONS

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 358) expressing support
for the democratically elected Govern-
ment of Colombia and its efforts to
counter threats from United States-
designated foreign terrorist organiza-
tions.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 358

Whereas the democratically elected Gov-
ernment of Colombia, led by President An-
dres Pastrana, is the legitimate authority in
the oldest representative democracy in
South America;

Whereas the Secretary of State, in con-
sultation with the Attorney General and the
Secretary of the Treasury, is required to des-
ignate as foreign terrorist organizations
those groups whose activities threaten the
security of United States nationals or the
national security interests of the United
States pursuant to section 219 of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act;

Whereas the Secretary of State has des-
ignated three Colombian terrorist groups as
foreign terrorist organizations, including the
Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia
(FARC), the United Self-Defense Forces of
Colombia (AUC), and the National Libera-
tion Army (ELN);

Whereas all three United States-designated
foreign terrorist organizations regularly en-
gage in criminal acts, including murder, kid-
napping, and extortion perpetrated against
Colombian civilians, government officials,
security forces, and against foreign nation-
als, including United States citizens;

Whereas the FARC is holding five Colom-
bian legislators, a presidential candidate,
and Colombian police and army officers and
soldiers as hostages and has recently esca-
lated bombings against civilian targets, in-
cluding a foiled attempt to destroy the city
of Bogota’s principal water reservoir;

Whereas, according to the Colombian Gov-
ernment, the FARC has received training in
terrorist techniques and technology from
foreign nationals;

Whereas, since 1992, United States-des-
ignated foreign terrorist organizations in Co-
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lombia have committed serious crimes
against United States citizens, kidnapping
more than 50 Americans and murdering at
least ten Americans;

Whereas the Drug Enforcement Adminis-
tration believes that members of the FARC
and the AUC directly engage in narcotics
trafficking;

Whereas individual members of Colombia’s
security forces have collaborated with illegal
paramilitary organizations by, inter alia, in
some instances allowing such organizations
to pass through roadblocks, sharing tactical
information with such organizations, and
providing such organizations with supplies
and ammunition;

Whereas while the Colombian Government
has made progress in its efforts to combat
and capture members of illegal paramilitary
organizations and taken positive steps to
break links between individual members of
the security forces and such organizations,
further steps by the Colombian Government
are warranted;

Whereas in 1998 Colombian President An-
dres Pastrana began exhaustive efforts to ne-
gotiate a peace agreement with the FARC
and implemented extraordinary confidence-
building measures to advance these negotia-
tions, including establishing a 16,000-square-
mile safe haven for the FARC;

Whereas the Government of Colombia has
also undertaken substantial efforts to nego-
tiate a peace agreement with the ELN;

Whereas the United States has consist-
ently supported the Government of Colom-
bia’s protracted efforts to negotiate a peace
agreement with the FARC and supports the
Government of Colombia in its continuing
efforts to reach a negotiated agreement with
the ELN;

Whereas the United States would welcome
a negotiated, political solution to end the vi-
olence in Colombia;

Whereas, after the FARC hijacked a com-
mercial airplane and took Colombian Sen-
ator Jorge Eduardo Gechem Turbay as a hos-
tage into the government-created safe haven,
President Pastrana ended his government’s
sponsorship of the peace negotiations with
the FARC and ordered Colombia’s security
forces to re-establish legitimate govern-
mental control in the safe haven;

Whereas President Pastrana has received
strong expressions of support from foreign
governments and international organizations
for his decision to end the peace talks and
dissolve the FARC’s safe haven; and

Whereas the Government of Colombia’s ne-
gotiations with the ELN are continuing de-
spite the end of the negotiations with the
FARC: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That—

(1) the House of Representatives—

(A) expresses its support for the democrat-
ically elected Government of Colombia and
the Colombian people as they strive to pro-
tect their democracy from terrorism and the
scourge of illicit narcotics; and

(B) deplores the continuing criminal ter-
rorist acts of murder, abduction, and extor-
tion carried out by all United States-des-
ignated foreign terrorist organizations in Co-
lombia against United States citizens, the ci-
vilian population of Colombia, and Colom-
bian authorities; and

(2) it is the sense of the House of Rep-
resentatives that the President, without
undue delay, should transmit to Congress for
its consideration proposed legislation, con-
sistent with United States law regarding the
protection of human rights, to assist the
Government of Colombia protect its democ-
racy from United States-designated foreign
terrorist organizations and the scourge of il-
licit narcotics; and

(3) it is the sense of the House of Rep-
resentatives that the Secretary of State
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should designate a high-ranking official to
coordinate all United States assistance to
the Government of Colombia to ensure clar-
ity of United States policy and the effective
delivery of United States support.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. HYDE) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the reso-
lution under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I rise in strong support of this resolu-
tion. In our ongoing war on terrorism,
we have an extremely volatile situa-
tion in our own hemisphere that can-
not be ignored any longer: the threat
against democracy in Colombia.

Colombia has been beset by many
years of violence that have culminated
in numerous terrorist attacks in the
past month. This oldest representative
democracy in South America is under
attack as we speak by terrorists known
as the Revolutionary Armed Forces of
Colombia, otherwise known as the
FARC, another violent left-wing group,
the National Liberation Army, known
also by its Spanish acronym ELN, and
illegal right-wing paramilitary groups.
The Secretary of State has designated
all three groups as foreign terrorist or-
ganizations that threaten the security
of the United States and our citizens.
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These groups regularly engage in
criminal acts, such as murder, kidnap-
ping, extortion and narcotics traf-
ficking. They are currently holding
captive dozens of Colombian security
force officers, soldiers and civilians.
The FARC and the ELN have Kkid-
napped more than 50 Americans and
have murdered 10 of our citizens.

Colombian President Pastrana in-
vested his presidency, indeed his entire
political fortune, in an attempt to ne-
gotiate peace with the FARC for the
past 4 years. This protracted peace
process ended February 20 when the
FARC hijacked a commercial airliner
and kidnapped a prominent Colombian
senator, the leader of the Colombian
Senate Peace Commission. The senator
is now the fifth legislator being held
captive by the FARC.

On that same day, President
Pastrana ordered the Colombian mili-
tary into the 16,000 square mile demili-
tarized zone that he ceded to the FARC
in his efforts to negotiate peace. Since
that time, the FARC has waged even
more bloody terrorism against the Co-
lombian Government, its democratic
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institutions,
lation.

In fact, in the past 5 weeks or so,
there have been more than 120 separate
terrorist attacks committed by the
FARC, including numerous bombings,
the kidnapping of a presidential can-
didate, and a foiled attempt to destroy
the city of Bogota’s principal water
reservoir.

Colombia’s elected representatives
have been targeted by these terrorists.
Seven members of the Colombian Con-
gress have been Kkilled in the past 4
years. This past weekend, yet another
legislator, Senator Martha Catalina
Daniel, was tortured and murdered.

The FARC and the paramilitary
forces are destabilizing democracy in
Colombia. Legislative elections are
this month. Presidential elections are
in May. Colombia is calling on the
United States for help in defending
itself against terrorism by providing
intelligence-sharing, spare parts for
equipment, and the unburdening of re-
strictions on equipment currently
being used in counter-narcotics oper-
ations. The administration has decided
to move forward to respond to some of
these concerns. The administration
must now quickly complete this policy
review and work with Congress to help
Colombia save itself from terrorism.

The global war against terrorism is
our administration’s highest priority.
We are training troops in the Phil-
ippines, the former Soviet Republic of
Georgia, and Yemen all in the name of
fighting this global war. However, in
the meantime, a conflagration is burn-
ing at the foot of the land bridge that
joins North and South America.

It is imperative that we recognize the
dire consequences of inaction in this
horrific situation, not just for Colom-
bians, but for the rest of the hemi-
sphere. It is time to help the Colom-
bian people defend themselves. As a
major defender of democracy, we must
try to bolster it wherever we see it se-
riously threatened, especially in our
own hemisphere. Passing this resolu-
tion is an important first step. I urge
my colleagues to join me in supporting
this measure.

Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of
my time to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. BALLENGER) and ask
unanimous consent that he be per-
mitted to control that time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHOOD). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this resolution. I commend the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE), the
chairman of the Committee on Inter-
national Relations, for bringing forth
this measure in such a calibrated and
thoughtful fashion. I would also like to
express my appreciation to our col-
league on the Committee on Inter-
national Relations, the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT),

and its civilian popu-
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for his enormous contributions to this
effort.

Mr. Speaker, Colombia has entered a
new and brutal phase in its history.
The Revolutionary Armed Forces of
Colombia and the United Self-Defense
Forces of Colombia, better known by
their Spanish acronyms, the FARC and
the AUC respectively, and other illegal
paramilitary groups have launched un-
precedented campaigns of terror
against the people and the democrat-
ically elected Government of Colombia.

I strongly deplore these criminal acts
of murder, abduction, and extortion
that the terrorist organizations have
inflicted upon the people of Colombia
and which the resolution and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) so
richly describe. I wish to extend our
friendship and our support to President
Pastrana and his administration as
they confront this menace.

Mr. Speaker, the resolution also calls
upon the President to submit his legis-
lative proposals for addressing the cri-
sis in Colombia to Congress for our
consideration and deliberation. Let me
be clear with regard to this point.
While I appreciate the horror of the
vile acts which the FARC and the AUC
are committing almost on a daily basis
in Colombia, I believe that any sub-
stantial change in U.S. policy toward
Colombia must occur only after we in
Congress have had an opportunity to
add our voices and our concerns.

Thus, while we have not made any ul-
timate conclusions on how to assist the
Colombian Government better to deal
with terrorism and narcotics, we cer-
tainly look forward to an active and
spirited debate on this floor.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that future
U.S. policy toward Colombia should be
conditioned upon the Government of
Colombia dealing with two very stub-
born issues: first, the Colombian Gov-
ernment must decisively break all
links with illegal paramilitary organi-
zations, and it must launch a serious
effort to combat them. According to
the Colombian Commission of Jurists
and international human rights groups,
the paramilitaries account for over 75
percent of all concombatant killings in
Colombia. The just-released human
rights report of our State Department
echoes this fact and states: ‘““Members
of the security forces sometimes ille-
gally collaborated with paramilitary
forces last year.” This link must be
completely severed.

Second, the Government of Colombia
must dramatically increase its own
contribution to both the war and the
peace effort. By most estimates, the
army would need to at least triple in
size to take on the FARC and the AUC
effectively. Currently, the Colombian
Army has about 130,000 members, but
only 40,000 of them can be deployed
into battle. The rest are at desk jobs or
tied down to guarding static infra-
structure like pipelines and power
lines. The United States cannot fill
this need alone, and we would be fool-
ish to try.
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Complicating matters, there are rea-
sons to doubt the commitment of some
of Colombia’s political and economic
elite to sacrifice for the war effort. For
example, currently Colombian law ex-
cludes high school graduates, meaning
all but the poor, from serving in com-
bat units. I think that is an outrage.

Furthermore, U.S. policy toward Co-
lombia should include more than coun-
ternarcotics and, potentially,
counterterrorism support. Colombia’s
long-running war is deeply rooted in
historical, social, and economic causes
that must also be addressed if any sus-
tainable peace is to be achieved. Here,
dramatic expansion of support to the
provision of basic services to the Co-
lombian people, but particularly in the
long neglected rural areas, is abso-
lutely paramount.

Mr. Speaker, Colombia and U.S. pol-
icy toward that country is at a cross-
roads. How we choose to help the peo-
ple of Colombia confront not only ter-
rorism but its sources as well will de-
termine the quality of the lasting
peace we hope will be able to help them
build in the region. I urge all my col-
leagues to support this resolution.

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

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr.
yield myself 3 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
resolution. The gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT) and I have
been to Colombia many times on many
occasions since I became chairman of
the Subcommittee on Western Hemi-
sphere. I have seen a terrible situation
unfold in that troubled nation. On my
last trip in January, we met with
President Andres Pastrana as he was
forced to issue an ultimatum to the
FARC in a last-ditch effort to get them
to come back to the negotiating table.

No one has done more to hold the
door open to a negotiated, political so-
lution to end the violence in Colombia
than President Pastrana. His persever-
ance and forbearance have made one
thing clear: it is the FARC’s willful
disregard for the rule of law and human
rights that led President Pastrana to
make the decision to end the safe
haven and send in Colombia’s security
forces to reestablish legitimate govern-
ment authority.

Colombia today is a nation under
siege by three terrorist organizations.
Two of these terrorist organizations,
the FARC and the ELN, have Kkid-
napped over 50 Americans and mur-
dered at least 10 Americans. The third,
the United Self-Defense Forces of Co-
lombia, is a vicious, violent terrorist
organization that indiscriminately
murders Colombians. Individuals who
aid those terrorists dishonor and dis-
credit themselves and the institutions
that they represent.

All three of these terrorist groups
have been designated by the Secretary
of State as foreign terrorist organiza-
tions because it has been determined
that they are a threat to our Nation’s

Speaker, I
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security. Terrorism in Colombia is fi-
nanced by illegal trafficking in nar-
cotics that kill and destroy the lives of
our young people in the United States.

The FARC has, in essence, declared
war on the Colombian people. This
group is attacking Colombia’s demo-
cratic institutions. Five Colombian
legislators are being held hostage by
the FARC. The FARC has been attack-
ing the infrastructure. It attacks po-
lice stations with propane gas cylinder
mortars that indiscriminately kill in-
nocent people.

The Colombian Government is con-
tinuing its efforts to negotiate a peace
agreement with the ELN, and we
should support those efforts.

It is time, however, that we reassess
our policy towards Colombia. This res-
olution expresses the sense of the
House that the President, without
undue delay, should transmit to Con-
gress for its consideration proposed
legislation, consistent with TUnited
States law regarding protection of
human rights, to assist the Govern-
ment of Colombia protect its democ-
racy from United States-designated
foreign terrorist organizations and the
scourge of illicit narcotics.

We cannot afford to fail to help the
people of Colombia in their darkest
hour. Colombia is a democracy and an
ally of the United States, and it is
under attack by terrorist organizations
funded by illegal drugs. Colombia is
not asking us to send troops. The
democratically elected Government of
Colombia is asking that we make it
possible for us to help them defend
their democracy from these terrorists.
I urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this reasonable, bipartisan res-
olution.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
DELAHUNT), who has worked tirelessly
on this issue and is one of the nation-
ally recognized authorities on Colom-
bia.
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Mr. DELAHUNT. I thank the gen-
tleman for his generous words and for
yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, as others have alluded
to, almost 4 years ago, President An-
dres Pastrana embarked on what was
truly a courageous effort to bring
peace to his nation. He began negotia-
tions with the FARC and the ELN, the
country’s two main guerilla groups. He
did so because he realized that, after
almost 40 years of conflict, a nego-
tiated agreement was the only answer
to end the violence.

These efforts focused world attention
on Colombia. For the first time, the
international community was brought
directly into the negotiations. Hope
prevailed that the brutal violence that
has plagued that nation for decades
would at long last end. I shared that
hope. At President Pastrana’s request,
I myself went to the so-called demili-
tarized zone. I met with the FARC,
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which is the largest party to this con-
flict.

I left, hopeful that the FARC was
genuinely serious about the search for
peace. They claimed that they were
prepared to work to create a new Co-
lombia that would embrace social and
economic justice and bring peace to a
population exhausted by violence.

Sadly, they have proven they were
not serious. At great political cost,
President Pastrana gave the FARC
every opportunity to prove their good
faith. But they, the FARC, could not
summon the political resolve, the will,
the courage, if you may, to choose
peace. Sadly, they were not serious.

From an insurgency that once based
its legitimacy on a promise of social
and economic justice for all Colom-
bians, the FARC have degenerated into
criminal syndicates that traffic in
drugs, that extort, that kidnap and
that murder civilians. The FARC have
failed to meet the challenge of peace.
They have failed the Colombian people.
So now I share what I know to be the
profound disappointment felt by Presi-
dent Pastrana and the people of Colom-
bia.

But, fortunately, the peace process
with the ELN is still continuing. Like
the FARC, the ELN claim to want to
address the social inequities that are
at the root of the conflict. But the ELN
have actually proposed how to do that;
and, at least at this point in time, they
appear to have the will to make peace.
However, tragically, even while negoti-
ating, the ELN also continue their
armed campaign of Kkidnapping and
sabotage.

But what disturbs me most pro-
foundly is the recent rapid growth of
right-wing paramilitary groups, com-
monly referred to as the AUC. They
commit more than 70 percent of the
massacres in the course of the Colom-
bian conflict, and their brutality
knows no bounds of human decency.
Their leadership readily admits to de-
riving most of their funding from drug
trafficking. Klaus Nyholm, the head of
the U.N. drug control program in Co-
lombia, says that they are substan-
tially more involved in the drug trade
than the FARC.

Most significantly for U.S. policy,
the AUC, as mentioned by the gen-
tleman from California, the ranking
member, have extensive links with the
Colombian military, according to our
own Department of State report that
was issued this week. That explains the
reluctance of so many of us in this
body to provide unconditional military
assistance to the Colombian armed
forces.

While President Pastrana and Colom-
bian armed forces chief Fernando
Tapias deserve credit for taking steps
to professionalize the military, unfor-
tunately, far too many of these unsa-
vory links remain. Until all relation-
ships, at every level, between the mili-
tary and the AUC are ended, the U.S.
can and should condition its assist-
ance.
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Unbelievably, these paramilitary
groups rationalize their acts of ter-
rorism as what is needed to fight the
guerillas. They say they traffic in
drugs only to support that fight. They
say that what they really want is
peace. They even claim that they are
the Northern Alliance of Colombia,
ready to help the United States fight
the FARC.

They are not Colombia’s Northern
Alliance. They are Colombia’s al
Qaeda.

Let us be clear. There is no place for
an AUC in a democracy. In a demo-
cratic society, it is the exclusive role
of the armed forces and the police,
working under the legitimate govern-
ment, to maintain public order, to de-
fend the nation, and protect individual
civil liberties. And there is a legiti-
mate government in Colombia duly
elected by the Colombian people. The
AUC are not the answer to Colombia’s
problems. In a very real way, the AUC
are cooperating with the FARC and the
ELN in sending Colombia into chaos
and more bloodshed.

We know what the FARC’s position
is. We have learned it the hard way.
Now it is very important for us to be
clear with both the ELN and the AUC.
Let me say to them, now is the time to
reveal your true selves, to show the
world what you really want for your
nation. You say you want peace. You
put it on your websites. You make
these public statements. Prove it. De-
clare an immediate, unilateral cease-
fire and an immediate suspension of all
criminal activities. Lay down your
arms. You can do it today. Now.

That way, the Colombian military
can concentrate its efforts on the
FARC; and the world can see that the
other parties to the conflict are willing
to act for peace, not just talk about it.

So Senor Gabino, who is the leader of
the ELN, and Carlos Castano, the lead-
er of the AUC, now is the time, now, to
decide which side you are on. Are you
with the Colombian people who des-
perately want to end 40 years of hor-
ror? Or are you with those who would
drown your nation in the blood of its
own citizens?

This resolution today makes clear
which side the United States is on.
This is just the beginning of our de-
bate. We still must have an extensive
review, including hearings, on the de-
tails of any U.S. assistance, just as
there should be a peaceful debate in-
side Colombia on how to address that
country’s very real problems, particu-
larly its glaring social and economic
inequities.

But there should be no doubt as to
which side the United States is on. We
are with the Colombian people.

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE).

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, 6 weeks
ago, I went with members of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture to Colombia. We
were fortunate enough to have dinner
one evening with President Pastrana at
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his version of Camp David, which is in
Cartagena. During that evening, we
were able to get well acquainted. He
described his being kidnapped by gue-
rillas a few years ago and all that he
went through and the general lay of
the land down there and his struggles
with the FARC and the ELN and the
AUC.

In the progress of that evening, what
we learned is that there are roughly
600,000 acres of coca plants under cul-
tivation in the country of Colombia.
This allows them to provide roughly 90
percent of the cocaine that comes into
the United States. As a result, FARC
and these other vigilante groups are
very well funded. I would imagine that
their funding may exceed that of other
legitimate enterprises within the coun-
try of Colombia. And so the people in
Colombia have paid a great price.

Last year, we were told that 29,000 ci-
vilians lost their lives in this conflict.
They are caught in between the various
groups. In many cases, they have no
place to go and no place to hide. As has
been mentioned earlier, seven members
of Congress have been killed in the last
4 years, and five lawmakers are cur-
rently hostages in that country.

So the present negotiations, or the
negotiations that have gone on for the
last 3 or 4 years, have broken down and
now Colombia is basically under a
reign of terror, where some of the
things that we have seen around the
world are now being perpetrated on the
Colombian people. We have seen
bridges blown up, water supplies such
as in Bogota have been damaged and
threatened.

So it appears at this time that the
only solution is that the United States
provide help. We already have provided
quite a bit. But the big issue is heli-
copters, because the pilots that are
doing the spraying of the coca to try to
eliminate it are certainly under a great
deal of duress.

So we need also some commitment
from Colombia, but they need our aid.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN), an indefatigable fighter
for social justice in the hemisphere.

Mr. McCGOVERN. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding me this time and
appreciate all his work on behalf of
human rights.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this res-
olution. I want to be very clear about
my concerns regarding this bill and the
critical crossroads confronting U.S.
policy in Colombia.

Like every Member of this House, 1
support the democratically elected
government of Colombia. I have met
with President Pastrana, including in
Colombia, and I am a strong supporter
of his efforts for social and economic
reform. Having traveled to Colombia, I
know how very complex the society
and the conflict are. I have seen the
harm done to the Colombian people by
the guerillas, by paramilitary groups
and by the Colombian army. I believe
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very strongly that Congress should not
rush to signal support that would in-
crease our involvement in Colombia’s
escalating civil war.

The Colombian civil war has been
going on for nearly 40 years. The armed
actors remain nearly unchanged. Left-
ist guerilla groups battle the Colom-
bian army for control of the territory,
while right-wing paramilitaries in-
crease their own involvement in the
war and violence against civilians. All
of these armed actors, including the
Colombian military, have been in-
volved in drug trafficking. All have a
history of human rights abuses. Human
rights groups continue to document
the close ties between the Colombian
army and the paramilitaries who com-
mit the majority of human rights
abuses in Colombia.

Colombia is hardly a new front in the
war on terrorism. Terrible acts of ter-
ror, assassinations, kidnappings, bomb-
ings and disappearances, are part and
parcel of their 40-year civil war. But
Colombia is not part of the inter-
nationally supported campaign to dis-
mantle and destroy al Qaeda and other
international terrorist networks.

So let us not hide behind euphe-
misms. A so-called war on terrorism in
Colombia is simply a set of code words
to become even more deeply engaged in
a counterinsurgency war that has been
going on for nearly 40 years.

Mr. Speaker, I have been a strong
supporter of President Pastrana, but
the message we send today will be
heard and acted upon more by his suc-
cessor when elections take place in the
coming months. The leading presi-
dential candidate has long rejected any
type of negotiations process, and he
has the support of the right-wing para-
military groups, the very groups we
rightly are condemning today.

In my opinion, Mr. Speaker, our cur-
rent policy in Colombia has been a fail-
ure. It has not stemmed the production
of coca. It has not provided peasant
farmers with alternatives to growing
coca. It has not lessened the number of
internally displaced people. It has not
broken the ties between the Colombian
army and the paramilitaries. It has not
decreased the number of civilians who
are victims of human rights abuses and
violence. And it has not promoted the
administration of justice.

