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

———

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 7, 2003.

| hereby appoint the Honorable GEORGE R.
NETHERCUTT, JR. to act as Speaker pro tem-
pore on this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

PRAYER

The Reverend Riley P. Green Ill, Di-
rector of Administration, Alabama
Baptist Children’s Homes & Family
Ministries, Birmingham, Alabama, of-
fered the following prayer:

Heavenly Father, I humbly come be-
fore You in this sacred Chamber, ac-
knowledging You as the Sovereign
Lord of the United States of America.

| pray for the Members of the House
of Representatives, that they would
seek You first, that each Member
would seek to lead this Nation in Your
righteousness.

Lord, be with each Member. Give
them wisdom as they make decisions
and laws that govern our Nation.

| pray that You would help each
Member in these complex times to see
Your hand in all events. Help each
Member know Your love and feel Your
presence in their lives. Help each Mem-
ber to find rest in Your sovereignty.

O Lord, I pray for the men and
women of our Armed Forces. Protect
them and their families. 1 humbly ask
this prayer in Jesus’ name; and, Lord,
thank you for Your continued blessings
on America. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

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

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

———————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

Mr. BALLENGER led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:

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

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed a concur-
rent resolution of the following title in
which the concurrence of the House is
requested:

S. Con. Res. 42. Concurrent resolution wel-
coming the Prime Minister of Singapore, His
Excellency Goh Chok Tong, on the occasion
of his visit to the United States, expressing
gratitude to the Government of Singapore
for its strong cooperation with the United
States in the campaign against terrorism,
and reaffirming the commitment of Congress
to the continued expansion of friendship and
cooperation between the United States and
Singapore.

———

WELCOMING THE REVEREND
RILEY P. GREEN I1lII

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

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, it is
an honor for me to rise and introduce
our guest chaplain for today, the Rev-

erend Riley P. Green Ill. Riley Green is
an ordained minister and a graduate of
Beeson Divinity School, as well as
Samford University where he received
his master’s in theological studies. He
is currently working on his doctorate
in education. He is a member of Hunter
Street Baptist Church and serves as
the director of administration of the
Alabama Baptist Children’s Homes &
Family Ministries.

The goal of Alabama Baptist Chil-
dren’s Homes & Family Ministries is to
protect, nurture, and restore children
and families through Christ-centered
services. Over 110 years ago, a South-
ern Baptist preacher affectionately
known as Father Stewart wanted to
help widows and orphans. His desire be-
came a reality in 1891 with the estab-
lishment of the Louise Short Baptist
Widows and Orphans Home in Ever-
green in southern Alabama. From that
one facility has grown to be Alabama’s
most diverse child and family care
agency.

Riley lives in Birmingham with his
wife, Yvonne, and their three sons, who
are with him here today. Riley’s mom
is in the Chamber today as well. He is
a friend whom | have known for many
years and someone | know has a heart
for seeking and doing the will of God. |
thank him for his inspiring prayer this
morning. We appreciate him taking his
time to come and lead this Nation in a
time of prayer, especially when our
troops are at war.

————————

ISRAEL INDEPENDENCE DAY

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
today we commemorate Israel Inde-
pendence Day. Since its creation in
1948, the State of Israel has faced seem-
ingly insurmountable challenges to its
very survival, with conventional mili-
tary attacks leading the way to suicide
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bombers who have murdered scores of
innocent Israeli men, women, and chil-
dren.

Through it all, Israel has endured. As
the only democracy in the region, it
continues to be a beacon of hope and a
model for her neighbors. It has been
said that the strength of a nation is de-
termined by the caliber of its people.
There is perhaps no better example of
this truth than the State of Israel and
the Israeli people, vivid examples of
conviction, courage, and faith; a people
who served as an example for us all to
emulate, as our own Nation had to
come to grips with the horrors of ter-
rorism following the deplorable at-
tacks on our country on September 11.
The bond between our nations and our
people have never been stronger.

The United States could not ask for a
better friend and ally in the region.
The lIsraeli people know they will al-
ways be able to depend on the U.S. and
the American people. | extend my best
wishes and congratulations to the peo-
ple of the State of Israel on their 55th
Independence Day.

————
ASIAN PACIFIC ISLANDER MONTH

(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
honor of Asian Pacific Islander Month.
This national celebration, which start-
ed in 1977, continues to highlight and
bring awareness to the many accom-
plishments and contributions that the
Asian-Pacific Americans have made to
this country.

The month of May was selected for
this very important celebration to
commemorate the immigration of the
first Japanese immigrants to the
United States in 1843. As of the last
census, there are an estimated 12.5 mil-
lion Asian-Pacific Islanders in the
United States. Representing the larg-
est Vietnamese population outside of
Vietnam, | know firsthand the richness
of the culture and beauty that they,
along with the rest of the Asian com-
munities, bring to this Nation.

For generations, Asian-Pacific Amer-
icans have sacrifice for this country,
and they have contributed to our
growth and to our prosperity. This na-
tional celebration is a great way to
honor all of their achievements.

——
JOB CREATION

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

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to support the President’s lead-
ership on the Job and Growth Tax Act.
There are too many Americans still
looking for work. As its first order of
business, this Congress helped by ex-
tending unemployment benefits in Jan-
uary. Now it is time to help American
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businesses create the jobs that these
Americans need and want. Displaced
workers have looked for employment
for too long. We need a plan to encour-
age small business owners to expand
and hire new people.

North Carolina’s 10th district has
been struck hard by the economic
downturn. Our Unifour area’s unem-
ployment rate almost quadrupled in 2
years’ time. Tax relief and fiscal re-
straint can help turn the tide and re-
store our economic vitality.

It is wrong for this Congress to play
partisan politics with the future of em-
ployment of millions of Americans. Re-
lief to American businesses will allow
them to grow, providing new job oppor-
tunities.

Americans need paychecks, not hand-
outs. The Jobs and Growth Tax Act
will get us there.

——

PASS ELDER JUSTICE ACT OF 2003

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

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, we rec-
ognize older Americans each May. This
May we must address the unpleasant
fact that too many of our elders are
beaten, neglected, and extorted. Like
other family crimes such as child abuse
and domestic abuse, elder abuse has ex-
isted for too long in the dark shadows
of our society. Elder abuse remains
underreported, underresearched, and
underenforced. As high as 5 million el-
derly cases of abuse occur in nursing
homes, nursing institutions, and pri-
vate homes each year; but 80 percent
never get reported.

In my home State of Illinois, 186
nursing home residents actually died of
starvation, dehydration, or infected
wounds in 1999 alone.

In response, with the gentleman from
New York (Mr. KING), | will introduce
the Elder Justice Act which makes el-
derly abuse a Federal crime, helps law
enforcement work hand in hand with
our health and social service agencies
that have always fought alone against
this type of neglect. It is a bipartisan
bill. We have a number of Republicans
here in the House, and 12 Republicans
and 11 Democrats who are also intro-
ducing a bill in the Senate.

Mr. Speaker, the most meaningful
way to honor our elder Americans this
month is to pass the Elder Justice Act.

————

FRENCH VISAS TO THE IRAQI
REGIME

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, right after
September 11, France voiced its sup-
port in the war on terrorism. Lately,
we are hearing a different story. It has
been reported that the French Govern-
ment secretly supplied fleeing Iraqi of-
ficials with passports in Syria to allow
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them to escape to Europe. The French
passports allowed the wanted lIraqgis to
move freely among 12 European Union
countries.

There are also reports which indicate
that a French company covertly sold
spare military parts to lrag in the
weeks before the war and that a French
oil company was working with a Rus-
sian oil firm to conclude a deal with
Saddam’s government in the days be-
fore military action began March 19.

All of this has undermined our efforts
to root out terrorists in lrag and cap-
ture members of the brutal Iraqgi re-
gime. If France wants to be an ally in

the war on terrorism, it is time it
started to act like one.
————
PASS THE TAX RELIEF PACKAGE
NOW

(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, it is writ-
ten, if you owe taxes, pay taxes. No
law-abiding American anywhere would
argue the point. But one of my prede-
cessors in this Chamber, Jack Kemp,
also famously said, what you tax you
get less of, what you subsidize you get
more of.

Today in America as our economy
continues to list under the strain of
overtaxation and overregulation for
the past decade, we are taxing capital
gains and investment in savings; and
eastern Indiana, that | serve here in
Washington, is getting less for it.

Families, small businesses and fam-
ily farms are hurting as jobs evaporate
in communities across eastern Indiana.
Many in this town are playing politics,
demagoguing the President’s drive to
pass additional tax relief and put
Americans back to work; but it is time
to set politics aside. We need to bring
real tax relief on income inheritance,
marriage, savings and investment in
America. We need to turn this economy
around. Our recovery is stalled. Our
Nation is impatient. It is time we heed
the President’s call for economic re-
newal and pass the tax relief package
now.

———

ADRIATIC TREATY SIGNED

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

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, today
I rise to inform the House about the
signing of the Adriatic treaty last Fri-
day in the Albanian capital of Tirana.
This agreement was signed by Sec-
retary of State Powell and the foreign
ministers of Albania, Croatia, and the
former Yugoslav Republic of Mac-
edonia, the three currently-remaining
NATO aspirant nations.