The current attorney general, unlike
his predecessors, is not an advocate for
human rights. He has dismissed or
stopped investigations on many of the
cases involving high-level military and
government officials. As a result, most
of the key officers and prosecutors in
the Justice Ministry responsible for in-
vestigating and prosecuting human
rights and corruption cases have re-
signed or been forced out of office.

For our part, Mr. Speaker, and I say
this sadly, the United States dem-
onstrates its commitment to human
rights by consistently waiving the con-
ditions on our aid every 6 months be-
cause the Colombian military con-
tinues to fail to comply.
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Now, in my view, Mr. Speaker, this
resolution wants to give a green light
to involve the U.S. more deeply and di-
rectly in Colombia’s escalating civil
war, and I simply cannot support this.

I have high regard for the gentleman
from Illinois (Chairman HYDE); the
ranking member, the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS); and the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Chairman
BALLENGER). These Members have done
a great deal to focus attention on
human rights challenges in Latin
America. But I must dissent, and I urge
my colleagues to join with me in op-
posing this resolution.

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. KOLBE).

Mr. KOLBE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of House Resolution 358, which ex-
presses support for the Government of
Colombia.

There were many in Colombia that
criticized President Pastrana for mak-
ing the peace process a priority above
almost any other issue that faced the
Colombian people, but none I think
would criticize the commitment that
he made to bringing peace to that trou-
bled country. Now, rightly, in my opin-
ion, he has called off the negotiations.
He has moved troops into the demili-
tarized zone. He is facing a long strug-
gle against a renewed urban terrorism
campaign that is targeting the coun-
try’s most important infrastructure as-
sets.

But we are proceeding as nothing has
changed, as if Colombia is only fight-
ing a counternarcotics war. I believe
we have to face several realities and
counter with a clear U.S. policy in re-
sponse.

The aggressive timetable that Plan
Colombia was to follow, eradicating
coca, providing alternative develop-
ment, cannot be adhered to during a
full scale war with the FARC and the
paramilitaries. The alternative devel-
opment plans were already failing from
a lack of basic security for non-govern-
mental organization workers and
transport of alternative commodities,
thereby putting the entire program at
risk.

It is true that Colombia is a source of
90 percent of the cocaine in the United
States; but conversely, the United
States is Colombia’s largest trading
partner of legal industries. As such, it
is in the interest of the United States
to promote better stability in Colom-
bia by helping it to address these long-
standing approximate and more recent
escalations.

I might remind my colleagues in the
other body that of all the requests
from the Government of Colombia, at
the top of their list is the renewal of
the Andean Trade Pact.

Because it shares borders with five
other countries, Brazil, Peru, Ecuador,
Panama, Venezuela, Colombia’s insta-
bility is a threat to regional stability.
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While only 3 percent of U.S. oil con-
sumed comes from Colombia, 14 per-
cent comes from neighboring Ven-
ezuela. Oil imports from South Amer-
ica play a vital role in our strategy to
diversify the sources of U.S. oil.

The Colombian economy has faced a
number of economic shocks that have
limited its ability to contribute to
Plan Colombia and the defense of its
own people. Oil pipelines have been
bombed, the price of oil has fallen, the
price of coffee has fallen, foreign in-
vestment in Colombia has fallen. The
internal shocks are only going to be
made worse by the escalation of war.

Colombians have traditionally shown
a long-term tolerance for violence, but
this is changing; and we can see evi-
dence of this in the popularity of presi-
dential candidates in Colombia that
strongly support countering the FARC
guerillas.

The deteriorating economic condi-
tions not only have threatened the Co-
lombian Government’s commitment to
Plan Colombia, but the worsening un-
employment only encourages the nar-
cotics industry in Colombia. It has be-
come a vicious cycle.

I would urge my colleagues to recog-
nize the changed situation in Colombia
and that we must respond by clarifying
U.S. policy. Let us begin an open de-
bate about our role in Colombia and
not rely on State Department lawyers
to look for loopholes in current law.
This resolution begins that debate, and
I urge my colleagues to vote in favor of
the resolution.

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

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge all of
my colleagues to support this carefully
crafted and balanced resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to note the
Colombian Army has made progress in
this area, and, while not perfect, no
one is. At least they are trying and
have made good progress.

I also note that an alternative to a
well-trained and respectful Colombian
Army is the AUC, and that right-wing
paramilitary respects no one’s rights,
engages in terrorism, illicit drugs, and
kills innocent civilians.

No one here is proposing that we re-
peal the Leahy amendment that pro-
hibits aid to the units of Colombian
military that engage in human rights
abuses. Leahy is existing law. The
Leahy restriction will remain law and
has my strong support, and human
rights concerns will not be thrown out
the window in a new Colombian policy.

I also note the counter-drug aid that
we provided to the Colombian police,
their antinarcotics unit, has been de-
livered and used in the last 2 years
without even one allegation of a
human rights abuse; I repeat, not even
one allegation.

The Colombians can and will respect
human rights if we help them and we
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train them and we stand shoulder to
shoulder next to them in the fight. The
police antinarcotics unit is a case of
study for engagement.

Absent a new U.S. policy, the right-
wing paramilitaries will fill the void in
Colombia, and the human rights of no
one, especially civilians, will be safe.
We can stay on the sidelines or help
our neighbor. The answer is clear, espe-
cially since September 11. We need to
fight global terrorism whenever and
wherever it raises its ugly head.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
express my opposition to this resolution on
Colombia. | am troubled as to why we are vot-
ing on this resolution today. It concerns me
that the purpose of this resolution is for the
Congress to give this administration the green
light to become more heavily involved in the
civil war in Columbia.

| have the utmost respect for President
Pastrana, but at the same time | am not in
favor of expanding our involvement in Colum-
bia by using our response to the terrorism
threat after September 11 as a justification to
participate in Columbia’s civil war. The FARC
might be on the terrorist list, but the reasons
that have been given for our involvement in
Colombia have been counternarcotics and not
counterterrorism. | do not want to erase this
important distinction.

Mr. Speaker, | read the Spanish press, and
let me assure you that in Latin America and in
my congressional district the support does not
exist for having the United States exert its mili-
tary power in Columbia. There are atrocities
committed on all sides of this conflict.

Today, Secretary Powell testified before the
Commerce, Justice, State and Judiciary Sub-
committee, on which | am the ranking mem-
ber, and | told him that | understand that drug
trafficking is a problem in Columbia, but that
has never before been a reason to send
American troops. Let me be clear that the new
threat of terrorism is not and never should be
a reason to change our policy toward Colum-
bia.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, | move to strike
the last word in support of the bipartisan reso-
lution on Colombia and the need for a change
in our policy, now before the House.

While, | have long followed events in Co-
lombia, | long gave the benefit of the doubt to
the Pastrana administration in Colombia with
its protracted negotiations and its Switzerland
sized DMZ safe haven provided the FARC,
that naivete has finally ended, hopefully not
too late.

The FARC has attacked cities, towns, police
stations, bridges, dams, and power lines all
across Colombia since the peace talks ended
last month. Let there be no mistake, the FARC
are terrorists, and | have been financed by il-
licit drug proceeds.

Along with their ELN terrorist friends in the
last 10 years, the FARC and ELN have kid-
naped 50 Americans in Colombia and killed at
least 10 of them. Their trade in illicit drugs
help take numerous American lives here at
home as well from their illicit drugs. For exam-
ple, it is noted that the DMZ, now abandoned
in Colombia, was loaded with opium growth
for heroin production eventually destined for
American streets and communities.

Bogota, the capital of Colombia, is only 3
hours from Miami, and the beleaguered demo-
cratic nation of Colombia is up against the wall

March 6, 2002

from these narcoterrorists and right wing
paramilitaries all financed with the illicit drug
trade and all engaged in terrorism per our own
U.S. State Department.

While our Nation is engaged in fighting glob-
al terrorism in Afghanistan, Yemen, Georgia,
and the Philippines, we still maintain the fiction
that the battle in Colombia in our nearby
neighborhood is only about illicit drugs, and
our aid has been limited to counternarcotics

We have maintained the fiction of counter-
narcotics aid only for Colombia long enough.
The same people who kidnap, blow up pipe-
lines, and who kil Americans trade in illicit
drugs to finance their other criminal and ter-
rorist activities. Only our State Department
maintains the drugs only fiction, on the ground
the reality was different and the Colombian
democracy slipped further and further away.

This resolution calls for our administration to
take off its rose color glasses that President
Pastrana and our State Department wore for
far too long and let Colombian democracy slip
away. It is time we get serious and fight ter-
rorism and the illicit drugs that finances it in
Colombia and threatens American national in-
terests in our very back yard.

Protecting pipelines from terrorist attacks is
but one way to help Colombia. It is not
enough for a Colombian policy and as the Bob
Novak column noted this week, it is a sorry
excuse for a real antiinsurgency strategy in
Colombia. We need to do more.

We must help the Colombian police antikid-
naping unites with helicopters to rescue vic-
tims, including Americans in the often hard to
reach terrain. We ought to also restore the
clarity we need by giving the anti-drug mission
in Colombia mainly to the excellent antidrug
police, who have a stellar human rights
record.

Our assistance to the Colombian military
should be antiterrorist assistance, and not op-
erate under the failed antidrug fiction of the
past. Let us bear in mind that no one here,
nor anyone in Colombia has ever asked for, or
called for American combat troops for Colom-
bia.

The Colombians want and deserve the
equipment and training they need to defend
themselves and their democracy from the ter-
rorist threat at their and at our door.

Accordingly, | urge support for this resolu-
tion.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, | would like to ex-
press my support and solidarity with the peo-
ple of Columbia in their pursuit of stability and
peace. Along with my colleagues, | condemn
the horrible violence that has been inflicted on
the Columbian people by the AUC, ELN, and
the FARC. But, | cannot in good faith support
a resolution that expresses praise to Columbia
for improving it's human rights record, when in
fact it has eroded.

Many Member of Congress have joined me
in expressing their profound concern to the
Columbian Government over the many mur-
ders of trade union leaders that have gone
without investigation or prosecution. The
scourge of murders of trade unionists in Co-
lumbia is the highest in the world, thereby
making Columbia notorious as the most dan-
gerous place in the world to be a union mem-
ber. The government of Columbia has over
and over again demonstrated their unwilling-
ness to pursue prosecution of these attacks
on organized labor. Columbia’s de facto immu-
nity extended to these assassins has been
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clearly condemned by the International Labor
Organization, United Nations Human Rights
Commission, Amnesty International, and our
own Department of State.

Columbia can drastically reduce the vio-
lence against trade unionists. It begins with ef-
fectively halting the impunity enjoyed by these
perpetrators, many of which have credible ties
to the military and police. Columbia must ag-
gressively prosecute these criminals and re-
store its people’s confidence in justice.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution fall short in con-
demning the impunity enjoyed by human rights
violators and the violence perpetrated against
all levels of society, including organized labor.
Many of my fellow Members have actively en-
gaged the Columbian Government with these
concerns but without success. Passing a reso-
lution basically congratulating Columbia on im-
proving its human rights record is wrong and
counterproductive.

It is my hope that Columbia will choose to
aggressively improve it's human rights record,
so in the future we may pass a similar resolu-
tion, with unanimous consent.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
House International Relations Committee and
the Subcommittee on the Western Hemi-
sphere, | would like to state my strong objec-
tions to the manner in which this piece of leg-
islation was raised. | was only made aware of
the existence of this legislation this morning,
just a couple of hours before | was expected
to vote on it. There was no committee markup
of the legislation, nor was there any notice
that this legislation would appear on today’'s
suspension calendar.

This legislation represents a very serious
and significant shift in United States policy to-
ward Colombia. It sets us on a slippery slope
toward unwise military intervention in a foreign
civil war that has nothing to do with the United
States.

Our policy toward Colombia was already ill-
advised when it consisted of an expensive
front in our failed “war on drugs.” Plan Colom-
bia, launched nearly 2 years ago, sent $1.3
billion to Colombia under the guise of this war
on drugs. A majority of that went to the Co-
lombian military; much was no doubt lost
through corruption. Though this massive as-
sistance program was supposed to put an end
to the FARC and other rebel groups involved
in drug trafficking, 2 years later we are now
being told—in this legislation and elsewhere—
that the FARC and rebel groups are stronger
than ever. So now we are being asked to pro-
vide even more assistance in an effort that
seems to have had a result the opposite of
what was intended. In effect, we are being
asked to redouble failed efforts. That doesn’t
make sense.

At the time Plan Colombia was introduced,
President Clinton promised the American peo-
ple that this action would in no way drag us
into the Colombian civil war. This current leg-
islation takes a bad policy and makes it much
worse. This legislation calls for the United
States “to assist the Government of Colombia
protect its democracy from United States-des-
ignated foreign terrorist organizations . . . ” In
other words, this legislation elevates a civil
war in Colombia to the level of the inter-
national war on terror, and it will drag us deep
into the conflict.

Mr. Speaker, there is a world of difference
between a rebel group fighting a civil war in a
foreign country and the kind of international
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terrorist organization that targeted the United
States last September. As ruthless and violent
as the three rebel groups in Colombia no
doubt are, their struggle for power in that
country is an internal one. None of the three
appears to have any intention of carrying out
terrorist activities in the United States. Should
we become involved in a civil war against
them, however, these organizations may well
begin to view the United States as a legitimate
target. What possible reason could there be
for us to take on such a deadly risk? What
possible rewards could there be for the United
States support for one faction or the other in
this civil war?

As with much of our interventionism, if you
scratch the surface of the high-sounding calls
to “protect democracy” and “stop drug traf-
ficking” you often find commercial interests
driving U.S. foreign policy. This also appears
to be the case in Colombia. And like Afghani-
stan, Kosovo, Irag, and elsewhere, that com-
mercial interest appears to be related to olil
The U.S. administration request for FY 2003
includes a request for an additional $98 million
to help protect the Cano-Limon Pipeline—joint-
ly owned by the Colombian Government and
Occidental Petroleum. Rebels have been
blowing up parts of the pipeline and the result-
ing disruption of the flow of oil is costing Occi-
dental Petroleum and the Colombian Govern-
ment more than half a billion dollars per year.
Now the administration wants the American
taxpayer to finance the equipping and training
of a security force to protect the pipeline,
which much of the training coming from the
U.S. military. Since when is it the responsibility
of the American citizen to subsidize risky in-
vestments made by private companies in for-
eign countries? And since when is it the duty
of American service men and women to lay
their lives on the line for these commercial in-
terests?

Further intervention in the internal political
and military affairs of Colombia will only in-
crease the mistrust and anger of the average
Colombian citizen toward the United States,
as these citizens will face the prospect of an
ongoing, United States-supported war in their
country. Already Plan Colombia has fueled the
deep resentment of Colombian farmers toward
the United States. These farmers have seen
their legitimate crops destroyed, water supply
polluted, and families sprayed as powerful her-
bicides miss their intended marks. An esca-
lation of American involvement will only make
matters worse.

Mr. Speaker, at this critical time, our pre-
cious military and financial resources must not
be diverted to a conflict that has nothing to do
with the United States and poses no threat to
the United States. Trying to designate in-
creased military involvement in Colombia as a
new front on the “war on terror” makes no
sense at all. It will only draw the United States
into a quagmire much like Vietham. The Co-
lombian civil war is now in its fourth decade;
pretending that the fighting there is somehow
related to our international war on terrorism is
to stretch the imagination to the breaking
point. It is unwise and dangerous.

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ex-
press my support for the people of Colombia
and ask my colleagues to support this resolu-
tion.

The people of Colombia have suffered
through years of violence, deprivation, and
discord. They have seen their country torn

H715

apart in a violent war between their govern-
ment and various rebel factions.

Despite the best efforts of President
Pastrana, the murder and kidnapping of Co-
lombian citizens, government officials, and
even American visitors have increased. His ef-
forts to reach a peaceful settlement have been
rejected by the rebel groups.

Mr. Speaker, the United States has made a
commitment to addressing the root cause of
these problems in Colombia—the drug trade.
Through Plan Colombia we are working with
our Andean allies to destroy drug production
and interrupt drug traffic.

Our assistance will help Colombia’s Govern-
ment lead the country and, eventually, end
drug production and stabilize the Andean re-
gion.

As Colombia continues working to secure
lasting peace, the United States should con-
tinue to offer support and assistance.

This resolution is an important expression of
that support, and | urge my colleagues to vote
for it.

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, 1
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. HYDE) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H.Res. 358.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

CONGRATULATING THE UNITED
STATES MILITARY ACADEMY AT
WEST POINT ON ITS BICENTEN-
NIAL ANNIVERSARY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the Sen-
ate joint resolution, S.J. Res. 32.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
joint resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
McHUGH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Senate joint resolu-
tion, S.J. Res. 32, on which the yeas
and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 407, nays 1,
not voting 26, as follows:

[Roll No. 50]

YEAS—407
Abercrombie Bartlett Bono
Ackerman Barton Boozman
Aderholt Bass Borski
Akin Becerra Boswell
Allen Bereuter Boucher
Andrews Berkley Boyd
Armey Berman Brady (PA)
Baca Berry Brady (TX)
Bachus Biggert Brown (FL)
Baird Bilirakis Brown (OH)
Baker Bishop Brown (S0)
Baldacci Blumenauer Bryant
Baldwin Blunt Burr
Ballenger Boehlert Burton
Barcia Boehner Buyer
Barr Bonilla Callahan
Barrett Bonior Camp
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Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Coble
Collins
Combest
Cooksey
Costello
Cox

Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Fattah
Ferguson
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Frank
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grucci
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Harman
Hart

Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kerns
Kildee
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Lynch
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Mascara
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McInnis
MecIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
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Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Miller, Dan
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mink
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey

Olver

Ortiz
Osborne
Ose

Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul

Payne
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roukema
Royce
Rush

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sandlin
Sawyer
Saxton
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter

Smith (MI) Taylor (MS) Vitter
Smith (NJ) Taylor (NC) Walden
Smith (TX) Terry Walsh
Smith (WA) Thomas Wamp
Snyder Thompson (CA) Watkins (OK)
Souder Thompson (MS) Watt (NC)
Spratt Thornberry Watts (OK)
Stark Thune Waxman
Stearns Thurman Weiner
Stenholm Tiahrt Weldon (FL)
Strickland Tiberi Weldon (PA)
Stump Tierney Weller
Stupak Toomey Whitfield
Sullivan Towns Wicker
Sununu Turner Wilson (SC)
Sweeney Udall (CO) Wolf
Tancredo Udall (NM) Wu
Tanner Upton Wynn
Tauscher Velazquez Young (AK)
Tauzin Visclosky Young (FL)
NAYS—1
Conyers
NOT VOTING—26
Bentsen Kilpatrick Sanchez
Blagojevich Lee Sanders
Calvert Lewis (CA) Solis
Condit Lofgren Traficant
Cubin Millender- Waters
Dooley McDonald Watson (CA)
Doolittle Miller, Jeff Wexler
Filner Napolitano Wilson (NM)
Hyde Roybal-Allard Woolsey
[0 1450

Mr. TERRY and Mr. CROWLEY
changed their vote from ‘nay” to
3 Lyea‘. kR

So the Senate joint resolution was
passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote
No. 50 on congratulating the United States
Military Academy at West Point | was unavoid-
ably detained. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yea.”

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 50,
| was conducting official business in my San
Diego, California district. Had | been present,
| would have voted “yea.”

———
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, due to busi-
ness in the District, | respectfully request a
leave of absence from legislative business
scheduled for today, Wednesday, March 6.
Had | been present, | would have voted “aye”
on rollcall No. 48 on approving the Journal,
“no” on rollcall No. 49, the motion to proceed
to the previous question during the consider-
ation of H. Con. Res. 275; and “aye” on the
motion to suspend the rules and pass S.J.
Res. 32.

——
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. SANCHEZ. Mr. Speaker, | was attend-
ing important business in my Congressional
District on March 6th, which included activities
relating to the Primary election in California.

| request that the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
reflect that had | been present and voting, |
would have voted “yea” on rollcall No. 48,
“no” on rollcall No. 49, and “yea” on rollcall
No. 50.

————
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Under the Speaker’s an-
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nounced policy of January 3, 2001, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

——

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

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

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. GANSKE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

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

———

CEASEFIRE BETWEEN THE SRI
LANKAN GOVERNMENT AND THE
LTTE

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I come
to the House floor this evening to bring
to the attention of my colleagues a his-
toric peace initiative between the Sri
Lankan Government and the LTTE.

On February 22, 2002, the Prime Min-
ister of Sri Lanka, the Honorable
Wickremesinghe, and the leader of the
LTTE, Mr. Prabhakaran, signed an
agreement that established a long-term
cease fire by both sides that signifies
the beginning of peace talks and, sim-
ply, a new era of peace for war-torn Sri
Lanka.

For nearly 2 decades now, there has
been a civil war taking place between
the Government of Sri Lanka and the
LTTE, one of the world’s most dan-
gerous guerilla groups. The cease fire
was negotiated by Norway and will be
overseen by Norway, Sweden, Finland,
and Denmark.

I am optimistic about this movement
towards peace and feel the TUnited
States should extend its support for
this agreement to end years of violent
blood shed. Indeed, the LTTE will have
to show great will to bring an end to
its violent attacks that have claimed
tens of thousands of innocent lives.
However, the current global situation
has provided a glimpse of hope that
this cease fire will be a successful en-
deavor.

Mr. Speaker, since the September 11
attacks, there has been a desire
throughout the world to move away
from senseless violence; and clearly, we
began a new campaign against ter-
rorism. This new atmosphere may po-
tentially foster improved relations be-
tween Sri Lanka and the LTTE. Addi-
tionally, the LTTE may have been
more apt to agree to this peace agree-
ment since their popularity and their
financial support was waning through
countries that formerly favored them
or provided support.
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We see this hope for peace in Sri
Lanka is already coming to fruition.
Since December, medicine, supplies
and other goods are being shipped to
Tamil Tiger-controlled areas. Ship-
ment of goods to these areas has been
under the control of the Sri Lankan
Government, but the controls have
been relaxed for the past several
months.

Mr. Speaker, I should note that
President Kumaratunga has been out-
spoken in her criticism of the terms of
the cease fire. As President she has the
power to suspend parliament and dis-
miss the government. If she is not sat-
isfied with certain provisions within
the peace agreement, the deal may be
canceled.

The differences between the Presi-
dent and Prime Minister must be
worked out so Sri Lanka can proceed
with dealing with this deadly conflict
between Sri Lanka and the LTTE. In
any case, the Prime Minister has an-
nounced that any peace agreement
would have to be supported by a ref-
erendum, which ensures that the peo-
ple of Sri Lanka would be participating
in the peace process.

In the upcoming months, it is impor-
tant to watch closely how this peace
process unfolds in Sri Lanka. The
Prime Minister is willing to negotiate
all forms of settlement with the LTTE,
except for establishment of an inde-
pendent homeland for the Tamil com-
munity.

I encourage the LTTE to shed its ter-
rorist negotiating tactics and come to
the table with the Sri Lankan Govern-
ment and engage in a substantive de-
bate that I hope will lead to a perma-
nent cease fire, peace in Sri Lanka, and
greater stability throughout the South
Asian region.

————

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

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

———

FIGHTING HATE CRIMES IN
AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. CAPPS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, it is with
great sadness that I rise on the floor of
the House this afternoon.