The Adriatic Charter pledges the
United States to support efforts by Al-
bania, Croatia, and Macedonia to join
NATO and other Euro-Atlantic institu-
tions. In this agreement, the three as-
pirant nations commit themselves to
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accelerate their democratic reforms,
protect human rights, implement mar-
ket-oriented economic policies, and en-
hance their mutual cooperation.

Under the Adriatic Charter, the
United States and these three coun-
tries pledge to consult whenever the se-
curity of one of them is threatened,
and the aspirant countries promise to
continue defense reforms and under-
take steps to enhance border security
so they can contribute to regional sta-
bility.

Mr. Speaker, the Adriatic Charter is
one more important step toward Presi-
dent Bush’s goal of a Europe whole and
free from the Baltic to the Black Sea.
I commend and congratulate the people
of Albania, Croatia, and Macedonia on
the occasion of the signing of the Adri-
atic Charter.

————
0O 1015
AMBER ALERT

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

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, today | rise to honor my col-
leagues in the House who helped to
pass the recent Amber Alert legisla-
tion. Last week while I was home in
Michigan | saw dramatic evidence of
the impact this program can actually
have.

Saturday afternoon, 3-year-old Jenna
Hart was abducted as she sat in the
back seat of her grandmother’s car.
Her grandmother had taken Jenna to
the local Toys R Us to buy her precious
granddaughter a few new toys. A man
approached her in the parking lot and
noted that her tire was flat and offered
to fix it, which he did. He then got in
the car and drove off with Jenna still
strapped into her car seat in the back
seat. The report of a missing little girl
was issued and the Amber Alert system
went into action. | saw the report on a
local television station which described
the make and the color of the car as
well as the license plate number and,
like everyone else, was keeping my
eyes open looking for the suspect vehi-
cle. Twenty-one hours later a man tele-
phoned police and reported a suspect
vehicle in the City of Detroit with a
child in the back seat. It was Jenna.
The little girl was returned to her fam-
ily safe and sound, a vivid reminder
that the actions that we take in this
House can have a very positive impact
on families across our Nation.

Because of the Amber Alert system
and the watchfulness of thousands of
interested citizens, little Jenna has
been reunited with her family. May
God bless her and her family.

———

IN RECOGNITION OF DENTON HIGH
SCHOOL CHORALE

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

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, we prob-
ably should wish the gentlewoman
from Michigan a happy birthday.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to recognize stu-
dents from my district who are part of
the Denton High School Chorale. Last
week they had the prestigious honor of
performing at the Pentagon at the in-
vitation of the Air Force History Office
under the award-winning direction of
Mrs. Anne Smith. This patriotic group
of 40 students sent musical CDs to the
Pentagon and to the New York fire-
fighters to thank them for their hard
work and sacrifice after the tragedy of
September 11, 2001.

Additionally, the Denton High
School Chorale wanted to show their
appreciation in person by performing a
variety of choral pieces, including
their favorite, ‘‘Homeland.”” The choir
sang to military personnel in the
courtyard of the Pentagon for an hour.
A goal of this tour, which included a
performance at Carnegie Hall in New
York City, was to foster in the stu-
dents a deeper respect for America and
why it must be protected. | know that
those who heard their concert were
touched by their thoughtfulness. One
serviceman responded with a note
thanking them for helping him to re-
member what he is fighting to protect
every day.

During these extraordinary times,
their actions bring honor to Denton
High School, to the great State of
Texas and to our great Nation.

——

REFORM NEEDED AT UNITED
NATIONS

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

Mr. FOSSELLA. Mr. Speaker, as the
President of the United States has in-
dicated, the war against terror is far
from over. The battle may be won but
it is far from over. Therefore, | think it
is important that the United Nations
step up to the plate and reflect reality
and serve in the positive role that it
can. That is why | think H.R. 800 is a
needed step toward reform at the
United Nations. It reduces U.S. funding
for United Nations commissions like
the Commission on Human Rights
which have been hijacked by terrorist
nations. The latest outrage is Cuba.
The dictatorship is in the midst of a
brutal crackdown, having executed
three men for trying to escape Cuba
and imprisoned dozens of others for
daring to speak out. The U.N. said
nothing about the crackdown but elect-
ed Cuba to another term on the human
rights panel. The current chair of that
panel is Libya, that beacon of human
rights. At the beginning of the year,
Irag was going to head the Conference
on Disarmament. lIrag did not take
over but remained on the commission.
Iran chairs that conference. North
Korea and Cuba also sit on the Disar-
mament Committee. This is all symp-
tomatic of a culture of carelessness at

H3687

the U.N. It would not be as grave if not
for the fact that the United States
pays 22 percent of the United Nations’
operating budget. Diplomacy and dia-
logue are important, but sometimes
dollars are the only thing that makes
sense.

———
DANGEROUS 15-PASSENGER VANS

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

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speak-
er, | would like to draw Members’ at-
tention to the dangers of 1l5passenger
vans. These vans have been associated
with more than 500 traffic fatalities
since 1990. In 2001, the National High-
way Traffic Safety Administration
found that when these vans are fully
loaded they have a rollover risk that is
six times higher than when there are
only five people in the van. | have be-
come alarmingly aware of the danger
of these vans when a church group
from my district rolled over 2% times
while driving to a religious retreat.
Four passengers died in this tragic ac-
cident. Only later did | find out that
these vans are infamous for getting out
of the control of the driver and rolling
over.

My colleagues can see firsthand what
can happen when these vehicles lose
control. This happened again last year
when a van carrying firefighters who
were on their way to fight a wildfire
raging in Colorado lost control and
rolled over more than four times, Kill-
ing four of the firefighters.

These vans were initially designed to
carry freight, not people, but now they
are widely used by airports, hotels, and
other organizations to transport cus-
tomers and schoolchildren. | have in-
troduced H.R. 1641, the Passenger Van
Safety Act, along with Senator SNOWE,
to make sure that these needless trage-
dies end and that the most precious
cargo, our children, get home safe and
sound.

I encourage my colleagues to join me
and Senator SNOWE in cosponsoring
this important safety bill.

———

JOBS AND ECONOMIC GROWTH
PACKAGE

(Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida asked and was given permission to
address the House for 1 minute and to
revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to urge
my colleagues in the House to support
a real jobs and economic growth pack-
age. It is time to bring much-needed
stimulus to our economy and to bring
renewed hope to American workers.
There are currently several million
Americans actively looking for work
and unable to find it. For those individ-
uals and those families, it is impera-
tive that we do all that we can to put
this willing, able and well-qualified
workforce to work. We must provide
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the means for economic growth and job
creation. That is what creates jobs. We
need to put more money in the hands
of American workers to spend and in-
vest so that jobs can be created. When
individuals have more disposable in-
come, they spend it or invest it, and
that improves the situation of busi-
nesses. When businesses have more
money at their disposal, they can ex-
pand and hire more people. Tax relief
creates jobs. It is that simple. The
more people we have working, the more
money we will see spent and invested
in this country. The more money we
see spent and invested in this country,
the quicker the economy will rebound.
The quicker the economy rebounds, the
better off we will all be.

———

PRESCRIPTION DRUGS

(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, | rise
today to encourage my colleagues in
the House to work together in a bipar-
tisan manner to enact meaningful pre-
scription drug relief for America’s sen-
iors. During the first week of the
spring district work period, | toured
five rural community centers across
my district, and | will be continuing
that tour, but the thing | heard on the
first tour and will hear through the
rest of the year is why has Congress
not passed prescription drug reform?
Guaranteeing all senior citizens the
right to choose a voluntary prescrip-
tion drug plan under Medicare while
strengthening Medicare for the future
are fundamental building blocks to im-
proving the overall health care system.
Congress has risen to meet many chal-
lenges in the past and we must meet
this one.

Mr. Speaker, it is time to ask our-
selves, why have we not passed pre-
scription drug reform? The time has
passed for partisan politics. There are
too many seniors facing the horrific
choice of whether to buy food, pay
their mortgage or rent, or purchase the
prescriptions that they need.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NETHERCUTT). Pursuant to clause 8 of
rule XX, the Chair will postpone fur-
ther proceedings today on motions to
suspend the rules on which a recorded
vote or the yeas and nays are ordered,
or on which the vote is objected to
under clause 6 of rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later today.

———

SERVICEMEMBERS CIVIL RELIEF
ACT

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, | move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 100) to restate,
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clarify, and revise the Soldiers’ and
Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of 1940, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 100

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

SECTION 1. RESTATEMENT OF ACT.

The Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act
of 1940 (50 U.S.C. App. 501 et seq.) is amended
to read as follows:

“SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

““(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited
as the ‘Servicemembers Civil Relief Act’.

“(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of
contents of this Act is as follows:

“Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
““Sec. 2. Purpose.
“TITLE I—GENERAL PROVISIONS

““Sec. 101. Definitions.

““Sec. 102. Jurisdiction and applicability of
Act.

““Sec. 103. Protection of persons secondarily
liable.

‘“Sec. 104. Extension of protections to citi-
zens serving with allied forces.

‘“‘Sec. 105. Notification of benefits.

‘“‘Sec. 106. Extension of rights and protec-
tions to Reserves ordered to re-
port for military service and to
persons ordered to report for in-
duction.