Two weeks ago in my California dis-
trict, which includes Santa Barbara, a
37-year-old man named Clinton Scott
Risetter was brutally murdered, burned
to death in his bed. Such a Killing
would be tragic under any cir-
cumstances. Yet this is particularly
painful because Mr. Risetter was mur-
dered because he was a homosexual.
Let me say that even in a community
as tolerant as Santa Barbara, intoler-
ance still has an ugly and evil face.
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I am heartened by much of what has
transpired since the tragic incident. I
am proud that local law enforcement
agencies have responded swiftly and
thoroughly. The police department and
district attorney are working closely
with the community, including gay
rights organizations, for which I am
pleased and very grateful. But I also
believe that we must confront the ugly
specter of hate crimes on a national, as
well as a local, level.

Last year at this time, an important
bill was introduced in the House, the
Hate Crimes Prevention Act. This bill,
sponsored by the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS), would
strengthen the Federal response to
hate crime violence which is motivated
by race, color, religion, or national ori-
gin. It would also expand the law to
cover hate crimes committed against
people because of their gender, sexual
orientation, or disability, as well as to
expand Federal jurisdiction to cover
the most violent of these hate crimes.

As it stands now, Federal authorities
cannot act on cases involving death or
serious bodily injury based on gender,
sexual orientation, or disability when
local law enforcement is not available.
Now fortunately this does not impact
the case in Santa Barbara; but even so,
many people throughout the country
are left without any chance for justice
when their own States fail to act.

So I am pleased that Santa Barbara
has, as a community, responded with
outrage and compassion to this recent
event, the vicious hate crime which has
occurred there. But as a society we
must continue to confront what lies at
the root of these horrendous hate
crimes, and that is where our Federal
legislation comes in and why it is so
very important.

The Hate Crimes Prevention Act
would provide communities with im-
portant prevention tools, including
grants to State and local programs de-
signed to combat hate crimes com-
mitted by juveniles and training for
local law enforcement officers in inves-
tigating, prosecuting, and preventing
hate crimes altogether.

We cannot ignore the facts. Since
1996, hate crimes committed against in-
dividuals based on sexual orientation
have increased nearly 28 percent. I will
not remain silent on this issue. I am
compelled to do whatever I can to pre-
vent another hostile and tragic act on
anyone because of his or her sexual ori-
entation.

In a post-September 11 society, where
tolerance and acceptance are strongly
encouraged and promoted by our gov-
ernment and local communities, these
types of crimes must not go
unpunished or unexplored. Let us make
the Hate Crimes Prevention Act a re-
ality. Let us make a true commitment
to every American citizen, be they gay
or straight, Muslim, Christian, white,
black, Hispanic or Asian. It should not
take a brutal murder to jar the Con-
gress out of acting out of common
sense and basic human decency. It is
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too late to save the life of Mr. Risetter,

but it is not too late to take the kind

of action which will honor his memory.
———

HONORING DEREK PARRA

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

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank my colleagues for cooper-
ating with me in pressing calendar cir-
cumstances.

I have come to the floor because I
will be inserting in the RECORD some
detailed information about a young
man from my hometown, San
Bernardino, California, by the name of
Derek Parra who won, among other
things, a gold and a silver medal at the
Winter Olympic Games, a fabulous
young person who is an inspiration to
our entire community. Not only has he
made a difference to our community,
he is impacting young people across
the country.

It is my pleasure to mention, among
other things, as I have done some
homework on him, he is an employee of
Home Depot. I have learned that Home
Depot is doing a fantastic job of help-
ing the Olympics by having employees
who work for them have a good deal of
flexibility in terms of their schedule
and the way their jobs are funded, et
cetera.
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They have, in a very substantial way,
demonstrated what the private sector
can do to improve our ability to effec-
tively impact a wonderful event such
as the Winter Olympic games.

So my hat is off to Home Depot, and
I hope all my colleagues will recognize
these good works and encourage them
across the country.

Mr. Speaker, the people of my hometown,
San Bernardino, were specially thrilled by the
Olympic heroism of Derek Parra, who became
the first Mexican-American to win a medal at
the Winter games when he took both a gold
and silver medal in speed-skating. His story is
one of making sacrifice and working tirelessly
to achieve his life’s dream of winning at the
Olympics.

Derek Parra twice left family and home be-
hind to pursue his dream—once moving to
Florida to become an international star at in-
line skating races, and then again heading to
Utah to train for speed-skating, a sport he had
never tried as a child in sunny Southern Cali-
fornia. Those who know San Bernardino rec-
ognize that hard-working spirit, and our home-
town celebrated with daylong events that in-
cluded a spirited parade and packed awards
dinner.

While it is clear that Derek Parra meant to
reach for his Olympic dream in any way he
could, his time in Utah was made easier by
The Home Depot, the national hardware chain
that is known for its orange aprons. When he
arrived in Salt Lake City, Parra landed a job
in floors and walls at the West Valley Home
Depot, which helped him provide for himself
and his family during the year leading up to
the Olympics.
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The Home Depot company is justly proud
that it has contributed to Parra’s success, as
well as that of fellow employee Tristan Gale,
who won a gold medal in the women’s skel-
eton event. In fact, the company has hired and
given job flexibility to 140 Olympics and
Paralympics hopefuls throughout the country
in a display of corporate patriotism and civic
involvement. Twenty of those hopefuls were in
Salt Lake City.

The company’'s Olympic Job Opportunity
Program offers full-time pay and benefits to
athletes for a 20-hour week during competition
and training seasons. Not surprisingly, Home
Depot managers have found these dedicated
athletes are also among their most hard-work-
ing employees and in most cases would be
delighted to have them back after the competi-
tion has ended.

Home Depot has joined many other U.S.
companies in sponsorships that have helped
show the world that it is possible to stage a
successful Olympics without losses to public
coffers or excessive commercialization. But
The Home Depot has taken this civic spirit to
the next level, supporting those dedicated ath-
letes who are the centerpiece of the Olympic
Games.

Mr. Speaker, | would ask you and my col-
leagues to please join me in praising the
American spirit of determination that led Derek
Parra to shock the world and win gold and sil-
ver medals in record-breaking times at
speedskating. And also in praising The Home
Depot for showing the world that American
business can join with athletes like Derek to
bring success and pride to them both.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CRENSHAW). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

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

———

TRIBUTE TO FALLEN HEROES IN
THE WAR ON TERRORISM

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, it is writ-
ten that, “If you owe debts, pay debts;
if honor, then honor; if respect, then
respect.”

I can think of no more fitting time to
apply this verse than today, 1 day after
we as Americans watched the flag-
draped caskets of seven U.S. service-
men being off-loaded from a C-130
transport plane at Ramstein Air Force
Base in Germany. We owe these men of
the United States Special Forces and
the 101st Airborne a great debt of
honor, a debt that words on this floor
cannot even begin to repay.

A century and a half ago, Abraham
Lincoln spoke on another battlefield
where American soldiers had spilled
their blood to preserve our liberty. In
his address, Lincoln charges the sur-
vivors of the conflict as follows:

“It is for us the living, rather, to be
dedicated here to the unfinished work
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which they who fought here have thus
far so nobly advanced. It is rather for
us to be here dedicated to the great
task remaining before us, that from
these honored dead we take increased
devotion to that cause for which they
gave the last full measure of devotion.”

Mr. Speaker, the soldiers who died in
the mountains of Afghanistan laid
down their lives for the same great
task as the soldiers at Gettysburg, the
preservation of our liberty and our
very way of life.

Throughout our history, Mr. Speak-
er, America has faced enemies of her
peace and her freedom. Two decades
ago, President Ronald Reagan encour-
aged a country beset by terrorism. The
words of his first inaugural address
should steel the resolve of Americans
today who face a similar intractable
enemy.

President Reagan said, ‘‘As for the
enemies of our freedom, those who are
potential adversaries, they will be re-
minded that peace is the highest aspi-
ration of the American people. We will
negotiate for it, sacrifice for it, but we
will not surrender for it now or ever.
And, above all else, we must realize no
arsenal, no weapon in the arsenals of
the world, is so formidable as the will
and moral courage of free men and
women. It is a weapon our adversaries
in today’s world do not have. It is a
weapon that we as Americans do
have.”

Mr. Speaker, it is especially poignant
to me, as I see the sacrifices in the
101st Airborne, to reflect that twice in
the last 6 months I traveled, at the in-
vitation of Major General Richard
Cody, to Fort Campbell, Kentucky, the
home of the Screaming Eagles. There 1
met with officers and enlisted men of
that fabled division, perhaps maybe
even some of the very same soldiers
that are coming home in the silence of
death to their families, men who we
can say without a doubt did not lack
the will or moral courage to preserve
our way of life.

I opened with a scripture verse.
Allow me to close with one, Mr. Speak-
er. As we consider the lives of those
who have had paid the ultimate price
to secure our freedom, I am reminded
of the verse that, ‘‘Greater love hath
no man than this, that he should lay
down his life for his friends.”

And allow me to add these modest
words on behalf of the people of eastern
Indiana and a grateful Nation. To the
grieving spouses, parents, children, and
friends that these heroes have left be-
hind, we commend them humbly for
their sacrifice as families and for hav-
ing in their midst those who have
shown no greater love to that dream
which is the United States of America.

————

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

(Mr. MCGOVERN addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)
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LIBERAL BIAS IN AMERICA’S
COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES

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

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, it was re-
ported last week that an invitation to
author Doris Kearns Goodwin to speak
at the University of Delaware’s com-
mencement exercises had been with-
drawn. This invitation was pulled be-
cause Ms. Goodwin has admitted that
her books contain many sentences,
facts, even whole paragraphs plagia-
rized from other writers.

But today, Mr. Speaker, I am not
concerned as much about Ms. Good-
win’s plagiarism or shoddy research as
about what the invitation to her says
about almost all of our colleges and
universities.

It is well-known that Ms. Goodwin
colors her history with a very strong
liberal bias. We will soon be in the sea-
son of college and university gradua-
tion ceremonies. If my colleagues have
ever looked at a list of commencement
speakers, they have seen almost imme-
diately that almost all come from a
very liberal or left-wing background.
Two or three years ago, Evergreen
State college in Washington State even
invited as its speaker a man who had
been convicted of killing a policeman.

Conservative speakers are almost
never invited to speak at commence-
ment or graduation exercises. People
who started businesses with nothing or
very little, and thus tend to be very
conservative, are almost never invited
to speak. The only business leaders
who are ever invited are those from ex-
tremely big business and who can safe-
ly be identified as liberal or at least
very politically correct. I know there
are always a few exceptions, but I
would guess that liberals outnumber
conservatives 50 or 100 to 1 as speakers
at graduation ceremonies.

This reflects the fact that there is
less true academic freedom, at least for
conservatives, on U.S. college cam-
puses than anyplace else in U.S. soci-
ety today. College faculties, at best,
have only a few token conservatives in
fields that deal with political ques-
tions. Even professors in nonpolitical
fields, such as English, often work in
comments or assign books that show
their liberal bias.

The very liberal bias of our national
news media has been well documented
and is not even questioned today. How-
ever, there is a much greater or strong-
er liberal or left-wing bias on most col-
lege and university faculties than even
in the national news media. Conserv-
ative students, unless they are unusu-
ally courageous, learn very quickly to,
many times, remain silent or not ex-
press their true opinions in statements
they make or papers that they write.

Most colleges and universities have
gone to great lengths to make sure mi-
norities are well represented in their
faculties and that they have diversity,
and that is fine. But the most discrimi-
nation today is against conservative
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professors and speakers, especially at
very liberal schools 1like Antioch,
Oberlin, the University of Colorado,
and some of the Ivy League schools.

Mr. Speaker, I hope that colleges and
universities around this Nation will
strive for full diversity and true aca-
demic freedom by allowing at least a
few token conservatives onto their fac-
ulties, or at least as graduation speak-
ers.

———

IMPORTANCE OF SOCIAL
SECURITY TO LATINO COMMUNITY

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

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to talk about the importance of
Social Security and how it impacts the
Latino population throughout this
country.

We must remember that the initial
intent and purpose of the Social Secu-
rity retirement system was to help al-
leviate the poverty among our elderly
Americans and to meet the retirement
needs of all workers. We must not for-
get the severe poverty that our seniors
suffered prior to Social Security. So-
cial Security has become the single
most effective Federal anti-poverty
program in our history, lifting more
than 11 million seniors out of poverty.

Latinos are critically affected by any
proposed changes in the Social Secu-
rity System. A significant segment of
the workforce, Latinos, and especially
Latinas, women, represent a dispropor-
tionate percentage of those who lack
employer pension coverage. We, as His-
panics, tend to work in small compa-
nies, small businesses, which do not
have pensions. We are underrep-
resented in government jobs and for
that reason do not have a lot of the
pensions that others do. More than
other segments of the population,
Latinos depend heavily on Social Secu-
rity to live their senior years in dig-
nity.

The Latino population is growing
rapidly. Currently, Latinos constitute
8 percent of the total U.S. workforce,
and by 2010 Latinos are projected to ac-
count for 13.2 percent of all the work-
ers. From 1997 to the year 2020, the
number of Latinos that are aged 65 will
double.

Unfortunately, despite the gains in
education and other areas, Latinos still
remain concentrated in low-wage jobs
that provide few benefits. While more
than 51 percent of Anglos workers have
employer pension coverage, the same is
true for only one-third of the Latino
workers. Accordingly, Latino retirees
are more than twice as likely as Anglo
retirees to rely solely on Social Secu-
rity benefits as a means of economic
support.

In addition, Latinos are less likely
than Anglos to receive incomes from
interest on savings and investments.
For example, in 1998, of all the persons
reporting interest income, only 5.3 per-
cent went to Latinos.
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I would like to also applaud the ef-
forts of some groups that are looking
at the impact that any changes in So-
cial Security will have on women.
While reforming the Social Security
System, we have serious implications
for women, and especially Latinas. The
women in our community, Latinas,
may be the most severely impacted of
all populations. The Latinas are more
likely than other women to work in-
side the home and are less likely than
other women to have retirement sav-
ings accounts.

Moreover, Latinas are less likely
than other workers to have access to
private pension coverage, and they
tend to receive the lowest wages of any
group in the work force. Relying heav-
ily on Social Security Dbenefits,
changes in marital status or the loss of
a principal wage earner places Latinas
in a particularly vulnerable situations.

Given the paramount importance of
Social Security to Hispanic men and
women, we must approach so-called re-
form efforts with caution, weighing the
impact on this key, fast-growing popu-
lation. I am concerned that the plans
to privatize Social Security would
drain needed resources from the Social
Security Trust Fund and jeopardize
benefit payments to retirees, the blind,
disabled workers and survivors.

The leading plan proposed by the ad-
ministration’s hand-picked Social Se-
curity commission would drain $1.5
trillion from the trust fund in just the
next 10 years, money that is already
being used for other purposes. Privat-
ization of Social Security would re-
quire cuts in guaranteeing Social Secu-
rity benefits. The President’s Social
Security commission recommended a
privatization plan that cuts benefits
for future retirees by up to 46 percent.
Everyone would be subject to these
cuts, not just workers who choose to
have individual accounts, and Latinos
would be hit the hardest.

Social Security privatization would
expose individual workers and their
families to greater financial risks.
Under privatization, benefit levels
would be determined by the volatile
stock market, by the worker’s luck in
making investments, and by the timing
on his or her decisions to retire. In
light of the Enron disaster, we know
the risks.

Latinos, who are, more than other
groups, dependent on Social Security
as a guaranteed income stream in re-
tirement, would lose under privatiza-
tion.

Other proposals, while well-meaning,
would not help us reach our goal of en-
suring future solvency. I ask that, as
we look at Social Security, we make
sure we look at its impact on special
populations as well as the baby
boomers and what we consider the baby
echos, those kids of those baby
boomers.
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PRESIDENT BUSH STANDS TALL
FOR DOMESTIC STEEL INDUSTRY

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

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, allow me
to take a moment to applaud President
Bush for standing tall in favor of our
domestic steel industry. He has, at a
very critical moment, stood up for
steel. If we have a domestic steel indus-
try in coming decades, I believe it will
be because of this courageous action
and an administration that was willing
to listen to steelworkers, listen to steel
producers, and also listen to all other
interested parties in order to craft a
creative policy. He clearly listened to
those who were calling for substantial
relief for an industry in crisis. It has
been running the risk of being hollowed
out by unfair trade practices.

It is obvious that the President care-
fully weighed the issue. His judicious
decision will provide breathing space
to the domestic steelworkers and the
industry. Enacting tariffs of up to 30
percent for most steel products pro-
vides help for those hardest hit by un-
favorable conditions in the steel mar-
ket. This administration has stepped
up to the plate for the American steel
industry and its workers, something
that previous administrations, regret-
tably, had been unwilling to do.

Without the concrete actions taken
by this President, the industry was fac-
ing a meltdown. The President recog-
nized that the American steel industry
and its workers have done their part in
recent years. This is something that
critics do not really willingly acknowl-
edge, but the fact is our steel producers
have taken dramatic steps to reduce
inefficient capacity and modernize op-
erations to become among the most
productive steel producers in the
world, with as few as one-and-a-half
man hours needed per ton of steel pro-
duced.
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That 1is an extraordinary trans-
formation of an industry that was very
inefficient a few decades ago.

To achieve these advances in produc-
tivity, the U.S. steel industry reduced
capacity by more than 23 million tons,
closed numerous inefficient mills, and
significantly cut jobs. The workers
have endured their fair share of pain
and suffering as the workforce was re-
duced by hundreds of thousands of
workers in an effort to become the
most efficient producers of steel. But
we all know that when competing with
the unfair trading practices of some of
our competitors, it was simply not
enough.

Let us understand, Mr. Speaker, what
the President did was WTO compatible.
It was based on remedies approved by
the International Trade Commission,
and it utilized our 201 process, which
the WTO contemplated. While oppo-
nents of this 201 action are crying foul,
saying the cost will be prohibitive, Mr.
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Speaker, allow me to assure Members
that their arguments are without sub-
stance.

According to a study by Professor
Jerry Hausman, an economist at MIT,
the assumptions from opponents such
as the Consuming Industry’s Trade Ac-
tion Council were fundamentally
flawed. Hausman’s study, which unlike
the CITAC study so often quoted in the
media, accurately reflected the current
steel market, showed the tariffs would
cost the average consumer about $2 a
year and have no negative impact on
the U.S. economy. This was a study of
stronger remedies than were actually
proposed by the International Trade
Commission. Hausman’s study showed
that the section 201 remedies would
provide a net benefit of $9 billion a
year to the U.S. economy. Steel con-
stitutes only a small share of the total
cost of most products that contain
steel, so the cost to the consumer and
the costs on a single consumer item
would be minimal.

For a typical family car, the increase
caused by the imposition of a 40 per-
cent tariff would be about $60, a 30 per-
cent tariff in the tariff structure pro-
posed by the President would be sub-
stantially less. For a refrigerator, the
increase would be less than $3.

Again, I have to congratulate the
President for being engaged on these
issues, looking past the cannot at the
substance, and being concerned about
many of the communities we have in
places like western Pennsylvania,
Ohio, and West Virginia where people
have built a living and built living
wages around a steel industry that we
need to have in this country for stra-
tegic reasons, and if we are going to
maintain our industrial base.

Mr. Speaker, this administration has
had the courage to take on this tough
issue. We need to do more in Congress.
We need to look at the issue of legacy
costs. We need to look at ways poten-
tially of participating in a global effort
to rationalize the industry; but in the
end, we can build on this 201 decision,
we can build on the President’s cour-
age, and working with the administra-
tion, we have an opportunity to lay the
groundwork for a strong, healthy com-
petitive world-class American steel in-
dustry that is allowed to compete on a
level playing field.

————
INTEGRITY ABOVE ALL

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CRENSHAW). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. MCINNIS) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, this
morning the Committee on Resources
heard testimony from investigators
and from the Forest Service, Fish and
Wildlife and others in regards to a
scheme put forward by several Federal
employees to alter a lynx study in the
northwestern part of the Nation.

It is very important for us as govern-
ment employees to maintain the integ-
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rity of the process, and a part of that
goes clear down to our field employees
upon whom we depend very heavily to
deliver a product that they are re-
quired by protocol to deliver. What do
I mean by this? What happened is we
had several biologists, Ray Scharpf,
Mitch Wainright, Sarah LaMarr and
Tim McCracken, Federal employees in-
volved in a lynx study in the northwest
part of this Nation. These are profes-
sional biologists or associated with
professional biologists.

Their job was to go out and deter-
mine whether or not there was any evi-
dence of lynx in a forest, to then deter-
mine whether or not further investiga-
tion was necessary. What these individ-
uals did was go out and planted evi-
dence. They planted evidence, just like
a bad cop goes into a house and plants
drugs. They planted lynx hair and sub-
mitted the lynx hair to the laboratory
in hopes that the laboratory would as-
sume that there were now lynx in this
area that they had studied.

The average biologist that we have
working for the Forest Service or for
the Fish and Wildlife are people of high
integrity. I cannot think of a biologist
that I have met that I have not been
fairly confident of the integrity and
the standards that they rise to.

But in this case, these Federal em-
ployees brought a disgrace upon the
United States Government and brought
a disgrace upon these agencies by
planting evidence and submitting false
samples for a survey. Unfortunately,
these employees are still employed by
the Federal Government. Fortunately,
we had a whistle blower. An employee
on his last day called in the fact that
false samples had been submitted to
this survey.

My point in taking the floor today is
that I appreciate the Members who at-
tended the hearing today, and I espe-
cially appreciate the investigators who
went out and came up with these con-
clusions. We know that these employ-
ees knew that what they were doing
was wrong and outside their protocol,
but they still carried out their actions.

Mr. Speaker, today we had a good
hearing about it, and I think we will be
able to install some fire walls that will
prevent this type of scheme from hap-
pening again. In the meantime, it has
unfortunately cast a small shadow
upon the profession. What we need to
do is assure that that profession has no
shadow at all because their importance
in our studies out there are absolutely
critical. We depend on them very
much, very much; and we have good
reason to depend on them. They are the
experts, but integrity comes first and
above all.

——————

STOP IMPENDING RAID ON SOCIAL
SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Okla-
homa (Mr. CARSON) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.
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Mr. CARSON of Oklahoma. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today, along with sev-
eral of my colleagues, to discuss the
most pressing domestic issue of our
time, that of Social Security.

Let me first begin by thanking my
fellow freshman Democrat, the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
LANGEVIN), for his leadership in orga-
nizing with me this Special Order
about the impending raid of Social Se-
curity. I also want to thank the gentle-
woman from California (Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD) for her leader-
ship and assistance in organizing our
colleagues here today.

Our Nation faces incredible chal-
lenges; this we all know as we stand
united in a war on terrorism. All of our
thoughts and prayers are with our men
and women in uniform today. This
afternoon I stand before this House to
talk about one of the most pressing do-
mestic issues of our time, an issue that
cannot be ignored even as we fight a
war abroad, and that is Social Secu-
rity.

Around the world as populations of
developed countries grow older, the
cost of paying for pension and health
benefits rise. In the United States,
more than 44 million people collect
benefits from our Social Security sys-
tem. Social Security represents one of
the most important and depended-upon
programs in this Nation’s history.

Social Security is a great American
success story, having reduced the per-
centage of poverty among our Nation’s
retirees from over 50 percent to 11 per-
cent since the program’s inception in
1935. Moreover, Social Security is not
simply a retirement program; it is also
a program that provides disability and
survivor’s benefits to over 13 million
workers and their families.