““Sec. 107. Waiver of rights pursuant to writ-
ten agreement.

‘“‘Sec. 108. Exercise of rights under Act not
to affect certain future finan-
cial transactions.

““Sec. 109. Legal representatives.

“TITLE II—GENERAL RELIEF

‘“Sec. 201. Protection of servicemembers
against default judgments.

““Sec. 202. Stay of proceedings when
servicemember defendant has
notice.

““Sec. 203. Fines and penalties under con-
tracts.

‘“‘Sec. 204. Stay or vacation of execution of
judgments, attachments, and
garnishments.

““Sec. 205. Duration and term of stays; co-
defendants not in service.

““Sec. 206. Statute of limitations.

““Sec. 207. Maximum rate of interest on
debts incurred before military
service.

“TITLE I1HI—RENT, INSTALLMENT CON-

TRACTS, MORTGAGES, LIENS, ASSIGN-
MENT, LEASES.

““Sec. 301. Evictions and distress.

““Sec. 302. Protection under installment con-
tracts for purchase or lease.

Mortgages and trust deeds.

Settlement of stayed cases relat-
ing to personal property.

Termination of leases by lessees.

Protection of life insurance pol-
icy.

Enforcement of storage liens.

Extension of protections to de-
pendents.

“TITLE IV—LIFE INSURANCE

401. Definitions.

402. Insurance rights and protections.

403. Application for insurance protec-
tion.

Policies entitled to protection and
lapse of policies.

Policy restrictions.

Deduction of unpaid premiums.

Premiums and interest guaran-
teed by United States.

Regulations.

Review of findings of fact and con-
clusions of law.

303.
304.

““Sec.
‘“Sec.

305.
306.

“‘Sec.
‘“Sec.

307.
308.

‘“Sec.
““Sec.

““Sec.
‘“Sec.
““Sec.
““Sec. 404.
405.

406.
407.

““Sec.
““Sec.
‘“Sec.

408.
409.

‘“Sec.
““Sec.
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“TITLE V—TAXES AND PUBLIC LANDS

““‘Sec. 501. Taxes respecting personal prop-
erty, money, credits, and real
property.

Rights in public lands.

Desert-land entries.

Mining claims.

Mineral permits and leases.

Perfection or defense of rights.

Distribution of information con-
cerning benefits of title.

Land rights of servicemembers.

Regulations.

““Sec. 510. Income taxes.

““‘Sec. 511. Residence for tax purposes.

“TITLE VI—ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES

““Sec. 601. Inappropriate use of Act.

‘“Sec. 602. Certificates of service; persons re-

ported missing.

603. Interlocutory orders.

“TITLE VII—FURTHER RELIEF

701. Anticipatory relief.

702. Power of attorney.

703. Professional liability protection.

704. Health insurance reinstatement.

705. Guarantee of residency for mili-

tary personnel.

“SEC. 2. PURPOSE.

““The purposes of this Act are—

“(1) to provide for, strengthen, and expe-
dite the national defense through protection
extended by this Act to servicemembers of
the United States to enable such persons to
devote their entire energy to the defense
needs of the Nation; and

““(2) to provide for the temporary suspen-
sion of judicial and administrative pro-
ceedings and transactions that may ad-
versely affect the civil rights  of
servicemembers during their military serv-
ice.

502.
503.
504.
5065.
506.
507.

““Sec.
““Sec.
““Sec.
““Sec.
““Sec.
““Sec.

508.
509.

““Sec.
““Sec.

““Sec.

““Sec.
““Sec.
““Sec.
““Sec.
““Sec.

“TITLE I—GENERAL PROVISIONS
“SEC. 101. DEFINITIONS.

““For the purposes of this Act:

“1) SERVICEMEMBER.—The term
‘servicemember’ means a member of the uni-
formed services, as that term is defined in
section 101(a)(5) of title 10, United States
Code.

““(2) MILITARY SERVICE.—The term ‘mili-
tary service’ means—

““(A) in the case of a servicemember who is
a member of the Army, Navy, Air Force, Ma-
rine Corps, or Coast Guard—

“(i) active duty, as defined in section
101(d)(1) of title 10, United States Code, and

“(ii) in the case of a member of the Na-
tional Guard, includes service under a call to
active service authorized by the President or
the Secretary of Defense for a period of more
than 30 consecutive days under section 502(f)
of title 32, United States Code, for purposes
of responding to a national emergency de-
clared by the President and supported by
Federal funds; and

“(B) in the case of a servicemember who is
a commissioned officer of the Public Health
Service or the National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration, active service.

““(3) PERIOD OF MILITARY SERVICE.—The
term ‘period of military service’ means the
period beginning on the date on which a
servicemember enters military service and
ending on the date on which the
servicemember is released from military
service or dies while in military service.

‘“(4) DEPENDENT.—The term ‘dependent’,
with respect to a servicemember, means—

““(A) the servicemember’s spouse;

““(B) the servicemember’s child (as defined
in section 101(4) of title 38, United States
Code); or

“(C) an individual for whom the
servicemember provided more than one-half
of the individual’s support for 180 days im-
mediately preceding an application for relief
under this Act.
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“(5) CourRT.—The term ‘court’ means a
court or an administrative agency of the
United States or of any State (including any
political subdivision of a State), whether or
not a court or administrative agency of
record.

““(6) STATE.—The term ‘State’ includes—

““(A) a commonwealth, territory, or posses-
sion of the United States; and

““(B) the District of Columbia.

“(T) SECRETARY CONCERNED.—The term
‘Secretary concerned’—

“(A) with respect to a member of the
armed forces, has the meaning given that
term in section 101(a)(9) of title 10, United
States Code;

“(B) with respect to a commissioned offi-
cer of the Public Health Service, means the
Secretary of Health and Human Services;
and

““(C) with respect to a commissioned officer
of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration, means the Secretary of Com-
merce.

“SEC. 102. JURISDICTION AND APPLICABILITY OF
ACT.

““(a) JURISDICTION.—This Act applies to—

““(1) the United States;

““(2) each of the States, including the polit-
ical subdivisions thereof; and

““(3) all territory subject to the jurisdiction
of the United States.

““(b) APPLICABILITY TO PROCEEDINGS.—This
Act applies to any judicial or administrative
proceeding commenced in any court or agen-
cy in any jurisdiction subject to this Act.
This Act does not apply to criminal pro-
ceedings.

““(c) COURT IN WHICH APPLICATION MAY BE
MADE.—When under this Act any application
is required to be made to a court in which no
proceeding has already been commenced
with respect to the matter, such application
may be made to any court which would oth-
erwise have jurisdiction over the matter.
“SEC. 103. PROTECTION OF PERSONS SECOND-

ARILY LIABLE.

‘““‘(a) EXTENSION OF PROTECTION WHEN AcC-
TIONS STAYED, POSTPONED, OR SUSPENDED.—
Whenever pursuant to this Act a court stays,
postpones, or suspends (1) the enforcement of
an obligation or liability, (2) the prosecution
of a suit or proceeding, (3) the entry or en-
forcement of an order, writ, judgment, or de-
cree, or (4) the performance of any other act,
the court may likewise grant such a stay,
postponement, or suspension to a surety,
guarantor, endorser, accommodation maker,
comaker, or other person who is or may be
primarily or secondarily subject to the obli-
gation or liability the performance or en-
forcement of which is stayed, postponed, or
suspended.

“(b) VACATION OR SET-ASIDE OF JUDG-
MENTS.—When a judgment or decree is va-
cated or set aside, in whole or in part, pursu-
ant to this Act, the court may also set aside
or vacate, as the case may be, the judgment
or decree as to a surety, guarantor, endorser,
accommodation maker, comaker, or other
person who is or may be primarily or second-
arily liable on the contract or liability for
the enforcement of the judgment or decree.

““(c) BAIL BOND NOT TO BE ENFORCED DUR-
ING PERIOD OF MILITARY SERVICE.—A court
may not enforce a bail bond during the pe-
riod of military service of the principal on
the bond when military service prevents the
surety from obtaining the attendance of the
principal. The court may discharge the sur-
ety and exonerate the bail, in accordance
with principles of equity and justice, during
or after the period of military service of the
principal.

““(d) WAIVER OF RIGHTS.—

“(1) WAIVERS NOT PRECLUDED.—This Act
does not prevent a waiver in writing by a
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surety, guarantor, endorser, accommodation
maker, comaker, or other person (whether
primarily or secondarily liable on an obliga-
tion or liability) of the protections provided
under subsections (a) and (b). Any such waiv-
er is effective only if it is executed as an in-
strument separate from the obligation or li-
ability with respect to which it applies.

““(2) WAIVER INVALIDATED UPON ENTRANCE
TO MILITARY SERVICE.—If a waiver under
paragraph (1) is executed by an individual
who after the execution of the waiver enters
military service, or by a dependent of an in-
dividual who after the execution of the waiv-
er enters military service, the waiver is not
valid after the beginning of the period of
such military service unless the waiver was
executed by such individual or dependent
during the period specified in section 106.
“SEC. 104. EXTENSION OF PROTECTIONS TO CITI-

ZENS SERVING WITH ALLIED
FORCES.