Last year this House and this coun-
try had a 10-year estimated $5.6 trillion
unified surplus, which included $3 tril-
lion in non-Social Security surplus.
But how times can change. In less than
a year, $4 trillion of that surplus is now
gone due to tax cuts, the downturn in
our economy, and the war effort.

The greatest tragedy is not simply
the diminution of the surplus, but also
the fact that the proposed budget now
before us in this House diverts $1.4 tril-
lion of the Social Security trust fund
and $556 billion from the Medicare
trust fund to pay for spending and new
tax cuts.

I have supported and continue to sup-
port tax cuts, specific tax cuts, but not
tax cuts that undermine our ability to
honor our promises and commitments.
I support, as do so many Members of
this House, a fiscally responsible plan
for our Federal budget, a plan that rec-
ognizes the current health of the Social
Security trust fund, while also recog-
nizing the need in the future to protect
it.

Because of the current strength of
the trust fund, we have an opportunity
before us as a Nation that we will not
have too much longer to protect the re-
serves that will be vital in ensuring the
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program’s survival for future genera-
tions. The question today is when are
we going to stop talking about saving
the Social Security trust fund and fi-
nally do it.

Legislation has been proposed, but no
action has been taken. We continue to
use duplicitous accounting to hide the
real deficits this country faces in the
coming years when the largest genera-
tion in American history, the baby
boomers, begin to retire.

It is hard for me to understand how,
in what is obviously the most success-
ful and popular Federal program ever
conceived, how it can be subtly cut and
raided for short-term convenience. The
time has come for us as a Nation and
as a House to make the tough decisions
to save Social Security for our children
and for our children’s children.

There is a very real and looming
threat that we may not be able to meet
all of the promised obligations unless
we commit to make the prudent fiscal
choices today. As I mentioned, we have
been presented with a budget that pro-
poses a spending deficit in the Social
Security trust fund of $1.5 trillion. Be-
fore we even begin the debate on long-
term solvency of Social Security, I find
it irresponsible that the Congress is
being asked to force Social Security’s
obsolescence by raiding the trust fund
and risking the fiscal health of a sys-
tem that has been so successful. When,
I ask, are we going to make the hard
decisions of financial prudence?

I believe that we can achieve our
long-term goals of preserving our So-
cial Security system to prevent our
Nation’s seniors from falling back into
poverty while also updating and re-
forming Social Security to meet the
challenges of our modern era. It is true
the baby boomers are rapidly approach-
ing retirement. The oldest will be retir-
ing by 2008, and it is true by 2021, the
Social Security system will be taking
in less revenue than it pays out in ben-
efits. But as we proved in 1983 and as
we can prove again today, we can save
a program that has worked so well for
so many for so many years, and it is in-
cumbent upon us to make these tough
decisions.

As the recent Enron debacle reminds
us, it is critical to have a safety net in
place, and a solvent one at that, to pro-
tect seniors when they retire. As work-
ers across the country have watched
their life savings, their 401(k)s lose 24,
35, even b0 percent of their value, and
some regrettably have seen their
401(k)s and pensions evaporate alto-
gether, it is critical that Americans
know Social Security will be there to
ensure that their minimum needs are
met.

Mr. Speaker, in the last election per-
haps the most used phrase was the So-
cial Security trust fund would always
remain in a so-called ‘‘lockbox’’ unable
to be touched by the spending desires
or tax cuts of some in Congress or of
the administration. I do not believe
any American argues against making
sure that there are adequate resources
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to fighting the war on terrorism or de-
fending the home front. However, we
cannot allow the Social Security trust
fund to become the credit card on
which we charge a smorgasbord of new
spending for tax cuts.
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Mr. Speaker, today is the day, fi-
nally, in which we stand on principle as
a Congress to send a clear message to
this generation as well as the future
generations of retiring workers that
there will be, forever, a solvent, secure
and dependable public Social Security
program in this country.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN) to
also address this subject.

Mr. LANGEVIN. I thank my col-
league for yielding.

I would like to begin by thanking my
colleagues and friends, the gentleman
from Oklahoma (Mr. CARSON) and the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD), for joining me
in focusing attention on this critically
important issue. Together with a num-
ber of our esteemed colleagues, we are
declaring that we will not accept a
budget that jeopardizes Social Security
or Medicare, programs that are essen-
tial to my constituents in Rhode Island
and to Americans everywhere.

As we consider this year’s budget, we
have a choice, to preserve Social Secu-
rity and protect our Nation’s elderly
from poverty, or divert funds for this
program to less critical priorities. To
meet the needs of our country’s rapidly
growing senior population, I choose to
prioritize Social Security and Medicare
and will fight for a budget that reflects
that choice.

The administration’s budget, on the
other hand, raids $1.5 trillion of the So-
cial Security Trust Fund surplus, the
very fund Congress voted five times to
place in a lockbox to ensure its sol-
vency. This choice is unacceptable to
me, and it is unacceptable to the two-
thirds of recipients who rely on Social
Security for the majority of their in-
come and the almost 20 percent who
rely on it for their entire income.

Last year, the Congressional Budget
Office projected a 10-year non-Social
Security surplus of $3.1 trillion. Just 1
year later, the projection has plunged
to a deficit of $742 billion. The adminis-
tration uses a series of gimmicks and
unrealistic assumptions to disguise the
fact that the government will run a
much larger deficit than its budget pre-
dicts, virtually guaranteeing that the
Social Security surplus will disappear
over the next decade, leaving 200 mil-
lion Americans who currently rely on
Social Security, or will in the future,
with no financial security in their
most vulnerable years. A raid on the
Social Security Trust Fund today is a
promise to cut Social Security tomor-
Tow.

In Rhode Island, Social Security pro-
vides a vital lifeline for a significant
percentage of the population. Rhode Is-
land ranks fifth in the Nation for the
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percentage of residents over 75 and
sixth in the Nation for those over 65. In
my district alone, 110,000 people rely on
Social Security for their livelihood.
These Rhode Islanders worry about
whether Social Security will continue
to be there when they need it, and they
are tired of hearing promises from poli-
ticians that are not backed up with ac-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to stand
with my Democratic colleagues to
fight to preserve Social Security’s core
structure and ensure that we do not re-
vert to an era of overwhelming poverty
among the elderly. We have a choice. I
choose America’s seniors. I choose a re-
sponsible, honest budget that does not
sacrifice the most vulnerable among
us. I know those Members who join me
today have made that same choice. I
urge the rest of my colleagues to do
the same.

Mr. CARSON of Oklahoma. I know
the gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
LANGEVIN) has worked hard on these
issues over the last few months as well.
We appreciate his comments on the
issue.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. RODRIGUEZ) who has
also worked passionately on these
issues and whose words are always elo-
quent on this subject. Mr.
RODRIGUEZ. I thank the gentleman
for allowing us to talk about the im-
portant issue of Social Security. I also
thank the gentleman from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. LANGEVIN) for his efforts. I
know that we are all concerned. I also
wanted to take this opportunity to
thank the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD),
who is not here but I know who also is
concerned and who might join us a lit-
tle later as well as the gentleman from
Oklahoma (Mr. CARSON).

Let me just indicate that, when it
comes to Social Security, it is one of
the issues that hits home and it is one
of the areas that we forget that, during
the time prior to Social Security, we
had the largest problems that we had
regarding poverty among our seniors.
This has been one of the best programs
to alleviate poverty among our seniors.
So I am pleased to stand today and
make some comments as we reach this
critical time of reviewing and dealing
with the issue of how we respond to the
difficulties that we find ourselves in.

As a country, we are often faced with
challenging obstacles on our quest to
do what is just. The resources we have
at our disposal are not infinite, as we
all recognize. At these critical mo-
ments Americans expect their leaders
to stand strong and make decisions
that reflect all that makes this coun-
try great. Our seniors are facing a di-
lemma, one that threatens the security
and trust they have as they reach re-
tirement. We must fight to preserve
our Social Security Trust Fund and
honor our country’s commitment to
our seniors.

The President’s budget does not
honor the commitment to our seniors
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and, in turn, fails all Americans. The
President’s new budget raids the Social
Security surplus to pay for other gov-
ernment programs, not just one year
but every year for the next 10 years.
Ultimately, the President’s plan would
spend $1.5 trillion in Social Security
surplus dollars to fund programs other
than Social Security. This year alone,
$262 billion in Social Security surplus
funds are redirected. In the year 2003,
the President’s budget projects using
$259 billion. All this money would be
taken out of the trust fund and used to
fund other programs.

One of the things that bothers me
and irritates me is that we dealt with
the tax cut and at a time right now
when our first response should be in
terms of defending our homeland, tak-
ing care of the war, we are choosing to
respond to all the problems with a tax
cut, when we ought to be telling those
corporations they also have an obliga-
tion to pay for defending this country,
and our seniors should not be carrying
the burden for that to be occurring.

Now is the time for us to focus on a
long-term budget plan that will recover
as the economy recovers, returning us
to an era where we can fully protect
and even strengthen the Social Secu-
rity Trust Fund. We need to recommit
to the idea of Social Security surplus
dollars only for Social Security and
paying down the national debt. Our na-
tional debt now stands at $3.4 trillion.
Paying down the national debt will
strengthen the financing of the Social
Security Trust Fund over the long
term and will allow us to keep our
commitment to seniors.

Our seniors deserve better than a
piece of paper which attempts to guar-
antee their rights to receive benefits.
That piece of paper means nothing.
You can tell that to our veterans who
have been told that they should have
access to health care and we have not
delivered for them. This piece of paper
also will mean nothing. What we need
to do is do the right thing in our budg-
et, be able to pay down debt and be
able to take care of our seniors.

As we look, and I would hope that we
just do not look at those that are now
receiving those benefits but we reach
out and look at those baby boomers
that are getting ready to reach that
age, because they have also paid into
the fund. In addition to them, we all
recognize that the kids of the baby
boomers, what we call the baby echo,
we also need to consider the baby echo.

As we move forward on Social Secu-
rity, there are special populations, His-
panics, for example, one out of every
three Hispanics only have another pen-
sion, while one out of two Anglos have
other pensions. So there are certain
special populations out there that get
disproportionately hit and depend on
Social Security much more than other
populations, especially Hispanic
women who are the ones that are hit
the hardest and if there is any move to
privatize will be in complete jeopardy.

One of the things, and I want to
thank the Members that are here to-
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night, because we need to talk about
this. There is a great deal of talk right
now, but what is transpiring and what
is occurring already in the budget has
a direct impact on our Social Security.
I do not care, and I hate to see people
come and talk about it and then they
vote for those tax cuts that jeopardize
not only our economy but the Nation
as a whole and our fight in this war on
terrorism. We are fighting this war on
terrorism on the backs of our seniors.

Every single war we have had, we
have always had a tax. When we had
the Spanish American War, we had a
tax on phones. When we had World War
II, we had taxes. This is the only war
that we have decided to give tax cuts
to the wealthiest at the same time that
we burden our seniors by taking their
trust fund and their security from
them. So it is unfair that we do this,
but it is a good opportunity to begin to
talk about where we are at.

Once again, I want to thank the gen-
tleman for allowing me to say a few
words. I know we have some additional
colleagues that have come on board. I
thank the gentleman for his efforts.

Mr. CARSON of Oklahoma. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my friend from Texas
for his impassioned words about the fu-
ture of Social Security and the impera-
tive on all of us, especially those of us
with a real commitment to our seniors,
and to remember that so many prom-
ises to our veterans were made more in
rhetoric than in reality and that we
should not do the same thing with So-
cial Security. I thank the gentleman
for his comments.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. ETHERIDGE).

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I thank my friend
from Oklahoma for yielding and my
other colleagues who have commented.

It is easy for folks who have not been
in this body over a period of time or
who are not old enough to realize and
remember some of our folks who have
had it so tough. Those of us who under-
stand history remember that Social Se-
curity is a retirement system that has
really been a bedrock. It is really that
foundation that a lot of the other re-
tirement systems were Dbuilt on.
Whether a person has no other plan,
whether they have a 401(k), a 201(k) or
no K, we always start with Social Se-
curity. If you go to a retirement plan-
ner and they want to help you if you
have money, they still want to start
with looking at Social Security, be-
cause that is the foundation or bed-
rock.

It has been that way since President
Roosevelt signed it into law in 1935. It
has been one of the most successful
government initiatives, lifting millions
of seniors and working families out of
poverty in the 20th century.

But there was a time before Social
Security, I remember my history, when
seniors suffered in abject poverty. Too
many people could not afford the basic
human needs of food and shelter, and
even some died homeless on the
streets, far more than we see today.
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The creation of Social Security is
one of the landmark achievements, as I
have said, of the 20th century. To-
gether, we declared that seniors should
not be forced to live in Third World
poverty here in America. Together,
this Congress, I was not here, but this
Congress did it, a previous Congress.
The House and Senate, along with the
President, said that we are going to
make a compact and we are going to
make it with our seniors, seniors like
my mother and my mother-in-law, that
we are going to deal with generation to
generation. The younger generation is
going to help the older generation, and
you are not going to be left in poverty.

My mother-in-law lost her husband
when she was, I think, a relatively
young lady of 59. My dad lost his life
early on. People forget the survivor
benefit that the wives tap into. Yes,
there is a disparity now in what women
draw because they are not in the work-
force as long, but there is that provi-
sion to make it available. You cannot
buy it with any other insurance. Con-
gress in my opinion does not have the
right to break that contract.

There is no question that Social Se-
curity is facing a serious challenge.
The system has been deteriorating over
recent years in terms of money avail-
able. But we made a lot of progress in
the 1990s when we had a full economy,
we had a growing budget, we had
money available. It seems to me I re-
member last year that we were talking
about having surpluses as far as the
eye could see. What a difference a year
makes. Now we are looking at deficits
as far as the eye can see. But over the
next few decades, we must act and we
must act to make sure that it is se-
cure, that it is safe. Otherwise, we will
not be holding up our end of that com-
pact.

There are those, including the people
who served on the President’s commis-
sion, who feel that privatizing Social
Security is the answer to this problem.
I respectfully disagree. Last year, when
the President appointed his commis-
sion on Social Security, that commis-
sion, I think, was stacked and stacked
with members, every one, who wanted
to privatize it.
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Now, if you want to privatize, that is
one thing; but do not do it to the folks
without letting the people involved be
involved in it. There should have been
on that commission beneficiaries.
There should have been minorities on
it, there should have been women,
there should have been seniors. In the
end, the commission offered only three
flawed plans to privatize Social Secu-
rity and failed to provide any kind of
plan to restore the solvency of the sys-
tem.

In that regard, I cannot support any
privatization plan that would jeop-
ardize the retirement security of our
seniors and working families, because
for many families in America, that is
the only security they have. The recent
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Enron scandal clearly demonstrates
that we cannot allow the retirement
security of our working Americans to
become the victims of unrestrained
corporate greed and mismanagement.

Social Security was designed to be a
safety net, a safety net, and a compact
between generations, as I said earlier,
not a privatized vehicle of massive
wealth for some and massive poverty
for others.

Some would say, well, you know,
look at what the stock market has
done. Look at those who had 401(k)s
last year and 201(k)s this year, and
some of them may have zero(k)s if they
have it in the wrong stock. That is just
absolutely not what Social Security
was meant to be; and there are many
problems, in my opinion, with
privatizing Social Security.

First, if you take money out of the
trust fund to put in private accounts,
then you weaken the system. One of
the plans offered by the President’s
commission would remove $1.5 trillion,
that is with a T, from the trust fund
over 10 years.

Privatization also means benefit
cuts. Another of the commission’s
plans would have reduced the benefits
promised to future retirees by as much
as 46 percent. Every privatization plan
that I have seen thus far has what is
called a ‘‘clawback’ provision. That
means in a privatized system bene-
ficiaries will not receive both the full
value of their private accounts and,
along with that, their full Social Secu-
rity benefit, so you lose something.
That is not the commitment that was
made.

In addition, a system based upon in-
dividual accounts would also dispropor-
tionately hurt women because they
would suffer from low account deposits
and likely lose their spousal benefits,
because, for a lot of women, that is
how they step up to higher incomes.
Minorities would be literally short-
changed because private accounts
would erode the progressivity of the
system. Finally, the transitional costs
associated with privatization puts the
system solvency and the retirement se-
curity of those who depend on it at risk
at a much more rapid pace.

The majority in this House now pro-
poses to issue what are called certifi-
cates to Social Security recipients. I
call them sham certificates. That re-
minds me last year they also sent out
letters, the administration did, to folks
and said you are going to get a tax cut,
$300 or $600. I held a town hall meeting
a little over a month after those letters
went out and this lady came in and she
was quite upset. She had been expect-
ing that $600, she and her husband
were. They did not tell her you had to
pay so much in income taxes. They
said you are going to get the check.
She got $3 and some change. She lost
her job and had to sell her car to keep
her family together.

This Congress has a responsibility
not to play charades and sham games,
not to be playing gotcha and ideology.
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We have a responsibility to do the peo-
ple’s business. People who draw a So-
cial Security check do not want games
being played. They want their check,
they want their money, and they want
that contract and commitment to be
there. People count on their Social Se-
curity benefits too, and these certifi-
cates would only be worth no more
than the paper they are written on, be-
cause if the other stuff is not worth
anything, it is sort of like the locked
box. You know, you can lock a box, but
what happened to the locked box? It is
about having the integrity to tell peo-
ple the truth and then following
through and doing it.

We can find something better to do
with the $10 million we are talking
about using to send worthless certifi-
cates. Folks in my district learned the
hard way to be skeptical when they are
promised something that they know
does not come through.

I, like my other colleagues who have
been on the floor this evening, am will-
ing to work with anyone in good faith
to strengthen the bedrock that is So-
cial Security; but we really must put
aside partisan gimmicks and ideolog-
ical differences, like certificates that
are not worth the paper they are writ-
ten on, or privatization plans that only
make Social Security budgetary prob-
lems worse. We really ought to have a
major study, if we are really serious
about doing what we ought to do for
the people, and bring the people to the
table.

I was really disappointed last year
that no one from this body was on the
commission. If you are going to get
something done, you ought to have
Members of Congress involved who ul-
timately are going to have to be in-
volved in the process. I urge all my col-
leagues in this House to get serious
about Social Security reform if we are
going to do it, because the time is here.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Oklahoma for putting together this
Special Order this afternoon. This is an
important issue. It is important not
just to the people who are now drawing
Social Security; it is important to a lot
of folks who ultimately are going to be
drawing it. But, more importantly, it
is important to the young people who
are paying into it. They have a right to
know that we are going to keep that
commitment and that contract that
has been made over generations to
them as they pay in. And it has to get
beyond gimmicks, and who has got the
best idea to play gotcha with or get
ready for the next election.

It is about good policy, not good poli-
tics. It is about doing what is right for
our seniors, people like my mother and
mother-in-law and their friends and
others like them all across America
who depend on Social Security every
month. If the stock market is up, they
get their check. If the stock market is
down, they get their check. They do
not worry about where the stock mar-
ket is. They know that the United
States Government stands four square
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behind the commitment it made, and
we as Members of this Congress have
that same solemn obligation that
Members who have stood here before us
had, and we cannot drop the ball now.

I thank the gentleman for putting to-
gether this Special Order and allowing
me a few minutes to participate in it.

Mr. CARSON of Oklahoma. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to thank the gen-
tleman from North Carolina for his
well-informed comments, and I also ap-
preciate the fact that he brought up
the ill-conceived nature of sending cer-
tificates to millions of seniors and
Americans out there, certificates that
provide no new rights and are not an
enforcement mechanism for any exist-
ing rights, all at the cost of more than
$10 million, all of this in a year when
our budgets are strapped and so many
very meritorious projects are going to
have to go unfunded and left on the
drawing room table. So I thank the
gentleman for his comments and thank
him for being here this afternoon as
well.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to yield to
someone who is equally impassioned
about the subject of Social Security,
the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms. KAP-
TUR).

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from Oklahoma
(Mr. CARSON) for bringing us together
for this very important discussion and
also want to compliment the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
ETHERIDGE) for doing such a fine job in
simplifying what could be a com-
plicated debate.

I wanted to add my words this after-
noon to the very important issue of So-
cial Security, probably the premier
program of the last century, that
helped lift one-third of the Nation out
of poverty. Even today, if you think
about many of our seniors, certainly
women, the majority receive checks in
a month that average maybe around
$5650, $580 per month. Social Security
for them is not pocket change; it is a
lifeline. Without Social Security and
Medicare, they simply could not sur-
vive.

So you would think America, during
this period of the stunning collapse of
Enron, would have learned an impor-
tant lesson, and that certain Members
of this Congress who are trying to tin-
ker around with Social Security would
have learned an important lesson, and
that is that the vagaries of the market
and the private sector’s penchant for
gambling with other people’s money is
no substitute, can never be a sub-
stitute, for the rock-solid guarantee of
Social Security, an insurance program
and a disability program. Any one of
us, any one of our family members, can
be struck by a disability. Social Secu-
rity is the social safety net for this
country.

Yet what we see in the Bush adminis-
tration’s proposal in the wake of Enron
is not retirement security, but retire-
ment insecurity. In fact, the lockbox
that the gentleman from North Caro-
lina (Mr. ETHERIDGE) referenced, where
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we all promised we would not touch the
Social Security trust fund, in that in
fact that trust fund would be there to
pay dollars, the billions of dollars to
our seniors across this country this
year, next year, and as the baby boom
generation retires, what the Bush ad-
ministration is actually doing is tak-
ing these dollars and giving them
away; and it is giving them away by
the billions.

How is that actually happening? It is
happening because this trust fund is
being borrowed from now to pay tax re-
bates to some of the wealthiest and
most profitable corporations in our
country, not just this year, but over
the next 10 years.

If you think about who is getting the
benefit, let us take a look at Enron. If
you look at the tax proposals that were
passed here in this House, which I did
not support, what they essentially
meant was that we are taking money
from the trust fund, and we are giving
it to companies like Enron.

Enron, unless we stop it, is going to
be getting rebates, rebates that basi-
cally are transfers from the trust fund
which are the accumulated savings of
the American people, taken out of
every worker’s check, and put there for
their parents or grandparents. Those
dollars are being transferred, not by
the thousands, not even by the mil-
lions, but by the billions, which is the
amount that is in the trust fund; and if
you take Enron, for example, just in
the years we are serving here, the first
3 years they probably will get $350 mil-
lion in rebates.

Guess where that comes from? It
comes from the one source of accumu-
lated savings that the American people
have, and that is the Social Security
trust fund. So my aunt in Toledo and
maybe your grandmother in Chicago,
those savings that are there are being
transferred because of consolidated ac-
counting.

The Republican Party has invaded
the lockbox that we promised would be
there in perpetuity. Overall, the num-
bers show that the Congressional Budg-
et Office projected a 10-year non-Social
Security surplus of $3.1 trillion; and
now, just 1 year later, that projection
has plunged to a deficit of $742 billion,
almost $1 trillion. So the surplus that
had existed technically in the annual
budgets has been turned almost over-
night into a deficit, and the borrowing
is continuing from the Social Security
trust fund.

Now, Enron just does not get a little
bit. I mean, $350 million in rebates,
that is one-third of $1 billion. None of
my relatives can even imagine how
much money that really is. But that is
what is going on here. And if there is
any program that has marked the
Democratic Party, and in fact it is one
of the reasons I am a Democrat, is be-
cause of this Social Security program.
It meant the difference for our grand-
mother between the poor house and
being able to live out her final years in
dignity. It was very meager, but at
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least it was something. It was some-
thing. To see this program violated for
the likes of a chief executive officer
like Ken Lay is absolutely abhorrent to
me.

If T look at other corporations that
are benefiting and the money coming
out of the Social Security trust fund
and going to them, we can look at Gen-
eral Electric, because General Electric
is one of the companies that is not just
going to get millions. Enron is going to
get millions; General Electric is going
to get billions out of the Social Secu-
rity trust fund.

With the changes in the alternative
minimum tax, it means that all of
these little tax breaks and loopholes
that the very well-paid accountants
from companies like Arthur Andersen
can find for these large corporations,
they are going to get rebates through
the Social Security trust fund, which
sounds incredible because we were sup-
posed to have put it in a lockbox and
not touched it, and yet it is being
drawn down to give money back to
really the wealthiest people in our
country and the wealthiest interests.
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And they are not having trouble.
These companies like General Electric,
they are not going bankrupt. Now,
Enron went bankrupt because of
wrongdoing, criminal wrongdoing, it
appears. And many of these other cor-
porations, take Chevron, take Texaco,
we are not talking about pennies, we
are talking about hundreds of millions
of dollars. The Social Security Trust
Fund is being invaded to give nearly
$200 million to Texaco, three-quarters
of a billion dollars to Chevron. Think
about that. Think about the transfer of
wealth that is occurring.

So some people are saying, well, let a
senior family or someone who is going
to be of retirement age someday, let
them put money aside. We just have to
encourage responsibility in the Amer-
ican people. How do we do that on min-
imum wage? How do we do that when
we do not earn a minimum wage? How
do we do that when we have no health
benefits?

Yesterday I sat in the Committee on
Veterans Affairs thinking about this
Special Order tonight and the fact that
we were taking money out of Social Se-
curity Trust Fund to give it to some of
the wealthiest corporations in the
country, and we have a proposal from
the Bush administration to charge vet-
erans for prescription drugs. Now, we
have always had a $2 copayment for
various prescriptions, and many of our
veterans average 10 prescriptions per
month. What the Bush administration
is doing is raising that copayment to $7
per prescription which, per month,
would be $70, with a cap annually of
over $850 for prescription drugs for vet-
erans.

I am sitting there and thinking, well,
is this not interesting. We hear all of
these patriotic speeches on behalf of
our military; and yet, when it comes to
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serving those who have put their life
on the line, then, as they are very el-
derly and unable to fend for them-
selves, they say, now you have to pay
additional money for prescription
drugs. Is that what Lincoln had in
mind when he said we would care for
the veteran, his widow, his orphan? Is
that the promise? Was it a false prom-
ise that was made?

So what we see happening is, why are
we charging for prescription drugs for
veterans, for those who have created
and preserved the freedom that we
have here in this country? Why are we
charging them? Because we have to
borrow. We have to take the money
that should be placed into paying for
those pharmaceuticals for those who
have served our Nation. We are giving
it away. We are giving it away to
Enron in rebates, we are giving it away
to General Motors in rebates, we are
giving it away to Chevron in rebates,
we are giving it away to IBM in re-
bates. That is where the money is
going.

So I want to say to the gentleman
from Oklahoma (Mr. CARSON), I am
really very pleased that he has taken
the leadership in pulling this together
today, because this truly is; this is not
a tangential issue for the Democratic
Party, this is the core of the Demo-
cratic Party.

I was here in 1983 when we saved So-
cial Security. It was the key issue in
the election of 1992, along with the re-
cession. We were able to reconstitute a
healthy Social Security Trust Fund
which served us well into this millen-
nium. I am certainly one Member that
will do nothing to weaken the system.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to be a Dem-
ocrat. I am proud to be holding the So-
cial Security Trust Fund in our hands,
and we literally do, and preserving it
for the American people for this gen-
eration and generations to come.

I thank the gentleman again for giv-
ing this time this evening and urge him
on in his efforts to inform the Amer-
ican public and to re-create that
lockbox permanently.

Mr. CARSON of Oklahoma. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to thank the gen-
tlewoman from Ohio for her comments
today. She is quite right in saying
that, if the American public is wise,
the upcoming election will be about
this important issue, the most success-
ful social program the United States
has ever had. A social program that
once, in 1935 when seniors were the
poorest group in America, has lifted
them out of poverty, so that those peo-
ple in retirement no longer have to
worry about making basic ends meet.
Indeed, the election and this entire de-
bate about the future of Social Secu-
rity is between those people who would
preserve this important program and
those people who, in the name of re-
form, seek to dismantle it.

It is so important that people watch-
ing this today and those people who are
across America and are going to be
casting their ballots recognize the im-
portance of Social Security. It is not as
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a 401(k) program is, it is not as a pen-
sion program is at a private business.
Those programs are important; and I in
Congress, along with my colleagues,
have voted to make those more acces-
sible to our retirees. We should encour-
age people to invest and to save on
their own. But the genius of Social Se-
curity has been always that it is a pro-
gram below which we allowed no one to
fall, a safety net, below which no one
was allowed to fall. We can make good
on the promise of retirement and the
harvest of a bountiful life.

————

SOCIAL SECURITY: AMERICA’S
MOST IMPORTANT GOVERNMENT
PROGRAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CRENSHAW). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2001, the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
DEMINT) is recognized for 60 minutes as
the designee of the majority leader.

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate being here today to continue the
discussion on this important issue, the
issue of retirement security for Amer-
ica’s seniors.

There has been a lot of discussion
about the need to have an honest de-
bate. I think that is very important.
But we cannot have an honest debate
when we have one side who is just criti-
cizing with no plan, and our side who
has been working diligently to develop
a plan to guarantee benefits for today’s
seniors as well as to improve the Social
Security system and guarantee even
higher benefits for the next generation.

It is important that we recognize
that Social Security is America’s most
important government program. It is a
sacred promise to the American people.
It is a Social Security contract that we
cannot ignore.

Social Security is a plan that Repub-
licans believe in, and we think that it
cannot only make Americans free and
secure, but it can secure our future in-
definitely if we plan correctly. But we
cannot have an honest debate, again,
with a side that is full of critics, but no
plans.

The Democrats at this point have put
forward no plan to improve and save
Social Security in the future. This is
something we must challenge every
day.

About two-thirds of retired Ameri-
cans get their primary source of in-
come from Social Security. It is too
important to leave to chance. So our
purpose here today is to talk about So-
cial Security as it is and how it needs
to be, how we can guarantee the bene-
fits for today’s seniors and improve the
program for tomorrow.

In order for that to happen, there has
to be more truth about the current So-
cial Security program. It will not do to
give a lot of statistics and a lot of mis-
representations.

We just heard the gentlewoman
speaking of money coming out of the
trust fund to go to corporations. This
simply is not true. We want to refute
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these things today and tell Americans
the truth about Social Security.

The first thing we need to do before
we begin the debate is to stop this
shameful frightening of senior citizens.
The gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
GEPHARDT) was on the floor last night
and talked about a secret plan to re-
duce benefits after the election. They
say we do not need to issue a written
guarantee to seniors. We must issue a
written guarantee if the other side con-
tinues to say that this plan is in jeop-
ardy, that their benefits are in jeop-
ardy. One moment they are saying it is
a rock-solid investment; the next mo-
ment they are saying that someone is
going to take it away from seniors.

We have a plan to tell every senior
citizen in writing that their benefits
are guaranteed. The current Social Se-
curity program will meet the promised
benefits of today’s senior citizens.
They do not need to worry that any re-
form plan will change that. The Presi-
dent has said that he will consider no
plan that reduces benefits for current
seniors or those near retirement. The
plans introduced by Republicans, none
of them reduce benefits for seniors. The
plan that the Democratic side has,
which is no plan, means that we will
continue with the program that we
know is going bankrupt.

We need to tell people the truth. The
first part of that truth is to reassure
our seniors that no one will reduce
their benefits.

The next thing we need to do is to
clarify for today’s workers the true na-
ture of this Social Security system.
The other side has just suggested that
it is the only accumulated savings pro-
gram for many Americans. Yes, it is
the only savings program for many
Americans. The problem is that, even
though over 12 percent of everything
workers make goes into Social Secu-
rity for their retirement, not omne
penny of that is saved for their retire-
ment. All of that money is spent on
current retirees, paying down debt, or
other government programs. The cur-
rent Social Security system is not set
up in a way that allows it to accumu-
late savings.

So, again, we work all of our lives.
Many Americans, 20 percent, who do
not live over 65, lose everything they
put into Social Security, because there
is no accumulated savings.

We need to guarantee benefits to to-
day’s seniors, but for today’s workers,
we need to tell the Social Security Ad-
ministration something very simple
and something Americans already
think that we are doing for them. We
tell the Social Security Administra-
tion to start saving some of the money
that workers are putting into the So-
cial Security program. We do not need
to privatize anything. The same Social
Security system, the same structure,
the same payroll withholding, can con-
tinue just as it is. The only difference
is is we begin to save some of that
money for the future retirement of to-
day’s workers. We can do that without
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compromising in any way the security
and benefits of today’s seniors.

There are several reform plans on the
Republican side, and I want to talk
about one today that the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. ARMEY) and myself
have introduced here in the House.
This is a plan that answers many of the
questions that were posed by the other
side, who has no plan. This plan is
called the Social Security Ownership
and Guarantee Plan.

Let us talk about the words ‘‘owner-
ship’’ and ‘‘guarantee.” Today’s Social
Security program, while it may be the
only savings program for most Ameri-
cans, saves no money for seniors. We
need to start saving and allow individ-
uals to own their Social Security re-
tirement account. At the same time,
we need to tell every American that no
American will ever receive less from
Social Security under the DeMint-
Armey plan than they would have re-
ceived under the existing plan. They
have a choice not to leave the current
plan at all. So they can stay where
they are, or they can begin to save
some of the money that is coming out
of their paycheck for their retirement.

What will happen over the next 20, 30,
40 years is my children and folks in
their 20s and 30s will begin to accumu-
late large sums of money in a personal
Social Security account that guaran-
tees them that they will have at least
as good or better benefits than the cur-
rent system. So instead of retiring
after a whole life of putting money into
Social Security, under the DeMint-
Armey plan, Americans will retire with
hundreds of thousands of dollars in a
Social Security savings account that is
theirs. It can be turned into a monthly
income and can be used to pass on to
their children and grandchildren.

We need to recognize that for many
poor working Americans the only op-
portunity for them to leave something
to the next generation is from Social
Security, and the way Social Security
is set up today, all of one’s benefits die
with them. They have no opportunity
to pass along anything that one puts
into Social Security.

The DeMint-Armey plan allows indi-
viduals to save, to invest in safe invest-
ments, in government bonds, and to
have the money they need for retire-
ment and money to pass on to the next
generation.

Perhaps even more importantly, the
DeMint-Armey plan recognizes that we
need to set aside even more of the in-
come for the working poor so that they
will have enough when they retire to
have their own income as well as
money to leave. The DeMint-Armey
plan allows folks at the lower income
level to keep a larger part of their pay-
roll withholding. They do not take out
any more taxes. The taxes stay exactly
the same. But they put up to 8 percent
of their total salary into the savings
account so that, when they retire, they
will have something of their own.

This is a plan that helps the poor, it
helps seniors, it helps America. Be-
cause what changes with this DeMint-
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Armey plan is, when the next genera-
tion arrives at retirement, they are no
longer dependent on the government
for their income.
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They do not have to listen every elec-
tion that somebody is going to take
their income from them, or there is
some secret plan to reduce benefits.
They will have their own retirement
account, their own retirement income.
Many Americans will be wealthy from
the Social Security system.

There are a lot of folks trying to
frighten us today, to say if this money
is saved that somehow they will not be
as secure. We need to remind Ameri-
cans that if they have no savings and
they are totally dependent on politi-
cians to give them a retirement in-
come, they are not secure at all. In
fact, they will continue to be fright-
ened and manipulated, like we have
heard today.

It is critically important that we
talk about the truth, that we debate
real plans for Social Security reform,
and that we do not continue the cha-
rade of the other side that nothing is
wrong and nothing has to be changed.
If we do not change Social Security,
within 30 years benefits will be cut
nearly 30 percent. Those cuts will con-
tinue, along with increases in payroll
taxes over the years. That will happen
in about 2038.

Social Security is a promise of the
future. This is not a problem that we
cannot solve. In fact, it is an incredible
opportunity for us as a Congress to re-
shape the Social Security program in a
way that makes people not only secure
but makes them free and independent
in retirement. It gives the poor an op-
portunity to save and pass along
wealth to the next generation. This is
the opportunity that we need to give to
the American people during the debate
on Social Security.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. PENCE).

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman, not only for yielding to me,
but for his leadership on the issue of
Social Security reform in this Con-
gress.

Mr. Speaker, this Congress has a re-
sponsibility to inform the American
people that Social Security faces seri-
ous financial problems in the not-too-
distant future. We cannot afford to sit
idly by while our Social Security sys-
tem continues to mirror corporations
that have become insolvent, like ones
that have made their way onto the
front pages of America’s newspapers.

At present today, there are four
workers supporting every one bene-
ficiary on Social Security. By the year
2020, that ratio will dwindle to two
workers for every one beneficiary.
Americans will either have to endure
enormous payroll tax increases or sup-
port systemic reform.

I am here today, along with the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
DEMINT) and other colleagues, to stand
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in support of systemic and visionary
reform that even includes the idea of
personal retirement accounts. Mr.
Speaker, the personal accounts pro-
posals that are being debated in Con-
gress today are completely voluntary,
and, I would offer and emphasize, com-
pletely safe. Investments would be
made in highly diversified companies
plus government and corporate bonds,
a popular pension plan among many
Members of Congress.

If it is an option for those of us in
this Chamber, it should certainly be an
option for American taxpayers. Let us
give workers real ownership of their
Social Security by making it free from
the influence and political control of
Congress.

But Mr. Speaker, let us move on to
some of the myths from the left that
are hovering above our Social Security
system today, and it makes this Spe-
cial Order and this time on the House
floor so urgent and so important as a
beginning in this debate.

Myth number one: the President’s
budget raids Social Security. I offer
that this is absolutely false. The Presi-
dent has proposed a budget well suited
to this unique moment in American
history when our country is at war, our
homeland and our citizens have been
attacked, and our economy is weak.
This budget is an appropriate blueprint
to craft our response to the challenges
before us. In fact, Mr. Speaker, the So-
cial Security trust fund continues to
grow under the President’s budget. It
provides for every penny of current law
benefits and full cost-of-living adjust-
ments.

Myth number two: last year’s tax
cuts in some way threatened Social Se-
curity. Again, Mr. Speaker, this is en-
tirely false. Last year’s tax cuts have
not affected the Federal Government’s
ability to pay benefits, and the trust
fund remains unchanged.

Some of those in this debate can and
will continue to point to tax cuts as a
threat to Social Security, but the
truth lies in the simple demographics
of an aging population. Eliminating
tax cuts will not improve worker-re-
tiree ratios. It will not encourage sen-
iors to delay retirement. It will not en-
courage workers to save more for their
own retirement.

Myth number three: Social Security
reform will somehow erode the trust
fund. In fact, that, again, Mr. Speaker,
is false. Research indicates that the
creation of the proposals for personal
retirement accounts actually increase
benefits for retirees well above what
the current Social Security system
could ever imagine to pay. Without
these accounts, today’s workers could
face as much as a 30 percent cut in ben-
efits when they retire.

The research is accurate, and the
myths have been dispelled. We as a
body must now move in the direction
of offering a plan; and the Republicans,
Mr. Speaker, have a plan. We will save
Social Security from its bankruptcy
and the course upon which it is headed
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in the next 20 years while guaranteeing
that current retirees receive their
promised benefits.

Let me say again, Mr. Speaker, 1
think it is absolutely imperative, and I
extol the leadership of the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. DEMINT) and
others in this Chamber who have said
we as leaders in this country in both
political parties should make an af-
firmative statement to the American
people that we will meet our obliga-
tions in the Social Security system;
that what people expect to receive
from Social Security in income and in
benefits they will receive, and no less.
I believe the time has come for us to
make this imperative statement clear
to the American people, and perhaps
this Congress will do so this year.

This leadership and this majority
will ensure that workers are allowed to
earn higher benefits than under cur-
rent law, as we have before. We will
give workers ultimately real ownership
of Social Security when reform finally
arrives. We will enable younger work-
ers to build wealth through voluntary
participation in their own personally
owned accounts that they can pass
along to their heirs. We will preserve
the important disability and survivors
components of the program. We will re-
duce the financial burden on children
and grandchildren. We will improve the
rate of return for all beneficiaries.

Mr. Speaker, the Good Book tells us
that if anyone does not provide for his
relatives, and especially for his imme-
diate family, he has denied the faith
and is worse than an unbeliever. I sub-
mit today that we must, in this coun-
try, make it more possible for more
Americans to not only provide for
themselves but to provide for their
families.

We do that through strengthening
Social Security today. We do that
through strengthening the people’s
confidence in the commitments that
this government has made to Social
Security, that we will meet those com-
mitments, that income and benefits
from Social Security will remain firm,
and we will also keep the promise of
Social Security alive, Mr. Speaker, by
being a reform Congress; by recog-
nizing that if we simply allow Social
Security to continue along its way,
that it is headed for the shoals.

But if we will step in with the leader-
ship that the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. DEMINT) has provided in
this Congress, that our majority leader
continues to provide, and that other vi-
sionary leaders in this Congress have
offered in this area, I am altogether
confident that there will be one bright,
shining day when we will have a Social
Security system in America that builds
wealth rather than dependency; a So-
cial Security system in America that
engenders confidence about those re-
tirement years for all Americans; a
bright, shining future when some day,
Mr. Speaker, perhaps Americans would
not look longingly to the Capitol dome
hoping that their retirement security
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would be in place, but rather, they
could look to themselves. They could
look to their own retirement accounts.
They could look to a system, and they
could look to statements with their
own resources, and be confident on
their future because of the resources
that they have placed in that trust.

It is a vision, it is a long-term vision;
but it begins, I submit today, as the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
DEMINT) has laid out so eloquently, it
begins with a promise. It begins with
strengthening the commitment that
this Congress has to maintaining the
income and benefits of Social Security
at the level of expectation that Ameri-
cans have today.

Once we reiterate this Congress’s and
this government’s commitment to So-
cial Security, once we have laid the
foundation of confidence with the
American people, then we will lead
with reform that will ensure not only
Social Security for our parents but
also for our peers and for their children
and for our grandchildren for years to
come through much-needed reforms.

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman. It is so refreshing to
hear someone dispel the myths; to talk
about the need to guarantee benefits,
to talk about real ideas that cannot
only guarantee the benefits for today’s
seniors, but to guarantee that no
American will ever receive less from
Social Security than is promised by
the current system.

This is leadership, and I want to
thank the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
PENCE) for being here today and help-
ing us dispel the myths. We no longer
need to listen to the fear tactics, to the
manipulation.

Surely the other side does not want
us to issue a guarantee because they do
not want seniors to know that their
benefits are safe, because in the up-
coming election, Mr. Speaker, they
want to run these ads that tell the sen-
iors that someone is going to take
their Social Security from them.

I can guarantee today’s seniors that
as long as President Bush is in the
White House and the Republicans are
leading the Congress, that no American
will ever receive less from Social Secu-
rity than is promised by the current
system.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman for yielding
to me, and I thank him for doing this
Special Order.

If we can convey one message, it is
that Social Security has real problems.
I think the temptation in a political
election year is for anyone that comes
up with suggestions on how to solve
Social Security, how to keep it solvent,
to criticize them, to maybe win some
points from seniors by scaring seniors
that their retirement benefits might be
in jeopardy with any change.

Mr. Speaker, I have a couple of
charts. This chart represents the com-
plications of the increased cost of Med-
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icaid, Medicare, and Social Security.
So as we see, the percentage of the
total gross economy of the country,
which is now around 7 percent, is going
to go to about 15 percent in terms of
the cost of these particular programs.
Trillions of dollars does not have a
great deal of meaning for most Ameri-
cans, and probably not for most Mem-
bers of Congress; but the unfunded li-
ability of Social Security right now in
today’s dollars is $9 trillion. That
means we would have to take $9 tril-
lion, put it in a bank account with a
return of approximately 4 percent to
accommodate the money that we are
going to need over and above the FICA
tax, the money coming in, the Social
Security tax, to pay Social Security
taxes in the future. That is if we do
nothing.

So if there is one message that the
gentleman has been so successful in
conveying, and many of us have tried
to pitch in, it is the fact that the cost
of doing nothing is so much greater
than trying to reform the program and
get a better return on some of those
dollars. This just represents the por-
tion of Social Security as it consumes
the current budget. So it is one of the
biggest expenditures; 21 percent of ev-
erything that government spends is
now spent on Social Security.

Here is the danger. The danger is not
doing anything, and we will wait until
the last minute and then increase taxes
and reduce benefits. That is what this
country has done several times since
1934, because this Congress, in very
emotional, vulnerable areas such as So-
cial Security, waits until the last
minute. They wait until it is almost a
catastrophe, running out of money, and
then they do something. Here is the
something that they have been doing is
raising taxes.
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On this chart you see in 1940 the rate
was 2 percent on the first $3,000; and
the maximum tax was, of course, $60 a
year. By 1960 they raised the rate again
to 6 percent on the first $4,800. In 1980
they raised it to 10.16 percent on the
first $25,900; and in 2000 it is 12.4 per-
cent. In 2000 it was on a base rate of
76,200. Today it is 86,000. So it is 12.4
percent of the 86,000. So as the number
of workers has declined in relation or
in the ratio to the number of seniors,
then you charge those existing workers
more and more.

So we have got that kind of demog-
raphy facing this country. In 1940 there
were about 40 workers for every one re-
tiree. Today there are three workers
for every one retiree. And they expect
in the next 25 to 30 years it will be two
workers for every one retiree. The tre-
mendous burden on those two workers.
And what we are suggesting now, no-
body is suggesting privatization, pri-
vatization is a word that the
demagoguers use to try to scare people.

Every plan that I have seen by every
Republican, including some of those
that are joined in by Democrats, have
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a Social Security program that gives
the protection of benefits to current
and future retirees. The challenge is
can we get a little better return than
no return at all on the money. Right
now, with a little extra surplus coming
from the Social Security tax, it is put
into government bonds; and when in-
terest accrues, another IOU is written
but there is no real money. So in 2016
when the revenues coming in from So-
cial Security tax are less than what is
sent out to pay benefits, look, every-
body needs to know there is no account
with your individual name on it as an
American worker that gives you any
entitlement to Social Security bene-
fits; and that should be obvious over
the past years when we have simply in-
creased taxes and reduced benefits.

If we can get some of that in indi-
vidual workers’ names and limit it to
certain kinds of indexed accounts, that
is what the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. DEMINT) does in his bill,
that is what I do in my bill, then you
own it. If you die before you are 65,
then it goes into your estate because it
is your money. Right now if you die be-
fore you are 65, you get $225-or-some-
thing death benefits.

Can we get a better return on the
money? And how dangerous is it to
keep putting this bill off? I chaired the
bipartisan Social Security Task Force
last session, and I introduced four So-
cial Security bills since I came here in
1993 that were to keep Social Security
solvent. Every term, every session over
the last 9 years that I have introduced
a bill, it had to be a little more drastic.
And if we continue putting this off,
then it is going to be that much more
drastic later on.