“A citizen of the United States who is
serving with the forces of a nation with
which the United States is allied in the pros-
ecution of a war or military action is enti-
tled to the relief and protections provided
under this Act if that service with the allied
force is similar to military service as defined
in this Act. The relief and protections pro-
vided to such citizen shall terminate on the
date of discharge or release from such serv-
ice.

“SEC. 105. NOTIFICATION OF BENEFITS.

“The Secretary concerned shall ensure
that notice of the benefits accorded by this
Act is provided in writing to persons in mili-
tary service and to persons entering military
service.

“SEC. 106. EXTENSION OF RIGHTS AND PROTEC-
TIONS TO RESERVES ORDERED TO
REPORT FOR MILITARY SERVICE
AND TO PERSONS ORDERED TO RE-
PORT FOR INDUCTION.

‘““(a) RESERVES ORDERED TO REPORT FOR
MILITARY SERVICE.—A member of a reserve
component who is ordered to report for mili-
tary service is entitled to the rights and pro-
tections of this title and titles Il and 111 dur-
ing the period beginning on the date of the
member’s receipt of the order and ending on
the date on which the member reports for
military service (or, if the order is revoked
before the member so reports, or the date on
which the order is revoked).

““(b) PERSONS ORDERED TO REPORT FOR IN-
DUCTION.—A person who has been ordered to
report for induction under the Military Se-
lective Service Act (50 U.S.C. App. 451 et
seq.) is entitled to the rights and protections
provided a servicemember under this title
and titles Il and 111 during the period begin-
ning on the date of receipt of the order for
induction and ending on the date on which
the person reports for induction (or, if the
order to report for induction is revoked be-
fore the date on which the person reports for
induction, on the date on which the order is
revoked).

“SEC. 107. WAIVER OF RIGHTS PURSUANT TO
WRITTEN AGREEMENT.

“(a) IN GENERAL.—A servicemember may
waive any of the rights and protections pro-
vided by this Act. In the case of a waiver
that permits an action described in sub-
section (b), the waiver is effective only if
made pursuant to a written agreement of the
parties that is executed during or after the
servicemember’s period of military service.
The written agreement shall specify the
legal instrument to which the waiver applies
and, if the servicemember is not a party to
that instrument, the servicemember con-
cerned.

““(b) ACTIONS REQUIRING WAIVERS IN WRIT-
ING.—The requirement in subsection (a) for a
written waiver applies to the following:

‘(1) The modification, termination, or can-
cellation of—
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““(A) a contract, lease, or bailment; or

“(B) an obligation secured by a mortgage,
trust, deed, lien, or other security in the na-
ture of a mortgage.

“(2) The repossession, retention, fore-
closure, sale, forfeiture, or taking possession
of property that—

““(A\) is security for any obligation; or

“(B) was purchased or received under a
contract, lease, or bailment.

““(c) COVERAGE OF PERIODS AFTER ORDERS
RECEIVED.—For the purposes of this sec-
tion—

““(1) a person to whom section 106 applies
shall be considered to be a servicemember;
and

““(2) the period with respect to such a per-
son specified in subsection (a) or (b), as the
case may be, of section 106 shall be consid-
ered to be a period of military service.

“SEC. 108. EXERCISE OF RIGHTS UNDER ACT NOT
TO AFFECT CERTAIN FUTURE FI-
NANCIAL TRANSACTIONS.

“Application by a servicemember for, or
receipt by a servicemember of, a stay, post-
ponement, or suspension pursuant to this
Act in the payment of a tax, fine, penalty,
insurance premium, or other civil obligation
or liability of that servicemember shall not
itself (without regard to other consider-
ations) provide the basis for any of the fol-
lowing:

“(1) A determination by a lender or other
person that the servicemember is unable to
pay the civil obligation or liability in ac-
cordance with its terms.

“(2) With respect to a credit transaction
between a creditor and the servicemember—

““(A) a denial or revocation of credit by the
creditor;

“(B) a change by the creditor in the terms
of an existing credit arrangement; or

““(C) a refusal by the creditor to grant cred-
it to the servicemember in substantially the
amount or on substantially the terms re-
quested.

““(3) An adverse report relating to the cred-
itworthiness of the servicemember by or to a
person engaged in the practice of assembling
or evaluating consumer credit information.

“(4) A refusal by an insurer to insure the
servicemember.

“(5) An annotation in a servicemember’s
record by a creditor or a person engaged in
the practice of assembling or evaluating con-
sumer credit information, identifying the
servicemember as a member of the National
Guard or a reserve component.

““(6) A change in the terms offered or condi-
tions required for the issuance of insurance.
“SEC. 109. LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES.

““(a) REPRESENTATIVE.—A legal representa-
tive of a servicemember for purposes of this
Act is either of the following:

“(1) An attorney acting on the behalf of a
servicemember.

““(2) An individual possessing a power of at-
torney.

“(b) APPLICATION.—Whenever the term
‘servicemember’ is used in this Act, such
term shall be treated as including a ref-
erence to a legal representative of the
servicemember.

“TITLE II—GENERAL RELIEF
“SEC. 201. PROTECTION OF SERVICEMEMBERS
AGAINST DEFAULT JUDGMENTS.

““(a) APPLICABILITY OF SECTION.—This sec-
tion applies to any civil action or proceeding
in which the defendant does not make an ap-
pearance.

“(b) AFFIDAVIT REQUIREMENT.—

““(1) PLAINTIFF TO FILE AFFIDAVIT.—INn any
action or proceeding covered by this section,
the court, before entering judgment for the
plaintiff, shall require the plaintiff to file
with the court an affidavit—
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“(A) stating whether or not the defendant
is in military service and showing necessary
facts to support the affidavit; or

“(B) if the plaintiff is unable to determine
whether or not the defendant is in military
service, stating that the plaintiff is unable
to determine whether or not the defendant is
in military service.

““(2) APPOINTMENT OF ATTORNEY TO REP-
RESENT DEFENDANT IN MILITARY SERVICE.—If
in an action covered by this section it ap-
pears that the defendant is in military serv-
ice, the court may not enter a judgment
until after the court appoints an attorney to
represent the defendant. If an attorney ap-
pointed under this section to represent a
servicemember cannot locate the
servicemember, actions by the attorney in
the case shall not waive any defense of the
servicemember or otherwise bind the
servicemember.

‘“(3) DEFENDANT’S MILITARY STATUS NOT
ASCERTAINED BY AFFIDAVIT.—If based upon
the affidavits filed in such an action, the
court is unable to determine whether the de-
fendant is in military service, the court, be-
fore entering judgment, may require the
plaintiff to file a bond in an amount ap-
proved by the court. If the defendant is later
found to be in military service, the bond
shall be available to indemnify the defendant
against any loss or damage the defendant
may suffer by reason of any judgment for the
plaintiff against the defendant, should the
judgment be set aside in whole or in part.
The bond shall remain in effect until expira-
tion of the time for appeal and setting aside
of a judgment under applicable Federal or
State law or regulation or under any applica-
ble ordinance of a political subdivision of a
State. The court may issue such orders or
enter such judgments as the court deter-
mines necessary to protect the rights of the
defendant under this Act.

““(4) SATISFACTION OF REQUIREMENT FOR AF-

FIDAVIT.—The requirement for an affidavit
under paragraph (1) may be satisfied by a
statement, declaration, verification, or cer-
tificate, in writing, subscribed and certified
or declared to be true under penalty of per-
ury.
! “>(,c) PENALTY FOR MAKING OR USING FALSE
AFFIDAVIT.—A person who makes or uses an
affidavit permitted under subsection (b) (or a
statement, declaration, verification, or cer-
tificate as authorized under subsection
(b)(4)) knowing it to be false, shall be fined
as provided in title 18, United States Code, or
imprisoned for not more than one year, or
both.

““(d) STAY OF PROCEEDINGS.—In an action
covered by this section in which the defend-
ant is in military service, the court shall
grant a stay of proceedings for a minimum
period of 90 days under this subsection upon
application of counsel, or on the court’s own
motion, if the court determines that—

‘(1) there may be a defense to the action
and a defense cannot be presented without
the presence of the defendant; or

““(2) after due diligence, counsel has been
unable to contact the defendant or otherwise
determine if a meritorious defense exists.

““(e) INAPPLICABILITY OF SECTION 202 PROCE-
DURES.—A stay of proceedings under sub-
section (d) shall not be controlled by proce-
dures or requirements under section 202.

“(f)  SECTION 202 PROTECTION.—If a
servicemember who is a defendant in an ac-
tion covered by this section receives actual
notice of the action, the servicemember may
request a stay of proceeding under section
202.

‘(@) VACATION OR SETTING ASIDE OF DE-
FAULT JUDGMENTS.—

‘(1) AUTHORITY FOR COURT TO VACATE OR
SET ASIDE JUDGMENT.—If a default judgment
is entered in an action covered by this sec-
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tion against a servicemember during the
servicemember’s period of military service
(or within 60 days after termination of or re-
lease from such military service), the court
entering the judgment shall, upon applica-
tion by or on behalf of the servicemember,
reopen the judgment for the purpose of al-
lowing the servicemember to defend the ac-
tion if it appears that—

“(A) the servicemember was materially af-
fected by reason of that military service in
making a defense to the action; and

““(B) the servicemember has a meritorious
or legal defense to the action or some part of
it

““(2) TIME FOR FILING APPLICATION.—AN ap-
plication under this subsection must be filed
not later than 90 days after the date of the
termination of or release from military serv-
ice.

““(h) PROTECTION OF BONA FIDE PUR-
CHASER.—If a court vacates, sets aside, or re-
verses a default judgment against a
servicemember and the vacating, setting
aside, or reversing is because of a provision
of this Act, that action shall not impair a
right or title acquired by a bona fide pur-
chaser for value under the default judgment.
“SEC. 202. STAY OF PROCEEDINGS WHEN

SERVICEMEMBER DEFENDANT HAS
NOTICE.

‘“(a) APPLICABILITY OF SECTION.—This sec-
tion applies to any civil action or proceeding
in which the defendant at the time of filing
an application under this section—

“(1) is in military service or is within 90
days after termination of or release from
military service; and

““(2) has received notice of the action or
proceeding.

““(b) AUTOMATIC STAY.—

““(1) AUTHORITY FOR STAY.—At any stage
before final judgment in a civil action or
proceeding in which a servicemember de-
scribed in subsection (a) is a party, the court
may on its own motion and shall, upon appli-
cation by the servicemember, stay the action
for a period of not less than 90 days, if the
conditions in paragraph (2) are met.

““(2) CONDITIONS FOR STAY.—AnN application
for a stay under paragraph (1) shall include
the following:

“(A) A letter or other communication set-
ting forth facts stating the manner in which
current military duty requirements materi-
ally affect the servicemember’s ability to ap-
pear and stating a date when the
servicemember will be available to appear.

““(B) A letter or other communication from
the servicemember’s commanding officer
stating that the servicemember’s current
military duty prevents appearance and that
military leave is not authorized for the
servicemember at the time of the letter.

““(c) APPLICATION NOT A WAIVER OF DE-
FENSES.—AnN application for a stay under this
section does not constitute an appearance
for jurisdictional purposes and does not con-
stitute a waiver of any substantive or proce-
dural defense (including a defense relating to
lack of personal jurisdiction).

‘‘(d) ADDITIONAL STAY.—

““(1) APPLICATION.—A servicemember who is
granted a stay of a civil action or proceeding
under subsection (b) may apply for an addi-
tional stay based on continuing material af-
fect of military duty on the servicemember’s
ability to appear. Such an application may
be made by the servicemember at the time of
the initial application under subsection (b)
or when it appears that the servicemember is
unavailable to prosecute or defend the ac-
tion. The same information required under
subsection (b)(2) shall be included in an ap-
plication under this subsection.

““(2) APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL WHEN ADDI-
TIONAL STAY REFUSED.—If the court refuses
to grant an additional stay of proceedings
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under paragraph (1), the court shall appoint

counsel to represent the servicemember in

the action or proceeding.

““(e) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 201.—A
servicemember who applies for a stay under
this section and is unsuccessful may not
seek the protections afforded by section 201.

“(f) INAPPLICABILITY TO SECTION 301.—The
protections of this section do not apply to
section 301.

“SEC. 203. FINES AND PENALTIES UNDER CON-
TRACTS.

‘““‘(a) PROHIBITION OF PENALTIES.—When an
action for compliance with the terms of a
contract is stayed pursuant to this Act, a
penalty shall not accrue for failure to com-
ply with the terms of the contract during the
period of the stay.

“(b) REDUCTION OR WAIVER OF FINES OR
PENALTIES.—If a servicemember fails to per-
form an obligation arising under a contract
and a penalty is incurred arising from that
nonperformance, a court may reduce or
waive the fine or penalty if—

“(1) the servicemember was in military
service at the time the fine or penalty was
incurred; and

“(2) the ability of the servicemember to
perform the obligation was materially af-
fected by such military service.

“SEC. 204. STAY OR VACATION OF EXECUTION OF
JUDGMENTS, ATTACHMENTS, AND
GARNISHMENTS.

“‘(a) COURT ACTION UPON MATERIAL AFFECT
DETERMINATION.—If a servicemember, in the
opinion of the court, is materially affected
by reason of military service in complying
with a court judgment or order, the court
may on its own motion and shall on applica-
tion by the servicemember—

““(1) stay the execution of any judgment or
order entered against the servicemember;
and

““(2) vacate or stay an attachment or gar-
nishment of property, money, or debts in the
possession of the servicemember or a third
party, whether before or after judgment.

“(b) APPLICABILITY.—This section applies
to an action or proceeding commenced in a
court against a servicemember before or dur-
ing the period of the servicemember’s mili-
tary service or within 90 days after such
service terminates.

“SEC. 205. DURATION AND TERM OF STAYS; CO-
DEFENDANTS NOT IN SERVICE.

‘“(a) PERIOD OF STAY.—A stay of an action,
proceeding, attachment, or execution made
pursuant to the provisions of this Act by a
court may be ordered for the period of mili-
tary service and 90 days thereafter, or for
any part of that period. The court may set
the terms and amounts for such installment
payments as is considered reasonable by the
court.

“‘(b) CODEFENDANTS.—If the servicemember
is a codefendant with others who are not in
military service and who are not entitled to
the relief and protections provided under
this Act, the plaintiff may proceed against
those other defendants with the approval of
the court.

““(c) INAPPLICABILITY OF SECTION.—This
section does not apply to sections 202 and
701.

“SEC. 206. STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS.

“(a) TOLLING OF STATUTES OF LIMITATION
DURING MILITARY SERVICE.—The period of a
servicemember’s military service may not be
included in computing any period limited by
law, regulation, or order for the bringing of
any action or proceeding in a court, or in
any board, bureau, commission, department,
or other agency of a State (or political sub-
division of a State) or the United States by
or against the servicemember or the
servicemember’s heirs, executors, adminis-
trators, or assigns.
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“(b) REDEMPTION OF REAL PROPERTY.—A
period of military service may not be in-
cluded in computing any period provided by
law for the redemption of real property sold
or forfeited to enforce an obligation, tax, or
assessment.

““(c) INAPPLICABILITY TO INTERNAL REVENUE
LAwsS.—This section does not apply to any
period of limitation prescribed by or under
the internal revenue laws of the United
States.

“SEC. 207. MAXIMUM RATE OF INTEREST ON

DEBTS INCURRED BEFORE MILI-
TARY SERVICE.

“‘(a) INTEREST RATE LIMITATION.—

“(1) LIMITATION TO 6 PERCENT.—AnN obliga-
tion or liability bearing interest at a rate in
excess of 6 percent per year that is incurred
by a servicemember, or the servicemember
and the servicemember’s spouse jointly, be-
fore the servicemember enters military serv-
ice shall not bear interest at a rate in excess
of 6 percent per year during the period of
military service.

““(2) FORGIVENESS OF INTEREST IN EXCESS OF
6 PERCENT.—Interest at a rate in excess of 6
percent per year that would otherwise be in-
curred but for the prohibition in paragraph
(1) is forgiven.

““(3) PREVENTION OF ACCELERATION OF PRIN-
CIPAL.—The amount of any periodic payment
due from a servicemember under the terms
of the instrument that created an obligation
or liability covered by this section shall be
reduced by the amount of the interest for-
given under paragraph (2) that is allocable to
the period for which such payment is made.

““(b) IMPLEMENTATION OF LIMITATION.—

““(1) WRITTEN NOTICE TO CREDITOR.—In order
for an obligation or liability of a
servicemember to be subject to the interest
rate limitation in subsection (a), the
servicemember shall provide to the creditor
written notice and a copy of the military or-
ders calling the servicemember to military
service and any orders further extending
military service, not later than 180 days
after the date of the servicemember’s termi-
nation or release from military service.

““(2) LIMITATION EFFECTIVE AS OF DATE OF
ORDER TO ACTIVE DUTY.—Upon receipt of
written notice and a copy of orders calling a
servicemember to military service, the cred-
itor shall treat the debt in accordance with
subsection (a), effective as of the date on
which the servicemember is called to mili-
tary service.

““(c) CREDITOR PROTECTION.—A court may
grant a creditor relief from the limitations
of this section if, in the opinion of the court,
the ability of the servicemember to pay in-
terest upon the obligation or liability at a
rate in excess of 6 percent per year is not
materially affected by reason of the
servicemember’s military service.

““(d) INTEREST.—As used in this section, the
term ‘interest’ includes service charges, re-
newal charges, fees, or any other charges (ex-
cept bona fide insurance) with respect to an
obligation or liability.

“TITLE I1I—RENT, INSTALLMENT CON-
TRACTS, MORTGAGES, LIENS, ASSIGN-
MENT, LEASES

“SEC. 301. EVICTIONS AND DISTRESS.

““(a) COURT-ORDERED EVICTION.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Except by court order, a
landlord (or another person with paramount
title) may not—

““(A) evict a servicemember, or the depend-
ents of a servicemember, during a period of
military service of the servicemember, from
premises—

““(i) that are occupied or intended to be oc-
cupied primarily as a residence; and

“(ii) for which the monthly rent does not
exceed $1,700, as adjusted under paragraph (2)
for years after 2003; or
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““(B) subject such premises to a distress
during the period of military service.

““(2) HOUSING PRICE INFLATION ADJUST-
MENT.—(A) For calendar years beginning
with 2004, the amount under subsection
(@)(1)(A)(ii) shall be increased by the housing
price inflation adjustment for the calendar
year involved.