It is going to cost a lot of money to
pay benefits. We are going to pay bene-
fits. The question is can we save al-
most 20 percent of the cost by changing
the programs now and getting some
real return on that investment.

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for taking the time to
understand the problems with the So-
cial Security system and to tell the
truth about it. But even more impor-
tantly, for taking the time to develop a
plan to make Social Security better in
the future. That is what has been miss-
ing in this debate, truth about the cur-
rent program and a plan to make So-
cial Security better in the future and
to guarantee the benefits. That is what
we need to bring to this honest debate
that has been requested by the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. GEPHARDT)
is a plan in truth.

Again, I want to thank the gen-
tleman. I want to thank the Speaker. I
want to thank everyone here for recog-
nizing the importance of the Social Se-
curity program, but to also recognize
that it is Republicans that have a plan
to guarantee the future of Social Secu-
rity. Our head is not in the sand as the
other side’s is. We are not denying that
there is a problem.

We are recognizing the problem, but
we are developing plans to guarantee
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that no American will ever receive less
from Social Security than is promised
by the current program. And we want
to put that in writing, and we want it
put it down in a plan that will last.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DEMINT. I will yield to the gen-
tleman from Michigan.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Just to em-
phasize the point, we talk about the
magic of compound interest. I paid my
grandson to come in and paint the
fence. And I said, Look, will you put
this $36 in a Roth IRA? He said, Geez,
Grandpa, I want to put this in an ac-
count and buy a car with it when I am
old enough. So I explained to him,
Look, if you put this $36 in an IRA it
doubles almost every 8 years. So I fig-
ured it out and projected it out so at
age 65 he had $70,000 that that money
would be worth because of the magic of
compound interest; and if he waited an-
other 7 years to age 72, then it would be
worth $140,000. He said, Gosh, Grandpa,
that is good; but could I just put most
of it towards the car and a little bit to-
wards the Roth IRA?

So the magic of compound interest is
what can make today’s workers that
are modest or median income retire as
rich people. That is what we are trying
to do is having something more than
just Social Security but promise the
Social Security, but then have the op-
portunity with the magic of compound
interest to have retirees gain even
more in their retirement years.

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman, although I do think he
should have paid his grandson more
than $36. But he makes an excellent
point. If Americans knew that even the
poorest worker, if we start now for
those in their 20’s and 30’s, they will all
have several hundred thousand dollars
that is theirs that can be turned into a
monthly income for their own retire-
ment security, but even more impor-
tantly, to have some additional income
for their retirement, to pay off a house,
to help children or grandchildren. We
need to help the poor of America de-
velop wealth that they can pass on to
the next generation and Social Secu-
rity is that only opportunity.

We have plans to help them save
more and at the same time guarantee
that their retirement income will al-
ways be as much or more than the cur-
rent Social Security system.

This has been a great start to the dis-
cussion. You will hear more from the
Republicans because it is the Repub-
licans that have the plans, and it is the
Republicans that will tell you the
truth.

———

SOCIAL SECURITY, WOMEN’S HIS-
TORY MONTH, AND PREVENTING
RECIDIVISM

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TIBERI). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2001, the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) is
recognized for 60 minutes.
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Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
must confess that I have been intrigued
with some of the discussion that has
taken place relative to Social Security
and what we need to do with it. And I
count myself as one of those who be-
lieve that our Social Security system,
which was actually developed and gen-
erated by Democrats, a Democratic
President, of course, undergirded much
of it; and, of course, Democrats want to
preserve and protect it.

I am one of those who believe that at
all costs we must, in fact, protect and
preserve our Social Security system as
we have known it. But that is not what
I really came to talk about this
evening. As a matter of fact, I have two
things that I am going to discuss.

WOMEN’S HISTORY MONTH

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Last month we
praised our forefathers as we observed
President’s Day, and this month is
Women’s History Month. And as it gets
underway, I want to recognize some of
the outstanding women; women who
dared to be first; women who strove for
equality and social justice; women who
not only broke ceilings but shattered
spheres in pursuit of rights that should
have been inalienable at the time, and
whose contributions continue to pave
the way and continue to inspire others.

Of course, Mr. Speaker, as you know
I am from Chicago, a city that is rich
in women pioneers and trailblazers in
both the past and the present. One such
woman that I would like to mention is
Ida B. Wells, who founded the first
black female suffrage club in Illinois as
well as the first kindergarten in a
black neighborhood.

Ida B. Wells was born in 1862, was a
slave for the first 6 months of her life,
and spent the remainder of her life
fighting for civil and economic rights
for African Americans and for others.
Declaring that one had better die fight-
ing against injustice then die like a
dog or rat in a trap, Wells crusaded
against lynching and segregation until
her death in 1931.

Another outstanding Chicagoan and
another outstanding pioneer in the suf-
frage movement was labor activist Syl-
via Woods, who was a pioneer in civil
rights, a woman that I got an oppor-
tunity to actually know. During World
War II she held the union organization
drive at Bendix Aviation. She spent
much of the 1940’s organizing the
United Auto Workers Local 330 and for-
mulating the UAB resolution against
sex discrimination. Following the war,
she assisted women who were laid off in
Chicago and co-founded the National
Alliance Against Racism.

However, at present there are future
history makers who are also making a
tremendous impact on the lives of citi-
zens in Chicago and throughout the Na-
tion. Exemplary individuals from today
include Reverend Addie Wyatt, Rev-
erend Willie Taplin Barrow, Dr.
Johnnie Coleman, and Ms. Mamie
Bone, as well as a number of others.

Reverend Addie Wyatt has the dis-
tinction of having had active involve-
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ment with the three major movements
of the 20th century: labor, civil rights,
and women’s rights. Her Ileadership
roles in labor were the international
vice president of the United Food and
Commercial Workers International
Union, and she broke ground as the
first female local union president of
the United Packing House Food and Al-
lied Workers and as international vice
president of the Amalgamated Meat
Cutters and Butcher Workmen of North
America.

One of the most eloquent spokes-
persons I have ever heard, Addie Wyatt
also played a founding role in Oper-
ation Breadbasket and Operation
PUSH, as well as her work with Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr., illustrates her
commitment to civil rights.

Her involvement in the women’s
movement has also generated a number
of worthy achievements. Reverend
Wyatt is a founding member of the Na-
tional Organization of Women and in
the early days was appointed by Elea-
nor Roosevelt to serve on the Labor
Legislation Committee of the Commis-
sion on the Status of Women. During
her distinguished career, she advised
Presidents Kennedy, Johnson and
Carter and other important leaders on
these causes.

She and her husband, Reverend
Claude Wyatt, currently serve as pas-
tors emeritus of the Vernon Park
Church of God in Chicago, which they
helped to develop and which stands as
a monument to their tremendous reli-
gious and spiritual leadership.

Reverend Dr. Willie Taplin Barrow is
the co-chair of Rainbow/PUSH Coali-
tion. She is well known for breaking
barriers in a male-dominated profes-
sion. She is an ordained minister and
on the Governor’s Committee on the
Status of Women in Illinois. She is a
member of the Democratic National
Committee, is a dynamic preacher and
inspirational speaker, and travels all
over the world motivating, stimu-
lating, activating people to realize
their own potential for not only self-
sufficiency, but the potential that they
have to help shape and mold the soci-
ety of which they are a part.

Almost any Saturday morning you
can encounter Reverend Barrow at Op-
eration PUSH where she co-leads that
organization along with its founders,
the Reverend Jessie Jackson.

Another fine citizen of Chicago is
Reverend Dr. Johnnie Coleman, some-
times referred to as the first lady of
the religious community. She is the
founding minister of Christ Universal
Church where 4,000 people go to hear
her words of wisdom and healing every
Sunday.
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To her credit, Reverend Coleman has
several organizations in Chicago; the
Universal Foundation for Better Liv-
ing, Incorporated, the Johnnie Cole-
man Institute, and the Johnnie Cole-
man Academy, as well as a book of
teachings entitled ‘“‘Open Your Mind
and Be Healed.”
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Also, an outstanding minister is Rev-
erend Jennie Pettis, who is the founder
and pastor of the Family Altar Evan-
gelistic Church. In a relatively short
period of time, the Reverend Pettis and
her parishioners have built a brand new
edifice, which they expect to inhabit
during the spring of this year.

Chicago is a magnificent city, a tre-
mendous city. I represent a Congres-
sional District that is one of the most
diverse in the Nation. It includes down-
town Chicago, the Gold Coast, the Mag-
nificent Mile, outstanding museums
and universities, 23 hospitals, 4 medical
centers, 4 medical schools, almost any-
thing that one can imagine. But also in
that landscape, of course, I represent
Chinatown, I represent Greek Town, I
represent what is called Little Italy, a
great Italian community, and I rep-
resent the Ukrainian Village.

I also represent a large percentage of
the public housing in Chicago, more
than 68 percent; and as the chairperson
of the Central Advisory Council, Ms.
Mamie Bone fights for the residents of
public housing. She currently serves as
a member of the CHA Board of Com-
missioners and continues to champion
and continues to work and advocate for
the employment, security and safety of
public housing residents.

Other individuals who provide leader-
ship in public housing are people like
Deverra Beverly, who is the chairman
of the local advisory council at the
Abla Public Housing Complex. Also,
Ms. Cora Moore at Cabrini-Green, and
Ms. Carolyn Willingham. Both provide
tremendous leadership in the Cabrini-
Green complex. Ms. Maner Wiley and
Lorena Nellum at the Hilliard Homes.
Ms. Gloria Williams at the Nazariah
Safe Haven. Ms. Brenda Bolden in the
Lawndale area. Ms. Cora Dillard in
Robert Taylor. Ms. Deborah Martin
and Ms. Mildred Dennis in Robert Tay-
lor. Ms. Mary Baldwin at Rockwell
Gardens. Ms. Francine Washington at
Stateway Gardens. Ms. Beatrice Harris
at Wentworth Gardens. And, of course,
Ms. Shirley Hammond, who has devel-
oped a business in the Cabrini area and
represents the senior housing on the
north side of the city; and Ms. Martha
Marshall, who represents the Senior
Housing Central and has developed a
business which is part of the business
development activity for the area.

The last woman that I will mention,
as we talk about outstanding Chicago
women, is one of great historical sig-
nificance. Jane Addams, the mother of
social work, Nobel Peace Prize recipi-
ent, and an individual extolled by
President Franklin Roosevelt as Chi-
cago’s most useful citizen.

Jane Addams established Hull House,
Chicago’s first settlement house for the
underprivileged in 1889. Hull House
quickly became an innovative place for
gathering, learning, obtaining a free
meal, gaining employment, and even
organizing union activity. She later be-
came a vocal advocate for women’s suf-
frage and humanitarian causes in the
early 20th century and reasoned that
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“‘civilization is a method of living and
an attitude of equal respect for all peo-
ple.”

She held leadership positions in sev-
eral key organizations throughout her
life, including the National Progressive
Party and the International Congress
of Women. Fortunately, Jane Addams
was not destined to always be a suf-
fragette, never a voter. She lived until
1931 and saw an American woman’s
right to vote become a reality in 1920.

In closing, Jane Addams also saga-
ciously stated that national events de-
termine our ideas as much as our ideas
determine national events. Indeed,
Women’s History Month is a national
event which celebrates the ideas of our
Nation and the spirit and triumph of
the women’s movement; and so it
makes sense for us to stop, to pause, to
realize and to recognize the tremen-
dous contribution that women have
made and continue to make in the de-
velopment of this country.

REINTEGRATING EX-OFFENDERS INTO SOCIETY

I think I will shift at this time a bit,
Mr. Speaker, and talk about an issue
that I think is one of the most serious
issues facing our country, and that is
the issue of successfully reintegrating
ex-offenders back into the normalcy of
society; that is, successfully reinte-
grating ex-offenders back into normal
life after they have been incarcerated,
after they have served time and are
now looking for a way to become, one
might say, normal again.

On February 7, I introduced what is
now called the Public Safety Ex-of-
fender Self-sufficiency Act of 2002. The
Public Safety Ex-offender Self-suffi-
ciency Act amends the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to reflect an ex-of-
fender low-income housing credit to
encourage the provision of housing, job
training, and other essential services
to ex-offenders through a structured
living environment designed to assist
the ex-offenders in becoming self-suffi-
cient.

The United States Department of
Justice, the National Institute of Jus-
tice, said in November of 2000 that in
the United States, and I quote them,
“There are virtually no systematic,
comprehensive approaches to dealing
with reintegrating ex-offenders.”” This
is a comprehensive legislative initia-
tive that will address recidivism, cost
of crime to victims, and public safety.
Let us see if we can make the case.

The problem of successfully reinte-
grating ex-offenders back into normal
life is one of the major issues facing
low-income and minority communities
throughout the Nation. It is a serious
public safety issue that requires seri-
ous public attention. While 5 percent of
the world’s population lives in the
United States, 25 percent of the world’s
prison population are in United States’
jails and prisons. Nationally, the
United States Department of Justice
reports that there are now over 2 mil-
lion people in State and Federal pris-
ons, more than a threefold increase
since 1980.
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This year, more than 600,000 people
will leave prison and return to neigh-
borhoods across the country. The prob-
lem of ex-offenders impacts all levels of
our society. In 1998, there were 225,700
veterans held in the Nation’s prisons
and jails, 56,500 Vietnam War era vet-
erans, and 18,500 Persian Gulf War era
veterans. The Justice Department re-
ports that 20 percent of those veterans
in prison or jail reported seeing combat
duty during their military service.

As of November 2000, 45,617 adults
were incarcerated in Illinois prisons.
During that same period, 29,120 were on
parole. We have even looked at a study
prepared by Claritas and commissioned
by the Stein Family Foundation that
70 percent of men between the ages of
18 and 45 in one particular Chicago
community are ex-offenders. In Amer-
ica, the poor and people of color are
more likely to be incarcerated. Fifty-
three percent of people warehoused in
our Nation’s prisons earned less than
$10,000 a year prior to incarceration.

Although the minority population is
approximately 13 percent, 66 percent of
the Nation’s prison population are peo-
ple of color. Nearly 4.6 million adult
men and women were on probation or
parole at the end of 2000, an increase of
almost 70,700 during that year. While 52
percent of those on probation have
been convicted of committing a felony,
46 percent were convicted of mis-
demeanors. Of the offenders on parole,
97 percent had been sentenced to incar-
ceration of more than 1 year. Accord-
ing to the Soros Institute, 72 percent of
those entering State prison for the
first time were nonviolent offenders.

Studies indicate that the median
education level of released prisoners is
11th grade. In addition, three-fourths of
those reentering prison have a history
of substance abuse. Not surprisingly, 16
percent suffer from mental illness.

According to the U.S. Department of
Justice Bureau of Justice statistics, at
the end of 2000 State prisons were oper-
ating between full capacity and 15 per-
cent above capacity, while Federal
prisons were operating at 31 percent
above capacity.

As our Nation’s prison population ex-
plodes and prison operating costs sky-
rocket, little is done to prepare these
adults for reentry. In fact, the National
Institute of Justice reports that 14
States have abolished discretionary pa-
role and the parole boards that histori-
cally managed prisoner reentry.

There is a shortage of vocational,
educational and substance abuse pro-
grams in prison. In fact, like States all
over the country, Illinois recently cut
the post-GED programs. According to
the sentencing project, more than
100,000 prisoners are being released
each year without any form of commu-
nity correctional supervision.
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The recidivism rate remains high,
and studies show that a direct correla-

tion between homelessness and recidi-
vism exists. The Chicago Continuum of
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Care reported that 6.5 percent of re-
spondents noted that release from jail
was a contributing factor for homeless-
ness. In addition, 7.1 percent responded
that release from incarceration was the
primary factor for homelessness. Ac-
cording to the U.S. Department of Jus-
tice, 62 percent of those released from
State prisons will be rearrested within
3 years, and 40 percent will be reincar-
cerated, including many for technical
violation of parole.

In 1997, the Illinois recidivism rate
for African Americans exceeded the na-
tional norm: Dblacks, 48.2 percent;
whites, 35.7 percent; Hispanics, 30.9 per-
cent; and others, 28 percent. A stag-
gering 36.4 percent returned due to a
new sentence. Ex-offenders that are
truly interested in reintegrating back
into community life, interested in find-
ing employment and taking care of
themselves and their families, locating
housing, going to school, oftentimes
have no place to go. There are very few
second chances.

What happens to a man or woman
who cannot find an employer willing to
give them a second chance, refused
TANF benefits, cannot receive sub-
sidized housing, educational or medical
assistance? We have seen over and over
again that they return to prison. We
hope to convince the Nation that by
supporting these initiatives we begin
the process of, one, saving ourselves;
two, protecting our persons and prop-
erty; three, reducing the human and
capital costs of recidivism; and, four,
we begin to seriously impact in a posi-
tive way the quality of life for every-
one.

Neighborhoods across the Nation are
absorbing the economic and social cost
of reintegrating hundreds of thousands
of ex-offenders back into society each
year. In 1991, the Bureau of Justice re-
ported that the cost of the justice sys-
tem per resident was $299. In 1996, the
Department of Justice reported that
the cost of crime to victims rises to ap-
proximately $450 billion a year, or
$1,800 per man, woman, and child.

That is to say if we could find a way
to seriously reduce crime, reduce re-
cidivism, provide opportunities for
these individuals to become self-suffi-
cient, to learn a trade, develop a skill,
go to school, get a job, then not only
are we providing for them, but we are
in reality helping all of America. Ac-
cording to a poll commissioned by the
ACLTU, people across the Nation are not
satisfied with the current prison sys-
tem. In addition, the poll released in
July 2001 found that six in 10 Ameri-
cans believe that it is possible to reha-
bilitate a nonviolent offender. Other
key findings of the ACLU poll support
alternative punishments for many non-
violent offenses. In addition, 69 percent
of respondents believe that prisons
should be required to teach skills. That
is, individuals ought to be able to de-
velop to the extent that when they
leave a correctional facility they are in
better shape than they were when they
first went in.
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As these men and women transition
from incarceration to freedom, what
they need most are comprehensive re-
entry solutions. What they find instead
are often cold stares, unreturned phone
calls, and closed doors. The jobs are
like an old man’s teeth, few and far
apart. Housing is scarce, and other so-
cial services are in most cases non-
existent for the serious and earnest
men and women desirous of working to
clean up their act and transition into
productive citizens.

Mr. Speaker, with the implementa-
tion of this bill nationally, the recidi-
vism rate just might decrease. Preven-
tion, treatment, and rehabilitation are
just as important as incarceration.
These men, women, and children al-
ways must live in some communities.
Increased public safety is a primary
concern of communities and neighbor-
hoods all over the country. In the Sev-
enth Congressional District of Illinois,
Ex-offenders Task Force representing a
broad group, including representatives
from national and local civil rights or-
ganizations, community-based organi-
zations, ex-offenders, academicians,
law enforcement officials, elected offi-
cials, community activists, faith-based
organizations, block club residents,
businesses and community residents,
are all in serious collaboration to try
and find direction and, hopefully, solu-
tions.

The Public Safety Ex-Offender Self-
Sufficiency Act addresses several seri-
ous needs and barriers this population
must overcome in order to successfully
reintegrate. Through the efforts of the
task force, we confirmed that housing
still remains a key barrier. In fact, se-
cure and safe and affordable housing is
a stabilizing force for the formerly in-
carcerated.

From Los Angeles to New York and
in Chicago, ex-offenders are deterred
from a fresh start, a second chance.
These men and women face countless
legal barriers. In Chicago, for example,
ex-offenders are prohibited from living
in public housing and from working in
many public agencies. In Illinois, ex-of-
fenders are prohibited from working in
57 occupational categories without
some form of waiver. Nationally, ex-of-
fenders that are convicted of drug of-
fenses after 1996 are unable to receive
Pell Grants.

According to a 1998 NACRO study, 13
percent of prisoners were homeless be-
fore their sentence, and 34 percent had
lost homes because of prison. As a re-
sult, half the sample were therefore at
risk of being homeless on release. The
study also notes that prisoners that are
released homeless are much more like-
ly to offend or to reoffend. In addition,
a housing research study, ‘“The Hous-
ing Needs of Ex-Prisoners,” identified
three factors to determine whether ex-
offenders succeeded in retaining their
homes: one, the quality of family rela-
tionships; two, the availability of hous-
ing entitlements; three, current finan-
cial status.

The study also noted that ex-offend-
ers face other problems in rehousing
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which includes access to independent
mainstream accommodations, arrang-
ing housing accommodations other
than in hotels prior to release, and
very few ex-prisoners agree to live in
hotels or homeless shelters because of
concern about recidivism.

But the issues are much broader than
housing alone: Federal Pell Grants,
expungement, jobs, health care.
Through our legislative initiative, we
are looking at reintegrating ex-offend-
ers from a holistic perspective, trying
to address factors while acknowledging
that affordable and available housing is
an overarching need. This legislation
will help to meet that need. But the
other thing about this legislation is
that it is cost effective. It is not de-
signed to just ask the government or
somebody to provide grants. It really
uses the low-income housing tax credit
system that we are all familiar with
where States receive credits based
upon population.

In this instance we simply take the
number of ex-offenders who are re-
leased to a particular State, and then
provide credits to that State based
upon its number of ex-offenders. Pri-
vate developers will be encouraged to
develop the housing that is needed
which they must hold for 15 years.
After 10 years, they will have recouped
the money that they have invested so
it makes good business sense, good
business sense for the private devel-
opers who will develop the housing
that is needed; good business sense for
the communities who will have help in
aiding their ex-offenders; and good
business sense because it will help a
category of individuals to become self-
sufficient, contributing members of so-
ciety who then will be in a position to
give rather than to take, will be in a
position to become substantial helpers,
to make America become what Amer-
ica has the potential of being.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues, 1
urge business and industry, I urge so-
cial workers and social scientists all to
get behind this legislation because I
believe that it could provide hope for
the hopeless and help for the helpless.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS).

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding, and I con-
gratulate the gentleman for touching
on an issue of enormous consequence
that does not get the attention that it
deserves, that is, we have in this coun-
try the largest per capita rate of incar-
cerated people; and I think the evi-
dence as the gentleman has just indi-
cated is very clear that we do not do a
good job of reintegrating those people
into society. The result is an enormous
amount of pain, human destruction,
and a great deal of expense to the
American taxpayer.

Mr. Speaker, what I want to touch
on, and the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. DAVIS) might be interested in this
issue, is another issue that does not get
a great deal of attention, and that is
the increasing concentration of media
ownership in the United States today.
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In my view we cannot be a vibrant
democracy unless the people get infor-
mation, unless the people know what
the most important issues are that are
facing them. I fear very much that in
recent years what we have seen is
fewer and fewer large, multinational
corporations own and control the
media of this country. We are seeing
huge corporations like General Elec-
tric, like Disney, like Rupert
Murdoch’s News Incorporated control
major television networks. We have
seen fewer and fewer large companies
control radio outlets so that increas-
ingly it is difficult for people in var-
ious communities to get local news be-
cause their local radio stations have
been bought up by large national orga-
nizations.
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We see in terms of newspapers and in
magazines fewer and fewer large cor-
porations controlling those as well.

I think people are not aware of the
degree of corporate ownership of the
media in this country and the fact that
recent court rulings will make that sit-
uation even worse and allow fewer and
fewer large companies to own more and
more of the media.

Some of the largest media conglom-
erates in this country are AT&T, AOL
Time Warner, the Liberty Media Cor-
poration, Viacom, Walt Disney Cor-
poration, the News Corporation, Gen-
eral Electric, Vivendi, Bertelsmann
and Sony. And if you add together
what these 10 corporations own, one
would be absolutely amazed to the de-
gree that they own television, radio,
newspapers, magazines, book pub-
lishing, movie companies and so forth.

A concern that I have is that, given
this corporate control over the media,
the American people get relatively lit-
tle discussion about some of the most
important issues facing this country.
For example, Mr. Speaker, I am not
aware that most Americans know that
the United States of America today is
the only industrialized nation on earth
that does not have a national health
care system guaranteeing health care
to all people and yet we spend twice as
much per capita on health care than
any other nation. Some people may
think national health care is a good
idea. Some people may think it is a bad
idea. But I wonder how much discus-
sion there has been on corporately con-
trolled media or on the radio stations
pointing out that every other industri-
alized nation has a national health
care system and we do not. That is an
issue that should be discussed.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. I yield to the
gentleman from California.

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend from
Illinois for yielding. I would like to lis-
ten attentively to my friend from
Vermont for just a couple of minutes,
and then I would like to briefly, if the
gentleman has time, respond to the
question that the gentleman just
posed.
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Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, what
are some of the most important issues
facing the vast majority of the people?
The President of the United States
seems to think that the most impor-
tant issue is that we give huge tax
breaks to the wealthiest people in this
country. In fact, as a result of recent
legislation passed here, some $500 bil-
lion over a 10-year period are going to
be given in tax breaks to the wealthi-
est 1 percent, people with a minimum
income of $375,000 a year.

Maybe there are some districts in
this country where that is the most
important issue, but it is not the case
in Vermont, I doubt it is the case in
Chicago, and I doubt that it is the case
in most districts in this country.

I will tell you what some of the
issues are that the American people are
concerned about. They are concerned
about health care and wondering why
44 million Americans do not have
health care and why we are the only
major country without a mnational
health care program while we spend
twice as much as any other country per
capita on health care. They are won-
dering about why pensions are being
cut for working people all over this
country, health care benefits are being
cut for workers all over this country,
while the CEOs of major corporations
now earn 500 times what their workers
earn.

There are some people who may
think, hey, that is a good idea. No
problem. No problem that the United
States has the most unfair distribution
of wealth and income in the industri-
alized world, where the wealthiest 1
percent own more wealth than the bot-
tom 95 percent. No problem.

But I just met with paralyzed vet-
erans in this country who were in my
office saying, why can we not put more
money into the Veterans’ Administra-
tion so we take care of the men and
women who put their lives on the line
to defend this country? Some people
think that taking care of veterans,
putting money into education, putting
money into child care, paying off our
national debt, might be more impor-
tant than giving huge tax breaks to
millionaires and billionaires.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SANDERS. I would be happy to
yield.

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for
yielding.

Let me just say at the outset, as far
as the first question that my friend
posed about the control that the large
media has had in preventing people
from having the opportunity to engage
in a debate on whether or not we
should have a nationalized health care
system, I would say very clearly, my
friend from Vermont and I have to-
gether appeared on a number of fora on
television programs that are provided
because the technological advances
that have been made in this country
due to large investments that come
from those in the media providing a
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wide range of choices for the American
consumer and the television viewer to
engage in debate.

Mr. SANDERS. Let me reclaim the
time from my friend. I have appeared
on national TV programs, I am going
to be on one tonight, as a matter of
fact, but the issue of why the United
States is the only country in the world
without a national health care system
has never been the topic of discussion
on any program that I have been on
and I doubt any program that my
friend has been on.

Mr. DREIER. Let me give my friend
a little bit of advice. I have found, from
having appeared on the different CNN
and Fox News Channel and MSNBC
programs, you can provide whatever
answer to whatever question you have.
I know that my friend who is so com-
mitted to bringing up the issue as to
whether or not we should have a na-
tional health care system, that he can
engage in that debate regardless of
what question that they are posing to
him.

Mr. SANDERS. Taking my time
back, my friend is right. I can probably
get 15 seconds into the debate before a
moderator jumps in.

Let me ask my friend a question. I
am glad that he is here.

Mr. DREIER. If I could just raise one
more issue before you pose that. That
is, that we at this moment, and I know
that as chairman of the Committee on
Rules that we are not to address those
who might be outside of this Chamber
viewing it, but because of techno-
logical advances that have been made
in this country due to investment that
has taken place into a wide range of
new and innovative and creative areas,
we are able to have this coverage car-
ried beyond this Chamber. I think that
by virtue of our having a discussion
right now on this issue that my friend
raises is a very important one, that has
come about because of the level of cre-
ativity that exists in the TUnited
States.

I should say that it is a complete
mischaracterization to say that we are
not committed from this side of the
aisle or in a bipartisan way to dealing
with the concerns of veterans, because
we have dramatically increased the
level of funding for veterans. At the
same time, the focus on education and
health care continues to be a priority.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PENCE). Respectfully, the Chair would
remind Members that the time is con-
trolled by the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. DREIER. I thank the gentleman
from Illinois for yielding to me.

Mr. SANDERS. 1 appreciate my
friend from California being here. This
is a good discussion.

The issue that I wanted to pose is,
yes, I can get on national shows and I
occasionally do, but we have a prob-
lem. Let us talk about the radio for a
second. I would characterize the United
States as being kind of a centrist coun-
try, not right wing, not left wing, kind
of centrist. In the last election, as you
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know, Gore and Nader got more votes
than did Mr. Bush and Mr. Buchanan,
by a few million votes. Kind of a cen-
trist country.

If you turned on talk radio today,
would my friend agree with me that
what you would hear is one extreme
right winger after another right winger
after another right winger? So that
even a moderate or progressive voice,
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
DAvIs) and I are probably progressives,
we know that our people are not going
to have a radio station with Rush
Limbaugh and his friends out there,
Gordon Liddy and all these other folks
out there.

But is it somehow interesting, I
would think it is somehow interesting,
that a country which is basically cen-
trist, that one talk radio show after
another is dominated by not right
wingers but extreme right wingers.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. I yield to the
gentleman from California.

Mr. DREIER. I thank the gentleman
from Illinois for yielding.

I would say the answer is, number
one, it has to do with the market and
the listenership. The fact is those pro-
grams would not be on were it not for
the fact that there is a demand for that
listenership. I would say that there are
other programs that are out there that
do, in fact, offer a perspective. I con-
sider myself to be very progressive my-
self, I should say.

Mr. SANDERS. You are a progres-
sive?

Mr. DREIER. I consider myself a pro-
gressive, yes.

Mr. SANDERS. If you are a progres-
sive, then I would hate to see who is
conservative, with all due respect.

Mr. DREIER. It all depends on the
definition. But I will tell you that I
clearly do believe that there are a wide
range of opportunities out there for
voices from any side of the issue in this
country.

Mr. SANDERS. I have suggested to
you, and you do not deny it, that in the
last election more people voted for
Gore and Nader than voted for the
President and Mr. Buchanan, sug-
gesting that we are somewhat of a cen-
trist country. You say that the reason
is the market.

Mr. DREIER. I did not say that. That
is not what I said.

Mr. SANDERS. That is exactly what
you said. These stations are there.
They are listened to by the people. But
I am suggesting that it is not the mar-
ket. The people in this country want a
variety of viewpoints. Talk radio is
predominantly extreme right wing. It
is extreme right wing because the sta-
tions are owned by conservative multi-
national corporations.

Mr. DREIER. If the gentleman will
yield on that point, that is just a pre-
posterous claim, to say that it is based
on the ownership. The programming
that has come forward and the demand
for more conservative talk radio is in
large part due to a level of frustration
that the American people have with
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what is interpreted by many to be a
leftward tilt for the control of what is
called the mainstream media.

Let me just say, I am not one of
those harsh critics who says that. I
happen to believe that we need to do
everything we can to encourage a free-
flowing debate on a wide range of
issues and concerns. But I will say this.
I know full well that the ownership of
the media out there does not play a
role in the editorial comment when it
comes to the talk show messages that
are getting out there.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Reclaiming
my time, let me suggest this, that own-
ership determines who the commenta-
tors are; and so in a sense you cannot
discount the impact of ownership on
what ultimately becomes the direction
and content. I find that people listen to
those stations more often that they re-
late to. And so if they relate to the
right-wing station, that is where they
are going to go. And so if the owner
hires a right-wing commentator, then I
would have to agree with the gen-
tleman from Vermont, that ownership
does play a role in what ultimately
gets on.

Mr. DREIER. If my friend would
yield on that point, I would say that
there clearly is a leftward tilt by a lot
of the ownership, then.

I represent Los Angeles. A lot of peo-
ple in southern California spend a great
deal of time in their automobiles. I will
say that I, as I know my friends from
both Vermont and Illinois, participate
on these programs. There are a wide
range of programs that are carried by
people who my friend from Vermont
would describe as progressive or very
liberal. I am happy to participate on
those shows. I can name them for you
in Los Angeles.

Mr. SANDERS. There are a diversity
of viewpoints. There is no argument
about that. But I would say any objec-
tive look at what goes out there, say,
in terms of talk radio, is that the tilt
is not only right but extreme right.

Mr. DREIER. I disagree.

Mr. SANDERS. You would be hard-
pressed to name national progressive
radio talk show hosts. We could name
one of the Limbaughs of the world ad
nauseam on the right. But the bottom
line is, as the gentleman from Illinois
just indicated, when you have a multi-
national company like General Elec-
tric, what is General Electric’s shtick?
What do they do?

Mr. DREIER. The gentleman has
asked the question, what does General
Electric do? I am happy to tell you
what they do.

Mr. SANDERS.
please.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair reminds Members that all time is
controlled by the gentleman from Illi-
nois.

Mr. DREIER. I suspect the gen-
tleman from Illinois wants the gen-
tleman from Vermont to continue.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. I yield to the
gentleman from Vermont.

If I could finish,
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Mr. SANDERS. The bottom line here
is that one has got to be very naive not
to understand that companies like
General Electric that spend millions of
dollars on lobbyists here to take jobs
to China, that send money to lower
their taxes, that send money to build
nuclear power plants, to increase mili-
tary spending and so forth are not
going to, within the confines of what
they own, present that point of view
and discourage discussion on a whole
lot of other issues.

If you are a member of a trade union
in America, you make 30 percent more
than workers who are not in a trade
union. Frankly, I have never seen that
discussion on television or radio in my
life, an enormously important issue
like that. The growing gap between the
rich and the poor is discussed far, far
too little.

I am not going to deny that there are
different points of view that are heard.
But I think the bottom line is, no ques-
tion, that corporate ownership of this
country is growing in terms of the
media and that we are hearing fewer
and fewer points of view that represent
working people, middle-income people
and minority people.
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Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman will yield further, let me to-
tally disagree with the assessment that
my friend from Vermont has just pro-
vided. For starters, I do not think I
have ever owned a share of stock in
General Electric, and I have no idea
whether I have received contributions
from their lobbyists here. I suspect
some of them may have contributed to
my campaigns.

But I happen to believe that compa-
nies like General Electric have dra-
matically improved the quality of life
for the people in the United States of
America, and I say that because it is
very clear that consumer products, re-
gardless of where they are manufac-
tured in the world, that are sold here
in the United States, the best quality
at the lowest possible price, is some-
thing that is very good for the United
States of America.

I know that we have the most pro-
ductive workers on the face of the
Earth; and when it comes to tech-
nology, the United States of America is
on the cutting edge, creating a wide
range of new technologies. This is one
of the reasons that I was so proud to
work on behalf of Trade Promotion Au-
thority, so that we can pry open new
markets around the world which will
create an opportunity for goods and
services here in the United States to be
able to move into those economies in
other parts of the world.

When it comes to the issue of owner-
ship, I am convinced that with cable
television, with the multifarious radio
programs that are out there rep-
resenting a wide range of views, and I
know from having talked with many of
the owners, they do not exercise con-
trol over much of the programming.
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Some of them may be more sympa-
thetic than some of the others; but I
will tell you, we happen to believe that
the editorial pages of the New York
Times and Washington Post have a
leftward tilt, and I think the success of
talk radio on the conservative side is
in large part a response, a response, to
a level of frustration that many Ameri-
cans have felt over the message that
has come from the New York Times
and the Washington Post editorial
pages.

So I happen to believe that we have
some wonderful, wonderful things tak-
ing place in this country; and we need
to do more to encourage creativity.
And the idea of having the government
clamp down, jeopardizing the oppor-
tunity to pursue new technologies,
which it will take investment to do,
would just plain be wrong.

I have to go upstairs, but I thank my
friend for yielding; and I very much ap-
preciate the opportunity to engage in
this discussion and look forward to
again another free-flowing debate with
hundreds of thousands of people fol-
lowing us as we talk about whether or
not we should have a national
healthcare system.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Reclaiming
my time, I think both gentlemen
would, in fact, have to agree that in
our country and in a democracy like
ours, we live often by the golden rule;
but we also have to acknowledge that
whoever has got the most gold, most
often makes the rules. And I am afraid
that too much of the gold is becoming
concentrated in too few places, which
really means that corporate ownership
is becoming too powerful; and when it
does, then it makes for a skewed de-
mocracy or a more one-sided decision-
making process, and it needs to be bal-
anced off a little bit, which really
means that more people need to be-
come part of the ownership of America,
rather than too few people owning too
much.

If that is the thesis that the gen-
tleman from Vermont is promoting,
then I would agree with him, and yield
for further amplification.

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, I think
my friend said it very, very well. This
is a great Nation, and we have enor-
mous things to be proud of. But I re-
main very, very concerned that fewer
and fewer people own more and more of
our economy, own more and more of
our media, while, at the same time, the
average person that the gentleman and
I represent are working, in many cases,
longer hours for lower wages just to
keep their heads above water.

But the point of my remarks tonight
was not just to talk about the economy
and ownership in the economy, but was
to talk about the media; and my deep
concern is that the American people
are not hearing all points of view; that
corporate ownership of the media is
preventing a large segment of ideas
which represent the thinking of many,
many Americans from getting out
there, and I think that is not good for
our democracy.
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Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. I thank the
gentleman, and, reclaiming my time, I
would have to agree. I would even go
beyond just the media. I mean, one of
the reasons, for example, that I am so
much in favor of employees reaching
the point where they exercise more
ownership of where they are and where
they work is because the more you
spread the ownership, the more you
open up the process; and the more open
the process, the greater the potential
for this commodity that we call democ-
racy. I think that is what we are con-
stantly striving for, a more democratic
Nation, where more people are engaged
and are part of the decision-making.

I want to thank the gentleman for
coming down.

Mr. SANDERS. I thank my friend for
allowing me to participate.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
SENATE AMENDMENT TO H.R.
3090, ECONOMIC SECURITY AND
RECOVERY ACT OF 2001

Mr. DRIER (during special order of
Mr. DAvis of Illinois), from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 107-367) on the
resolution (H. Res. 360) providing for
consideration of the Senate amend-
ment to the bill (H.R. 3090) to provide
tax incentives for economic recovery,
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

———
PRICE SUPPORT PAYMENT
LIMITATIONS
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PENCE). Under the Speaker’s an-

nounced policy of January 3, 2001, the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH)
is recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, the agricultural industry in the
United States over the last 100 years
has contributed a great deal. As we de-
velop this year’s farm bill, we are now
trying to decide, number one, how
much should we pay in terms of tax
subsidies to farmers, tax dollars going
into subsidies to farmers, to make sure
that the agricultural industry in the
United States survives.

Farmers are facing record low prices
compared to the last 20 years. In fact,
in terms of what a bushel of wheat
would buy, the wheat price today is
much lower than it was 50 years ago.

What kind of policy do we want in
the United States? We are now in a
subsidy war, if you will, with other
countries. Other countries have decided
they are going to do anything nec-
essary to keep their farmers operating,
so they are subsidizing their farmers in
these other countries substantially.
Their extra production from Europe,
from these other countries, go into
what would otherwise be our markets,
so the resulting overproduction from
all over the world results in low com-
modity prices, and the low commodity
prices today would not keep most
farmers in business.
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Subsidies in the United States rep-
resent about 17 percent of the gross in-
come of the average farm. The average
net income of an average farm is
around 6 percent. So, again, without
the subsidy payments, most farms in
the United States would lose money
every year.

Now, the irony is that farmers do not
like to have this subsidy check coming
from the government. They would
much rather have a real marketplace,
where there was real competition
throughout the world, where they
could compete and make good money
farming. And make no mistake, our
farmers in the United States can com-
pete, if you will, excuse the expression,
on a level playing field, with any other
agricultural producers in the world in
most commodities.

Our challenge right now is the Sen-
ate has passed one farm bill, and the
House has passed another farm bill,
substantially different in the concepts
of where they want agriculture to go
and what they want in the farm bill.
That includes rural development, that
includes the environment in rural
areas, that includes the WIC program
for food for infants and pregnant moth-
ers, that includes the Food Stamp pro-
gram.

Just as a footnote here, let me say
how we have changed the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture over the last 50
years. USDA, that part of USDA that is
involved in production agriculture,
with farmers, now represents only
about 25 percent of the total budget of
the U.S. Department of Agriculture.

I am here tonight to talk about pay-
ment limitations to some of the huge
mega-farmers in the United States.
The Senate in their bill had provisions
that incorporated a level of payment
limitations in the hope that some of
the large mega-farms would have some
kind of a cap, some kind of limit on the
payments they received, so there would
be more money for what I would call
the average mainstream farmer in the
United States and some of the other
programs in the agricultural bill.

We passed an agriculture bill back in
1996 that pretty much everybody sup-
ported. All of the farm organizations
thought it was a good idea. What that
was is the Freedom to Farm, and it was
a phase-out of government subsidy pro-
grams. So over 7 years, the subsidy
payments to farmers went down and
down, and then in the eighth year
farmers were supposed to produce
strictly for the market.

What happened is the economy in
Asia was tremendously disrupted and
their purchases went down, and we had
a glut of extra farm production; so
prices went down, and even with the
one subsidy phase-out payment, farm-
ers were going broke, going out of busi-
ness, going bankrupt.

Now we are developing this new farm
legislation, and the question before us
is should we have payment limitations
on how much money any one farm op-
eration can receive in payments from
the Federal Government.
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Let me give you one statistic. Right
now, the top largest 5 percent of the
farms receive 49 percent of the pay-
ments. Five percent almost receive
half of all the payments. Some have
suggested, look, we do have limits on
payments. The fact is that we do not
have real limits of any kind on price
support payments.

Let me just spend a minute on price
supports. In our farm programs, what
we have is we say to a farmer that to
cover at least their fixed costs, that we
will guarantee a certain price, and if
the market is less than that particular
price, government will make up the
difference between the current market
price and what the Congress has
thought to be a price that will at least
cover most of the fixed expenses of that
particular farm producing that par-
ticular crop.

Just for the record, let me throw in
those price support payments. The na-
tional average now on rice is $6.50 a
hundred weight; cotton is $52.9 cents a
pound; wheat is $2.58 cents a bushel;
soybeans are $5.26 a bushel; and corn is
$1.89 a bushel.

So for example, on corn, at $1.89 a
bushel, if the current market price is
$1.79 in that particular county, then
the government will come up with an
extra 10 cents per bushel for those
farmers.

In terms of my interest in this area,
I am a farmer from Michigan. I was
born and raised on a family farm. I was
on the United States Department of
Agriculture State Committee in Michi-
gan as its chairman. I came to Wash-
ington when Earl Butz asked me to
come to Washington to help phase out
some of the complicated farm pro-
grams in 1970, and we went from a
stack about 10 feet high of program
regulations for farmers down to maybe
a stack a foot high of those regulations
for farmers, and sold a lot of the stor-
age bins that the Federal Government
had that tended to depress prices for
farmers even more.

We did not have problems with the
kind of payment limitations in those
years because the price of the com-
modity was higher than the support
price. We had crazy programs for diver-
sions and set-asides; and ever since 1934
when we first started farm programs, it
has tended to be farm programs that
had more benefit for the big, richer,
larger farm operations.

0 1745

So a big, larger farm operation has a
lower per unit cost of production; and,
therefore, the difference in price to
make it up was a little more beneficial
to them in terms of adding to their
profit than a small family farm that
had a larger unit cost of production.

So what happened from 1934 through
the 1960s and into the 1970s is the very
small farms went out of business, and
the medium-sized farms thought, well,
if T buy that small farm and I work
maybe another couple of hours a day, I
can make a little more money for my
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family so that my kids have some of
the same advantages as my city cous-
ins.

Well, it tended to be progressive; and,
pretty soon, what was considered a
large farm was considered a small farm
and the larger farms bought out those
smaller farms. Now, over the last 60
years, we have gone from an average of
about 40 acres, 50 acres per farm to 460
acres per farm.

Let me just give my colleagues a re-
port from the Environmental Working
Group that went to the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture and got all of the
payments to all of the farmers and the
farm operations in the United States.
As my colleagues will recall, I men-
tioned earlier that 5 percent of the
farms are now receiving 49 percent, al-
most 50 percent of farm payments that
go out. If we were to have the kind of
payment limitations that are in the
Senate bill, it would save between $2
billion and $3 billion.

I am going to move away from the
mike and just write these numbers in.
According to the Environmental Work-
ing Group, these are the top recipients
of farm program payments between the
years 1996 and 2000. I think everybody
that is watching might be able to see
that. They are Riceland Foods, $49 mil-
lion; Farmers Rice Corporation, $38.2
million; Harvest States Co-op, $28.1
million; Tyler Farms, $23.8 million;
Producers Rice Mill, $19 million. These
are the mega farm operations. These
are the huge landowners. These are not
the 400 or the 500 or the 1,000 or the
2,000 or the 3,000 or the 4,000 acre farms.
These are the 40,000, 50,000, 60,000,
70,000, 80,000 acre farms.

What I am suggesting in this short
debate this evening is that my col-
leagues work to have a farm program
that is more fair to the mainstream
farmers of our country and to limit the
kind of payments as we have a limit in
the Senate bill. Some of the pressures,
of course, come from the big operations
that are getting these large payments.

Bear with me a minute and let me
just go through a scenario of why there
is no cap or limits on farm payments,
and that has disturbed me quite a lot
over the years, because we sort of fool
people into saying there is a limit on
price support payments. Because, in
the law, it says there is going to be a
limit on price support payments of
$150,000 per farmer. That is what the
law says. So a lot of organizations have
tended to say, well, we have payment
limits on price support.

Here is what happens. It is a little
complicated. But once we hit the
$150,000 limit, then we have another
program that is called a Nonrecourse
Loan Program. So any farmer can take
his rice, corn, wheat, cotton, soybeans
in and give the government the title to
that crop. The government will give
him a loan that is equal to the price
support payment, and then that farmer
has the option of forfeiting on that
loan and keeping the money, which
gives that farmer exactly the same
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benefit as the price support payment in
the first place. So it is sort of one can
do an end run and still collect millions
of dollars in price support payments.

I would just urge my colleagues and
I would urge the conferees from the
Senate and the House to look at the
kind of payment limitations that still
can be fair to farmers, that still offer
some loan provisions to those farmers
so that we do not have to glut the mar-
ket at harvest time.

I spent 5 years as a deputy adminis-
trator for farm programs with Earl
Butz, and then went back home to the
farm. Anyone that thinks that it is not
tough, making money on a farm, has
not spent a lot of time on the farm.
Farmers put in those 14- and 15-hour
days. They work very hard. They are
desperate to try to have the kind of
provisions and services and piano les-
sons and the ability to send their kids
to college. They are trying hard in
working those extra hours to try to ac-
commodate their family in the same
kind of living as their city cousins. It
has been very tough.