*“(B) For purposes of this paragraph—

““(i) The housing price inflation adjustment
for any calendar year is the percentage
change (if any) by which—

“(l) the CPI housing component for No-
vember of the preceding calendar year, ex-
ceeds

“(11) the CPI housing component for No-
vember of 1984.

“(if) The term ‘CPl housing component’
means the index published by the Bureau of
Labor Statistics of the Department of Labor
known as the Consumer Price Index, All
Urban Consumers, Rent of Primary Resi-
dence, U.S. City Average.”.

““(b) STAY OF EXECUTION.—

‘(1) COURT AUTHORITY.—Upon an applica-
tion for eviction or distress with respect to
premises covered by this section, the court
may on its own motion and shall, if a request
is made by or on behalf of a servicemember
whose ability to pay the agreed rent is mate-
rially affected by military service—

““(A) stay the proceedings for a period of 90
days, unless in the opinion of the court, jus-
tice and equity require a longer or shorter
period of time; or

““(B) adjust the obligation under the lease
to preserve the interests of all parties.

““(2) RELIEF TO LANDLORD.—If a stay is
granted under paragraph (1), the court may
grant to the landlord (or other person with
paramount title) such relief as equity may
require.

““(c) PENALTIES.—

‘(1) MISDEMEANOR.—EXxcept as provided in
subsection (a), a person who knowingly takes
part in an eviction or distress described in
subsection (a), or who knowingly attempts
to do so, shall be fined as provided in title 18,
United States Code, or imprisoned for not
more than one year, or both.

“(2) PRESERVATION OF OTHER REMEDIES AND
RIGHTS.—The remedies and rights provided
under this section are in addition to and do
not preclude any remedy for wrongful con-
version (or wrongful eviction) otherwise
available under the law to the person claim-
ing relief under this section, including any
award for consequential and punitive dam-
ages.

““(d) RENT ALLOTMENT FROM PAY OF
SERVICEMEMBER.—To0 the extent required by
a court order related to property which is
the subject of a court action under this sec-
tion, the Secretary concerned shall make an
allotment from the pay of a servicemember
to satisfy the terms of such order, except
that any such allotment shall be subject to
regulations prescribed by the Secretary con-
cerned establishing the maximum amount of
pay of servicemembers that may be allotted
under this subsection.

‘“(e) LIMITATION OF APPLICABILITY.—Sec-
tion 202 is not applicable to this section.
“SEC. 302. PROTECTION UNDER INSTALLMENT

CONTRACTS FOR PURCHASE OR
LEASE.

‘“(a) PROTECTION UPON BREACH OF CON-
TRACT.—

““(1) PROTECTION AFTER ENTERING MILITARY
SERVICE.—After a servicemember enters
military service, a contract by the
servicemember for—

““(A) the purchase of real or personal prop-
erty; or

‘“(B) the lease or bailment of such prop-
erty,
may not be rescinded or terminated for a
breach of terms of the contract occurring be-
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fore or during that person’s military service,
nor may the property be repossessed for such
breach without a court order.

“(2) APPLICABILITY.—This section applies
only to a contract for which a deposit or in-
stallment has been paid by the
servicemember before the servicemember en-
ters military service.

“(b) PENALTIES.—

““(1) MISDEMEANOR.—A person who know-
ingly resumes possession of property in vio-
lation of subsection (a), or in violation of
section 107 of this Act, or who knowingly at-
tempts to do so, shall be fined as provided in
title 18, United States Code, or imprisoned
for not more than one year, or both.

““(2) PRESERVATION OF OTHER REMEDIES AND
RIGHTS.—The remedies and rights provided
under this section are in addition to and do
not preclude any remedy for wrongful con-
version otherwise available under law to the
person claiming relief under this section, in-
cluding any award for consequential and pu-
nitive damages.

“(c) AUTHORITY OF COURT.—In a hearing
based on this section, the court—

“(1) may order repayment to the
servicemember of all or part of the prior in-
stallments or deposits as a condition of ter-
minating the contract and resuming posses-
sion of the property;

“(2) may, on its own motion, and shall on
application by a servicemember when the
servicemember’s ability to comply with the
contract is materially affected by military
service, stay the proceedings for a period of
time as, in the opinion of the court, justice
and equity require; or

““(3) may make other disposition as is equi-
table to preserve the interests of all parties.
“SEC. 303. MORTGAGES AND TRUST DEEDS.

““(a) MORTGAGE AS SECURITY.—This section
applies only to an obligation on real or per-
sonal property owned by a servicemember
that—

‘(1) originated before the period of the
servicemember’s military service and for
which the servicemember is still obligated;
and

““(2) is secured by a mortgage, trust deed,
or other security in the nature of a mort-
gage.

““(b) STAY OF PROCEEDINGS AND ADJUST-
MENT OF OBLIGATION.—In an action filed dur-
ing, or within 90 days after, a
servicemember’s period of military service
to enforce an obligation described in sub-
section (a), the court may after a hearing
and on its own motion and shall upon appli-
cation by a servicemember when the
servicemember’s ability to comply with the
obligation is materially affected by military
service—

““(1) stay the proceedings for a period of
time as justice and equity require, or

““(2) adjust the obligation to preserve the
interests of all parties.

““(c) SALE OR FORECLOSURE.—A sale, fore-
closure, or seizure of property for a breach of
an obligation described in subsection (a)
shall not be valid if made during, or within
90 days after, the period of the
servicemember’s military service except—

““(1) upon a court order granted before such
sale, foreclosure, or seizure with a return
made and approved by the court; or

““(2) if made pursuant to an agreement as
provided in section 107.

““(d) PENALTIES.—

“(1) MISDEMEANOR.—A person who know-
ingly makes or causes to be made a sale,
foreclosure, or seizure of property that is
prohibited by subsection (c), or who know-
ingly attempts to do so, shall be fined as pro-
vided in title 18, United States Code, or im-
prisoned for not more than one year, or both.

‘“(2) PRESERVATION OF OTHER REMEDIES.—
The remedies and rights provided under this
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section are in addition to and do not pre-

clude any remedy for wrongful conversion

otherwise available under law to the person

claiming relief under this section, including

consequential and punitive damages.

“SEC. 304. SETTLEMENT OF STAYED CASES RE-
LATING TO PERSONAL PROPERTY.

‘““(a) APPRAISAL OF PROPERTY.—When a
stay is granted pursuant to this Act in a pro-
ceeding to foreclose a mortgage on or to re-
possess personal property, or to rescind or
terminate a contract for the purchase of per-
sonal property, the court may appoint three
disinterested parties to appraise the prop-
erty.

“(b) EQuUITY PAYMENT.—Based on the ap-
praisal, and if undue hardship to the
servicemember’s dependents will not result,
the court may order that the amount of the
servicemember’s equity in the property be
paid to the servicemember, or the
servicemember’s dependents, as a condition
of foreclosing the mortgage, repossessing the
property, or rescinding or terminating the
contract.

“SEC. 305. TERMINATION OF LEASES BY LESSEES.

““(a) CoVERED LEASEs.—This section ap-
plies to the lease of premises occupied, or in-
tended to be occupied, by a servicemember
or a servicemember’s dependents for a resi-
dential, professional, business, agricultural,
or similar purpose if—

““(1) the lease is executed by or on behalf of
a person who thereafter and during the term
of the lease enters military service; or

““(2) the servicemember, while in military
service, executes a lease and thereafter re-
ceives military orders for a permanent
change of station or to deploy with a mili-
tary unit for a period of not less than 90
days.

““(b) NOTICE TO LESSOR.—

‘(1) DELIVERY OF NOTICE.—A lease de-
scribed in subsection (a) is terminated when
written notice is delivered by the lessee to
the lessor (or the lessor’s grantee) or to the
lessor’s agent (or the agent’s grantee).

““(2) TIME FOR NOTICE.—The written notice
may be delivered at any time after the les-
see’s entry into military service or the date
of the military orders for a permanent
change of station or to deploy for a period of
not less than 90 days.

““(3) NATURE OF NOTICE.—Delivery may be
accomplished—

“(A) by hand delivery;

““(B) by private business carrier; or

““(C) by placing the written notice in an en-
velope with sufficient postage and addressed
to the lessor (or the lessor’s grantee) or to
the lessor’s agent (or the agent’s grantee)
and depositing the written notice in the
United States mails.

*‘(c) EFFECTIVE DATE OF TERMINATION.—

““(1) LEASE WITH MONTHLY RENT.—Termi-
nation of a lease providing for monthly pay-
ment of rent shall be effective 30 days after
the first date on which the next rental pay-
ment is due and payable after the date on
which the notice is delivered.

““(2) OTHER LEASE.—AIl other leases termi-
nate on the last day of the month following
the month in which the notice is delivered.

““(d) ARREARAGES IN RENT.—Rents unpaid
for the period preceding termination shall be
paid on a prorated basis.

““(e) RENT PAID IN ADVANCE.—Rents paid in
advance for a period succeeding termination
shall be refunded to the lessee by the lessor
(or the lessor’s assignee or the assignee’s
agent).

“(f) RELIEF TO LESSOR.—Upon application
by the lessor to a court before the termi-
nation date provided in the written notice,
relief granted by this section to a
servicemember may be modified as justice
and equity require.
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““(g) PENALTIES.—

‘(1) MISDEMEANOR.—ANY person who know-
ingly seizes, holds, or detains the personal
effects, security deposit, or other property of
a servicemember or a servicemember’s de-
pendent who lawfully terminates a lease cov-
ered by this section, or who knowingly inter-
feres with the removal of such property from
premises covered by such lease, for the pur-
pose of subjecting or attempting to subject
any of such property to a claim for rent ac-
cruing subsequent to the date of termination
of such lease, or attempts to do so, shall be
fined as provided in title 18, United States
Code, or imprisoned for not more than one
year, or both.

‘“(2) PRESERVATION OF OTHER REMEDIES.—
The remedy and rights provided under this
section are in addition to and do not pre-
clude any remedy for wrongful conversion
otherwise available under law to the person
claiming relief under this section, including
any award for consequential or punitive
damages.

“SEC. 306. PROTECTION OF LIFE
POLICY.

‘“(a) ASSIGNMENT OF PoLicy PROTECTED.—If
a life insurance policy on the life of a
servicemember is assigned before military
service to secure the payment of an obliga-
tion, the assignee of the policy (except the
insurer in connection with a policy loan)
may not exercise, during a period of military
service of the servicemember or within one
year thereafter, any right or option obtained
under the assignment without a court order.

““(b) EXCEPTION.—The prohibition in sub-
section (a) shall not apply—

““(1) if the assignee has the written consent
of the insured made during the period de-
scribed in subsection (a)(1);

““(2) when the premiums on the policy are
due and unpaid; or

*“(3) upon the death of the insured.

‘‘(c) ORDER REFUSED BECAUSE OF MATERIAL
AFFECT.—A court which receives an applica-
tion for an order required under subsection
(a) may refuse to grant such order if the
court determines the ability of the
servicemember to comply with the terms of
the obligation is materially affected by mili-
tary service.

““(d) TREATMENT OF GUARANTEED PRE-
MIUMS.—For purposes of this subsection, pre-
miums guaranteed under the provisions of
title IV of this Act shall not be considered
due and unpaid.

‘“(e) PENALTIES.—

““(1) MISDEMEANOR.—A person who know-
ingly takes an action contrary to this sec-
tion, or attempts to do so, shall be fined as
provided in title 18, United States Code, or
imprisoned for not more than one year, or
both.

‘“(2) PRESERVATION OF OTHER REMEDIES.—
The remedy and rights provided under this
section are in addition to and do not pre-
clude any remedy for wrongful conversion
otherwise available under law to the person
claiming relief under this section, including
any consequential or punitive damages.

“SEC. 307. ENFORCEMENT OF STORAGE LIENS.

““(a) LIENS.—

‘(1) LIMITATION ON FORECLOSURE OR EN-
FORCEMENT.—A person holding a lien on the
property or effects of a servicemember may
not, during any period of military service of
the servicemember and for 90 days there-
after, foreclose or enforce any lien on such
property or effects without a court order
granted before foreclosure or enforcement.

““(2) LIEN DEFINED.—For the purposes of
paragraph (1), the term ‘lien’ includes a lien
for storage, repair, or cleaning of the prop-
erty or effects of a servicemember or a lien
on such property or effects for any other rea-
son.
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“(b) STAY OF PROCEEDINGS.—INn a pro-
ceeding to foreclose or enforce a lien subject
to this section, the court may on its own mo-
tion, and shall if requested by a
servicemember whose ability to comply with
the obligation resulting in the proceeding is
materially affected by military service—

“(1) stay the proceeding for a period of
time as justice and equity require; or

““(2) adjust the obligation to preserve the
interests of all parties.

The provisions of this subsection do not af-
fect the scope of section 303.

““(c) PENALTIES.—

‘(1) MISDEMEANOR.—A person who know-
ingly takes an action contrary to this sec-
tion, or attempts to do so, shall be fined as
provided in title 18, United States Code, or
imprisoned for not more than one year, or
both.

““(2) PRESERVATION OF OTHER REMEDIES.—
The remedy and rights provided under this
section are in addition to and do not pre-
clude any remedy for wrongful conversion
otherwise available under law to the person
claiming relief under this section, including
any consequential or punitive damages.

“SEC. 308. EXTENSION OF PROTECTIONS TO DE-
PENDENTS.

“Upon application to a court, a dependent
of a servicemember is entitled to the protec-
tions of this title if the dependent’s ability
to comply with a lease, contract, bailment,
or other obligation is materially affected by
reason of the servicemember’s military serv-
ice.

“TITLE IV—LIFE INSURANCE
“SEC. 401. DEFINITIONS.

““For the purposes of this title:

“(1) PorLicy.—The term ‘policy’ means any
contract for whole, endowment, universal, or
term life insurance, including any benefit in
the nature of such insurance arising out of
membership in any fraternal or beneficial as-
sociation which—

““(A) provides that the insurer may not—

““(i) decrease the amount of coverage or in-
crease the amount of premiums if the in-
sured is in military service; or

“(it) limit or restrict coverage for any ac-
tivity required by military service; and

“(B) is in force not less than 180 days be-
fore the date of the insured’s entry into mili-
tary service and at the time of application
under this title.

“(2) PREMIUM.—The term ‘premium’ means
the amount specified in an insurance policy
to be paid to keep the policy in force.

““(3) INSURED.—The term ‘insured’ means a
servicemember whose life is insured under a
policy.

““(4) INSURER.—The term ‘insurer’ includes
any firm, corporation, partnership, associa-
tion, or business that is chartered or author-
ized to provide insurance and issue contracts
or policies by the laws of a State or the
United States.

“SEC. 402. INSURANCE RIGHTS AND PROTEC-
TIONS.

““(a) RIGHTS AND PROTECTIONS.—The rights
and protections under this title apply to the
insured when the insured, the insured’s des-
ignee, or the insured’s beneficiary applies in
writing for protection under this title, unless
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs determines
that the insured’s policy is not entitled to
protection under this title.

““(b) NOTIFICATION AND APPLICATION.—The
Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall notify
the Secretary concerned of the procedures to
be used to apply for the protections provided
under this title. The applicant shall send the
original application to the insurer and a
copy to the Secretary of Veterans Affairs.

“(c) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT.—The total
amount of life insurance coverage protection
provided by this title for a servicemember
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may not exceed $250,000, or an amount equal

to the Servicemember’s Group Life Insur-

ance maximum limit, whichever is greater,

regardless of the number of policies sub-

mitted.

“SEC. 403. APPLICATION FOR INSURANCE PRO-
TECTION.

““(a) APPLICATION PROCEDURE.—AnN applica-
tion for protection under this title shall—

‘(1) be in writing and signed by the in-
sured, the insured’s designee, or the in-
sured’s beneficiary, as the case may be;

“(2) identify the policy and the insurer;
and

“(3) include an acknowledgement that the
insured’s rights under the policy are subject
to and modified by the provisions of this
title.

““(b) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.—The Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs may require addi-
tional information from the applicant, the
insured and the insurer to determine if the
policy is entitled to protection under this
title.

““(c) NOTICE TO THE SECRETARY BY THE IN-
SURED.—Upon receipt of the application of
the insured, the insurer shall furnish a re-
port concerning the policy to the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs as required by regula-
tions prescribed by the Secretary.

““(d) Poricy MoDIFICATION.—Upon applica-
tion for protection under this title, the in-
sured and the insurer shall have construc-
tively agreed to any policy modification nec-
essary to give this title full force and effect.
“SEC. 404. POLICIES ENTITLED TO PROTECTION

AND LAPSE OF POLICIES.

‘““(a) DETERMINATION.—The Secretary of
Veterans Affairs shall determine whether a
policy is entitled to protection under this
title and shall notify the insured and the in-
surer of that determination.

“(b) LAPSE PROTECTION.—A policy that the
Secretary determines is entitled to protec-
tion under this title shall not lapse or other-
wise terminate or be forfeited for the non-
payment of a premium, or interest or indebt-
edness on a premium, after the date of the
application for protection.

““(c) TIME APPLICATION.—The protection
provided by this title applies during the in-
sured’s period of military service and for a
period of two years thereafter.

“SEC. 405. POLICY RESTRICTIONS.

‘““(a) DIVIDENDS.—While a policy is pro-
tected under this title, a dividend or other
monetary benefit under a policy may not be
paid to an insured or used to purchase divi-
dend additions without the approval of the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs. If such ap-
proval is not obtained, the dividends or bene-
fits shall be added to the value of the policy
to be used as a credit when final settlement
is made with the insurer.

“(b) SPECIFIC RESTRICTIONS.—While a pol-
icy is protected under this title, cash value,
loan value, withdrawal of dividend accumu-
lation, unearned premiums, or other value of
similar character may not be available to
the insured without the approval of the Sec-
retary. The right of the insured to change a
beneficiary designation or select an optional
settlement for a beneficiary shall not be af-
fected by the provisions of this title.

“SEC. 406. DEDUCTION OF UNPAID PREMIUMS.