So we are losing a lot of our farmers,
and we continue the trend of farmers
and farms getting bigger and bigger.

I want to make it clear that the limi-
tation amendment will only affect the
very largest of recipients. For instance,
the average acreage that would have to
be taken in the last 2 crop years to
reach the limit that the payment limi-
tation sets was over 6,000 acres of corn.
So, again, the average farm is 460
acres, but to reach the payment limita-
tion in relation to the price over the
last 2 years was 6,000 acres of corn, al-
most 5,800 acres of soybeans, almost
2,000 acres of cotton and 13,000 acres of
wheat, 17,000 acres of rice.

I would note that the average farm
size again is 450 acres. So these are
very large farms to reach that limit.

Mr. Speaker, I would ask all Ameri-
cans to work with us in terms of sup-
porting American farmers. I have sug-
gested that, number one, we want to
try to talk these other countries into
reducing their subsidies, because sub-
sidies tend to encourage overproduc-
tion that has a chain reaction of extra
supply, lowering the price, and so farm-
ers end up receiving that much lower
price from the markets. So we need to
work together cooperatively with other
countries.

But I think it is very important that
we keep our agriculture industry, we
keep and we do what is necessary in
these farm programs that we are going
to develop over the next several weeks
to make sure we have a strong agricul-
tural industry that can continue to
provide the highest quality food in the
world at the lowest percentage of take-
home pay of anyplace in the world.

Again, we produce the highest qual-
ity of food at the lowest percentage of
take-home pay of anyplace in the
world. That efficient production in ag-
riculture has allowed so many people
that used to work on the farm pro-
ducing food to try to survive to go into
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industry and manufacturing and now
into the new information technology.
So the agricultural industry that has
been the most efficient of any industry;
if we take the automobile industry or
computers or anything else, the in-
crease in productivity of American ag-
riculture has surpassed almost every
other industry.

In conclusion, I would say, Mr.
Speaker, that I ask all of my col-
leagues to join with me when they talk
to conferees and encourage them to
come up with a payment limitation
that is fair to all farmers, but not to
give in to some of the pressure groups
and the large, huge mega farm oper-
ations that are trying to put pressure
on our conferees to continue unlimited
payments without restrictions. Of
course, let me add to that the grain
marketers who tend to make a certain
profit per unit of production also gain
from having large volumes produced.
So those industries, the grain indus-
tries, the cotton, rice, et cetera, those
industries do not want the kind of pay-
ment limitations that is going to re-
sult in fewer bushels or pounds being
produced because that is where they
have their margin and markup on prof-
its.

Mr. Speaker, it is going to be a chal-
lenge. I hope we can overcome that
challenge, and I hope we can have the
kind of payment limitations that helps
make sure that we do not have a na-
tion of huge mega farms.

————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Ms. LEE (at the request of Mr. GEP-
HARDT) for today before 4:30 p.m. on ac-
count of business in the district.

Ms. WATERS (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today on account of
business in the district.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. PALLONE) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. LIPINSKI, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mrs. CAPPs, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. MCGOVERN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. RODRIGUEZ, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. PENCE) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. DUNCAN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. ENGLISH, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. McINNIS, for 5 minutes, today.

The following Member (at his own re-
quest) to revise and extend his remarks
and include extraneous material:

Mr. LEWIS of California, for 5 min-
utes, today.
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SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of
the following title:

S. 1857. An act to encourage the negotiated
settlement of tribal claims.

————
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I move that the House do now ad-
journ.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 55 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Thursday, March 7, 2002, at 10
a.m.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

5748. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of
Agiculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Brucellosis in Cattle; State and
Area Classifications; Florida [Docket No. 01—
020-2] received February 22, 2002, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

5749. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of
Agiculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Mexican Hass Avocado Import
Program [Docket No. 00-003-4] (RIN: 0579-
AB27) received February 22, 2002, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

5750. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Limited Ports of Entry for Pet Birds,
Performing or Theatrical Birds, and Poultry
and Poultry Products [Docket No. 01-121-1]
received February 22, 2002, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

5751. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Importation of Unshu Oranges From
Japan [Docket No. 99-099-2] (RIN: 0579-AB17)
received February 22, 2002, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

5752. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—States Approved To Receive Stallions
and Mares From CEM-Affected Regions;
Rhode Island [Docket No. 01-055-2] received
February 22, 2002, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

5753. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Prohibition of Beef From Argentina
[Docket No. 01-032-2] received February 22,
2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

5754. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Interstate Movement of Swine Within
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a Production System [Docket No. 98-023-2]
(RIN: 0579-AB28) received February 22, 2002,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

5755. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Commercial Transportation of Equines
to Slaughter [Docket No. 98-074-2] (RIN:
0579-AB06) received February 22, 2002, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Agriculture.

5756. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Horses From Iceland; Quarantine Re-
quirements [Docket No. 00-010-2] received
February 22, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

5757. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Imported Fire Ant; Addition to Quar-
antined Areas [Docket No. 01-081-1] received
February 22, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

5758. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Citrus Canker; Addition to Quar-
antined Areas [Docket No. 00-036-3] received
February 22, 2002, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

5759. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Asian Longhorned Beetle; Addition to
Quarantined Areas [Docket No. 01-092-1] re-
ceived February 22, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

5760. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Phytophthora Ramorum; Quarantine
and Regulations [Docket No. 01-054-1] re-
ceived February 22, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

5761. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Commuted Traveltime Periods: Over-
time Services Relating to Imports and Ex-
ports [Docket No. 01-111-1] received Feb-

ruary 22, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

5762. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Animals Destroyed Because of Tuber-
culosis; Payment of Indemnity [Docket No.
00-106-1] (RIN: 0579-AB29) received February
22, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Agriculture.

5763. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Export Certification; Canadian Solid
Wood Packing Materials Exported From the
United States to China [Docket No. 99-100-4]
received February 22, 2002, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

5764. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
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Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Chronic Wasting Disease in Cervids;
Payment of Indemnity [Docket No. 00-108-1]
(RIN: 0579-AB35) received February 22, 2002,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

5765. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Change in Disease Status of Germany,
Italy, and Spain Because of BSE [Docket No.
01-008-2] received February 22, 2002, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

5766. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Change in Disease Status of the Repub-
lic of San Marino and the Independent Prin-
cipalities of Andorra and Monaco [Docket
No. 01-008-2] received February 22, 2002, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

5767. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—District of Columbia; Movement of
Plants and Plant Products [Docket No. 00-
085-2] received February 22, 2002, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

5768. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Change in Disease Status of The Neth-
erlands and Northern Ireland With Regard to
Foot-and-Mouth Disease [Docket No. 01-031-
3] received February 22, 2002, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

5769. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Change in Disease Status of France
and Ireland With Regard to Foot-and-Mouth
Disease [Docket No. 01-031-2] received Feb-

ruary 22, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

5770. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—States Approved To received Stallions
and Mares From CEM-Affected Regions;
Rhode Island [Docket No. 01-055-01] received
February 22, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

5771. A letter from the Director, Policy Di-
rectives and Instructions Branch, Depart-
ment of Justice, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Termination of the Des-
ignation of Argentina as a Participant Under
the Visa Waiver Program [INS No. 2188-02;
AG ORDER No. 2561-2002] (RIN: 1115-AB93)
received February 22, 2002, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

5772. A letter from the Executive Secretary
and Chief of Staff, Agency For International
Development, transmitting a report pursu-
ant to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of
1998; to the Committee on Government Re-
form.

5773. A letter from the Acting General
Counsel, Office of Management and Budget,
transmitting a report pursuant to the Fed-
eral Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the
Committee on Government Reform.

5774. A letter from the Acting Secretary,
Postal Rate Commission, transmitting a re-
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port pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Re-
form Act of 1998; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform.

————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. HANSEN: Committee on Resources.
H.R. 1870. A bill to provide for the sale of cer-
tain real property within the Newlands
Project in Nevada, to the city of Fallon, Ne-
vada; with an amendment (Rept. 107-366). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 360. Resolution providing
for consideration of the Senate amendment
to the bill (H.R. 3090) to provide tax incen-
tives for economic recovery (Rept. 107-367).
Referred to the House Calendar.

—————

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred, as follows:

By Mr. MCINNIS:

H.R. 3857. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to treat nominally foreign
corporations created through inversion
transactions as domestic corporations; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. RAHALL:

H.R. 3858. A bill to modify the boundaries
of the New River Gorge National River, West
Virginia; to the Committee on Resources.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 3859. A bill to suspend temporarily the
duty on Allyl Cyclo Hexyl Propionate (Allyl
hexahydro phenylpropionate); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 3860. A bill to suspend temporarily the
duty on Methyl Cinnamate (methyl-3-
phenylpropenoate); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 3861. A bill to suspend temporarily the
duty on NeoHeliopan Hydro (2-
Phenylbenzimidazole-5-sulfonic acid); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 3862. A bill to suspend temporarily the
duty on Sodium Methylate Powder (Na
Methylate Powder); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 3863. A bill to suspend temporarily the
duty on Benzyl Acetone (Methyl-phenylethyl
ketone); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 3864. A bill to suspend temporarily the
duty on Globanone (Cyclohexadec-8-en-1-one)
(CHD); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 3865. A bill to suspend temporarily the
duty on Agrumex (o-t-Butyl cyclohexanol);
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 3866. A bill to suspend temporarily the
duty on Acetanisole (Anisyl Methyl Ketone);
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 3867. A bill to suspend temporarily the
duty on Methyl Acetophenone-para
(Melilot); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 3868. A bill to suspend temporarily the

duty on Majantol (2,2-Dimethyl-3-(3-
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methylphenyl)proponal); to the Committee
on Ways and Means.
By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 3869. A bill to suspend temporarily the
duty on NeoHeliopan MA (Menthyl Anthran-
ilate); to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 3870. A bill to suspend temporarily the
duty on Allinat (Allyl isosulfocyanate); to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:
H.R. 3871. A bill to suspend temporarily the

duty on Frescolate (5-Methyl-2-
(methylethyl)cyclohexyl alpha-
hydroxypropanoate); to the Committee on

Ways and Means.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 3872. A bill to suspend temporarily the
duty on Thymol (alpha-Cymophenol); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 3873. A bill to suspend temporarily the
duty on Phenyl Propyl Alcohol (Benxyl ethyl
alcohol); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 3874. A bill to suspend temporarily the
duty on Benzyl Cinnamate (Benzyl beta
phenylacrylate); to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 3875. A bill to suspend temporarily the
duty on Trimethyl Cyclo Hexanol (1-Methyl-
3,3-dimethylcyclohexanol-5); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CANNON:

H.R. 3876. A Dbill to establish the San Rafael
Western Frontier National Heritage Area in
the State of Utah, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Resources.

By Mr. CRANE (for himself and Mr.
SHAW):

H.R. 3877. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 and the Social Security
Act to clarify rules for determining whether
certain agent-drivers and commission-driv-
ers are employees; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. DEUTSCH:

H.R. 3878. A bill to enable the residents of
the Bayshore Manor assisted living facility
in Key West, Florida, to continue to receive
supplemental security income benefits under
title XVI of the Social Security Act; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. EVERETT:

H.R. 3879. A bill to provide wage parity for
certain Department of Defense prevailing
rate employees in Alabama; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

By Mr. FOSSELLA (for himself, Mr.
TOWNS, Mr. MEEKS of New York, Mr.
GRruccl, Mrs. KELLY, Mr. OWENS, Mr.
RANGEL, Mr. QUINN, Mr. GILMAN, Mrs.
MCCARTHY of New York, Mr. KING,
Mr. ENGEL, and Mr. ACKERMAN):

H.R. 3880. A bill to provide a temporary
waiver from certain transportation con-
formity requirements and metropolitan
transportation planning requirements under
the Clean Air Act and under other laws for
certain areas in New York where the plan-
ning offices and resources have been de-
stroyed by acts of terrorism, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. HEFLEY (for himself, Mr.
MCINNIS, Mr. SCHAFFER, and Mr.
TANCREDO):

H.R. 3881. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to engage in studies relating
to enlarging Pueblo Dam and Reservoir and
Sugar Loaf Dam and Turquoise Lake,
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Fryingpan-Arkansas Project, Colorado, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Re-
sources.

By Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut:

H.R. 3882. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to reform the Medicare
physician payment update system through
repeal of the sustainable growth rate (SGR)
payment update system; to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce, and in addition to
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts (for
himself, Mr. SAWYER, Mrs. CAPITO,
and Mr. MASCARA):

H.R. 3883. A bill to reduce temporarily the
duty on N-Cyclohexylthiophthalimide; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts (for
himself, Mr. MALONEY of Con-
necticut, Mr. FRANK, Mr. DEFAZIO,
Mr. CONYERS, Mr. OLVER, Mr. GEORGE
MILLER of California, Mr. TIERNEY,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MARKEY, Mr.
LYNCH, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. BROWN of
Ohio, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr.
LAMPSON, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr.
DELAHUNT, and Mr. TOWNS):

H.R. 3884. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to prevent corporations
from avoiding the United States income tax
by reincorporating in a foreign country; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. PALLONE:

H.R. 3885. A bill to amend the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to require the
Secretary of Health and Human Services to
establish a tolerance for the presence of
methyl mercury in seafood, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Mr. ROTHMAN (for himself and Mr.
WEINER):

H.R. 3886. A bill to require the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection
Agency to conduct a feasibility study for ap-
plying airport bubbles as a method of identi-
fying, assessing, and reducing the adverse
environmental impacts of airport ground and
flight operations and improving the overall
quality of the environment, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Ms. SLAUGHTER (for herself, Ms.
DEGETTE, Mrs. MORELLA, and Mr.
GREENWOOD):

H.R. 3887. A bill to establish a public edu-
cation and awareness program relating to
emergency contraception; to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. STEARNS:

H.R. 3888. A bill to provide for the convey-
ance of the National Forest System lands
underlying the George Kirkpatrick Dam on
the Ocklawaha River near Palatka, Florida,
and related lands to the State of Florida; to
the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico (for
herself and Mr. WELLER):

H.R. 3889. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide a tax credit for
teachers and principals who work in certain
low income schools; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. DAN MILLER of Florida (for
himself, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
CLAY, and Mrs. MALONEY of New
York):

H. Con. Res. 339. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress regarding
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the Bureau of the Census on the 100th anni-
versary of its establishment; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

By Mr. DOOLITTLE:

H. Con. Res. 340. Concurrent resolution
supporting the goals and ideals of Meningitis
Awareness Month; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform.

By Ms. McCOLLUM (for herself, Mr.
FARR of California, Mr. WALSH, Mr.
PETRI, Mr. NADLER, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, Ms. WOOL-
SEY, Mr. HonNDA, Mr. HALL of Ohio,
and Mr. FORD):

H. Con. Res. 341. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that Federal
funding of the Peace Corps should be doubled
to $550,000,000 by 2007, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on International Rela-
tions.

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD:

H. Con. Res. 342. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that the peo-
ple of the United States should be encour-
aged to rediscover attractions in the States
in which they live; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Mr. HYDE (for himself, Mr. LANTOS,
Mr. BALLENGER, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr.
Goss, Mr. FARR of California, Mr.
KOLBE, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. GILMAN,
Mrs. TAUSCHER, and Mr. MORAN of
Virginia):

H. Res. 358. A resolution expressing support
for the democratically elected Government
of Columbia and its efforts to counter
threats from United States-designated for-
eign terrorist organizations; to the Com-
mittee on International Relations. consid-
ered and agreed to.

By Mr. NEY (for himself and Mr.
HOYER):

H. Res. 359. A resolution providing
amounts for further expenses of the Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence in the
second session of the One Hundred Seventh
Congress; to the Committee on House Ad-
ministration.

By Mr. CAMP (for himself, Mr. BARCIA,
Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. EHLERS,
Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. SMITH of Michi-
gan, Mr. KNOLLENBERG, and Mr.
UPTON):

H. Res. 361. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives regard-
ing the restoration and protection of the
Great Lakes; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, and in addition to
the Committees on International Relations,
Resources, and Science, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida:

H. Res. 362. A resolution congratulating
the 2002 United States Olympic Team, Salt
Lake City, the State of Utah, the Salt Lake
Organizing Committee, the International
Olympic Committee, athletes from around
the world, and all the security personnel who
participated in the 2002 Olympic Winter
Games in Salt Lake City, Utah; to the Com-
mittee on International Relations.

———

ADDTIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 68: Mrs. KELLY.

H.R. 250: Mr. SMITH of Washington.

H.R. 325: Mr. MORAN of Virginia.

H.R. 476: Mr. BERRY.

H.R. 563: Ms. BERKLEY and Mr. DUNCAN.

H.R. 745: Mr. LYNCH, Mr. BAIRD, and Mr.
FROST.
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. 792: Mr. TIBERI.

839: Ms. LOFGREN.

853: Mr. ROTHMAN.

. 997: Mr. FOLEY.

1117: Ms. McCOLLUM.

1186: Mr. OWENS.

1211: Ms. BERKLEY.

1307: Ms. PELOSI and Mr. MASCARA.
. 1401: Mr. SIMMONS.

. 1535: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD.
. 1636: Mr. SIMPSON.

. 1667: Mr. DINGELL.

. 1718: Mr. DAVIS of Florida.
. 1720: Mr. GUTIERREZ.

. 1763: Mr. ROTHMAN.

H.R. 1779: Mrs. MORELLA, Mr. BLAGOJEVICH,
Mr. PASCRELL, Mrs. NAPOLITANO and Mr.
ENGEL.

H.R. 1810: Mr. MATSUI and Mr. PASCRELL.

H.R. 1904: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. GREEN of
Texas, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. HONDA,
Ms. WATSON, Mr. PAYNE, and Mr. PASTOR.

H.R. 1979: Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. KOLBE, and
Mr. OSBORNE.

H.R. 2037: Mr. QUINN, Mr. HILL, and Mr.
LATOURETTE.

H.R. 2073: Mr.

H.R. 2125: Mr.

H.R. 2235: Mr.

H.R. 2406: Mr.

H.R. 2487: Mr.

H.R. 2531: Mr.

H.R. 2592: Mr.

H.R. 2721: Ms.
ana.

H.R. 2799: Mr. ROSS.

H.R. 2820: Ms. CARSON of Indiana, Mr.
RODRIGUEZ, Mr. RAHALL, and Mr. PHELPS.

H.R. 2868: Mrs. MORELLA, Mr. KUCINICH,
Mrs. MALONEY of New York, and Mr. ALLEN.

H.R. 2874: Mr. FROST.

H.R. 2941: Mr. GILLMOR, Mrs. KELLY, and
Ms. HART.

H.R. 3026: Mr. DOOLEY of California.

H.R. 3058: Mr. OXLEY.

H.R. 3083: Mr. DUNCAN.

H.R. 3183: Mr. FOLEY, Mr. LYNCH, and Ms.
BROWN of Florida.

H.R. 3230: Mr. ABERCROMBIE.

H.R. 3231: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota.

H.R. 3244: Mr. DOYLE, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr.
GOODLATTE, and Mr. SCHAFFER.

H.R. 3279: Ms. LEE.

H.R. 3298: Mrs. LOWEY.

H.R. 3321: Mr. CLEMENT and Mr. CARSON of
Oklahoma.

H.R. 3331: Mr. HOEFFEL.

H.R. 3397: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina.

H.R. 3450: Mr. OWENS, Mr. SANDLIN, Mr.
MCINTYRE, and Mr. RANGEL.

H.R. 3479: Mr. NETHERCUTT, Mr. OTTER, and
Mr. TURNER.

H.R. 3481: Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island and
Mr. CROWLEY.

H.R. 3524: Mr. BALDACCI, Mr. FrROST, and
Mr. HONDA.

H.R. 3533: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida and Mr.
ROGERS of Michigan.

H.R. 3547: Mr. ROHRABACHER.

H.R. 3569: Mr. GILLMOR.

H.R. 3605: Mr. CALVERT.

H.R. 3612: Mr. RYUN of Kansas, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. CLAY, and Mr. MASCARA.

H.R. 3624: Mr. AKIN, Mr. BRADY of Texas,
and Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky.

H.R. 3626: Mr. TERRY and Mr. LANGEVIN.

H.R. 3639: Mr. BALDACCI.

H.R. 3657: Mr. LANGEVIN and Mr. KUCINICH.

H.R. 3661: Mr. ENGLISH and Ms. WATSON.

H.R. 3670: Ms. CARSON of Indiana and Ms.
BROWN of Florida.

H.R. 3675: Ms. DELAURO, Mr. GILMAN, Mr.
LARSEN of Washington, Mr. FILNER, Mr.
FRANK, Mr. BONIOR, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. WYNN, Mr.
STARK, Mr. BLAGOJEVICH, Ms. SLAUGHTER,
Ms. HARMAN, Mr. EVANS, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr.
ACKERMAN, Mr. HOEFFEL, Mr. RUSH, Mr. NAD-
LER, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. BORSKI,

FRANK.

DELAHUNT.

OSBORNE.

FRANK.

BaLDACCI and Mr. FILNER.
BLAGOJEVICH and Ms. LEE.
ROHRABACHER.

LEE and Mr. BURTON of Indi-
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Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. HALL of Ohio, Mr.
LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. LUTHER, Mr. LAFALCE,
Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr.
FATTAH, Mr. OLVER, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. JEF-
FERSON, Mr. KILDEE, Ms. KILPATRICK, Mrs.
MORELLA, Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, Mr.
RANGEL, Mr. GORDON, Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr.
MENENDEZ, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and Mr. DOYLE.

H.R. 3676: Mr. FRANK, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. GILMAN, Mr.
HINCHEY, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, and Mr.
DOGGETT.

H.R. 3679: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois.

H.R. 3710: Mr. FILNER.

H.R. 3717: Mr. SIMMONS and Mr. SHIMKUS.

H.R. 3733: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota and
Mr. LYNCH.

H.R. 3741: Mr. RYUN of Kansas.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

H.R. 3762; Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. BARTLETT of
Maryland, Mr. LATHAM, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. GIB-
BONS, Mr. GREENWOOD, Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr.
ISAKSON, Ms. HART, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr.
GREEN of Wisconsin, Mr. WALSH, Mr. KOLBE,
and Mr. SHAYS.

H.R. 3792: Mr. GILMAN, Mr. BROWN of Ohio,
Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. LEE, Mr. ACEVEDO-VILA,
Mr. LATOURETTE, and Mr. FERGUSON.

H.R. 3803: Mr. BEREUTER.

H.R. 3833: Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mr. DEAL of
Georgia, and Mrs. BONO.

H.R. 3839: Mr. TIBERI.

H. Con. Res. 42: Ms. PELOSI, Mr. MASCARA,
and Mr. RUSH.

H. Con. Res. 197: Mr. LATOURETTE,

H. Con. Res. 238: Mr. MCGOVERN.

H. Con. Res. 271: Mr. CANTOR and Mr. HOB-
SON.
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H. Con. Res. 320: Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA.

H. Con. Res. 328: Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. WYNN,
Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO.

H. Con. Res. 334: Mr. BURTON of Indiana,
Mr. VITTER, Mr. ADERHOLT, and Mr. PLATTS.

H. Con. Res. 225: Ms. WATSON.

H. Con. Res. 346: Mr. WALSH and Mr. SHU-
STER.

————

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows:

H.R. 3693: Mr. LAHOOD.
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