““(a) SETTLEMENT OF PROCEEDS.—If a policy
matures as a result of a servicemember’s
death or otherwise during the period of pro-
tection of the policy under this title, the in-
surer in making settlement shall deduct
from the insurance proceeds the amount of
the unpaid premiums guaranteed under this
title, together with interest due at the rate
fixed in the policy for policy loans.

“(b) INTEREST RATE.—If the interest rate is
not specifically fixed in the policy, the rate
shall be the same as for policy loans in other
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policies issued by the insurer at the time the
insured’s policy was issued.

“(c) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—The
amount deducted under this section, if any,
shall be reported by the insurer to the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs.

“SEC. 407. PREMIUMS AND INTEREST GUARAN-
TEED BY UNITED STATES.

‘“(a) GUARANTEE OF PREMIUMS AND INTER-
EST BY THE UNITED STATES.—

““(1) GUARANTEE.—Payment of premiums,
and interest on premiums at the rate speci-
fied in section 406, which become due on a
policy under the protection of this title is
guaranteed by the United States. If the
amount guaranteed is not paid to the insurer
before the period of insurance protection
under this title expires, the amount due
shall be treated by the insurer as a policy
loan on the policy.

““(2) PoLicy TERMINATION.—If, at the expira-
tion of insurance protection under this title,
the cash surrender value of a policy is less
than the amount due to pay premiums and
interest on premiums on the policy, the pol-
icy shall terminate. Upon such termination,
the United States shall pay the insurer the
difference between the amount due and the
cash surrender value.

““(b) RECOVERY FROM INSURED OF AMOUNTS
PAID BY THE UNITED STATES.—

‘“(1) DEBT PAYABLE TO THE UNITED STATES.—
The amount paid by the United States to an
insurer under this title shall be a debt pay-
able to the United States by the insured on
whose policy payment was made.

““(2) COLLECTION.—Such amount may be
collected by the United States, either as an
offset from any amount due the insured by
the United States or as otherwise authorized
by law.

‘“(3) DEBT NOT DISCHARGEABLE IN BANK-
RUPTCY.—Such debt payable to the United
States is not dischargeable in bankruptcy
proceedings.

‘“(c) CREDITING OF AMOUNTS RECOVERED.—
Any amounts received by the United States
as repayment of debts incurred by an insured
under this title shall be credited to the ap-
propriation for the payment of claims under
this title.

“SEC. 408. REGULATIONS.

“The Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall
prescribe regulations for the implementation
of this title.

“SEC. 409. REVIEW OF FINDINGS OF FACT AND
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW.

“The findings of fact and conclusions of
law made by the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs in administering this title may be re-
viewed by the Board of Veterans’ Appeals
and the United States Court of Appeals for
Veterans Claims.

“TITLE V—TAXES AND PUBLIC LANDS

“SEC. 501. TAXES RESPECTING PERSONAL PROP-
ERTY, MONEY, CREDITS, AND REAL
PROPERTY.

““(a) APPLICATION.—This section applies in
any case in which a tax or assessment,
whether general or special (other than a tax
on personal income), falls due and remains
unpaid before or during a period of military
service with respect to a servicemember’s—

‘(1) personal property; or

““(2) real property occupied for dwelling,
professional, business, or agricultural pur-
poses by a servicemember or the
servicemember’s dependents or employees—

““(A) before the servicemember’s entry into
military service; and

““(B) during the time the tax or assessment
remains unpaid.

““(b) SALE OF PROPERTY.—

‘(1) LIMITATION ON SALE OF PROPERTY TO
ENFORCE TAX ASSESSMENT.—Property de-
scribed in subsection (a) may not be sold to
enforce the collection of such tax or assess-
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ment except by court order and upon the de-
termination by the court that military serv-
ice does not materially affect the
servicemember’s ability to pay the unpaid
tax or assessment.

““(2) STAY OF COURT PROCEEDINGS.—A court
may stay a proceeding to enforce the collec-
tion of such tax or assessment, or sale of
such property, during a period of military
service of the servicemember and for a pe-
riod not more than 180 days after the termi-
nation of, or release of the servicemember
from, military service.

“(c) REDEMPTION.—When property de-
scribed in subsection (a) is sold or forfeited
to enforce the collection of a tax or assess-
ment, a servicemember shall have the right
to redeem or commence an action to redeem
the servicemember’s property during the pe-
riod of military service or within 180 days
after termination of or release from military
service. This subsection may not be con-
strued to shorten any period provided by the
law of a State (including any political sub-
division of a State) for redemption.

“(d) INTEREST ON TAX OR ASSESSMENT.—
Whenever a servicemember does not pay a
tax or assessment on property described in
subsection (a) when due, the amount of the
tax or assessment due and unpaid shall bear
interest until paid at the rate of 6 percent
per year. An additional penalty or interest
shall not be incurred by reason of non-
payment. A lien for such unpaid tax or as-
sessment may include interest under this
subsection.

““(e) JOINT OWNERSHIP APPLICATION.—This
section applies to all forms of property de-
scribed in subsection (a) owned individually
by a servicemember or jointly by a
servicemember and a dependent or depend-
ents.

“SEC. 502. RIGHTS IN PUBLIC LANDS.

““(a) RIGHTS NOT FORFEITED.—The rights of
a servicemember to lands owned or con-
trolled by the United States, and initiated or
acquired by the servicemember under the
laws of the United States (including the min-
ing and mineral leasing laws) before military
service, shall not be forfeited or prejudiced
as a result of being absent from the land, or
by failing to begin or complete any work or
improvements to the land, during the period
of military service.

““(b) TEMPORARY SUSPENSION OF PERMITS OR
LICENSES.—If a permittee or licensee under
the Act of June 28, 1934 (43 U.S.C. 315 et seq.),
enters military service, the permittee or li-
censee may suspend the permit or license for
the period of military service and for 180
days after termination of or release from
military service.

“‘(c) REGULATIONS.—Regulations prescribed
by the Secretary of the Interior shall provide
for such suspension of permits and licenses
and for the remission, reduction, or refund of
grazing fees during the period of such sus-
pension.

“SEC. 503. DESERT-LAND ENTRIES.

‘““(@) DESERT-LAND RIGHTS NOT FOR-
FEITED.—A desert-land entry made or held
under the desert-land laws before the en-
trance of the entryman or the entryman’s
successor in interest into military service
shall not be subject to contest or cancella-
tion—

“(1) for failure to expend any required
amount per acre per year in improvements
upon the claim;

““(2) for failure to effect the reclamation of
the claim during the period the entryman or
the entryman’s successor in interest is in the
military service, or for 180 days after termi-
nation of or release from military service; or

““(3) during any period of hospitalization or
rehabilitation due to an injury or disability
incurred in the line of duty.
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The time within which the entryman or
claimant is required to make such expendi-
tures and effect reclamation of the land shall
be exclusive of the time periods described in
paragraphs (2) and (3).

““(b) SERVICE-RELATED DiIsSABILITY.—If an
entryman or claimant is honorably dis-
charged and is unable to accomplish rec-
lamation of, and payment for, desert land
due to a disability incurred in the line of
duty, the entryman or claimant may make
proof without further reclamation or pay-
ments, under regulations prescribed by the
Secretary of the Interior, and receive a pat-
ent for the land entered or claimed.

““(c) FILING REQUIREMENT.—In order to ob-
tain the protection of this section, the
entryman or claimant shall, within 180 days
after entry into military service, cause to be
filed in the land office of the district where
the claim is situated a notice commu-
nicating the fact of military service and the
desire to hold the claim under this section.
“SEC. 504. MINING CLAIMS.

““(a) REQUIREMENTS SUSPENDED.—The pro-
visions of section 2324 of the Revised Stat-
utes of the United States (30 U.S.C. 28) speci-
fied in subsection (b) shall not apply to a
servicemember’s claims or interests in
claims, regularly located and recorded, dur-
ing a period of military service and 180 days
thereafter, or during any period of hos-
pitalization or rehabilitation due to injuries
or disabilities incurred in the line of duty.

“‘(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The provisions in sec-
tion 2324 of the Revised Statutes that shall
not apply under subsection (a) are those
which require that on each mining claim lo-
cated after May 10, 1872, and until a patent
has been issued for such claim, not less than
$100 worth of labor shall be performed or im-
provements made during each year.

““(c) PERIOD OF PROTECTION FROM FOR-
FEITURE.—A mining claim or an interest in a
claim owned by a servicemember that has
been regularly located and recorded shall not
be subject to forfeiture for nonperformance
of annual assessments during the period of
military service and for 180 days thereafter,
or for any period of hospitalization or reha-
bilitation described in subsection (a).

““(d) FILING REQUIREMENT.—In order to ob-
tain the protections of this section, the
claimant of a mining location shall, before
the end of the assessment year in which mili-
tary service is begun or within 60 days after
the end of such assessment year, cause to be
filed in the office where the location notice
or certificate is recorded a notice commu-
nicating the fact of military service and the
desire to hold the mining claim under this
section.

“SEC. 505. MINERAL PERMITS AND LEASES.

““(a) SUSPENSION DURING MILITARY SERV-
ICE.—A person holding a permit or lease on
the public domain under the Federal mineral
leasing laws who enters military service may
suspend all operations under the permit or
lease for the duration of military service and
for 180 days thereafter. The term of the per-
mit or lease shall not run during the period
of suspension, nor shall any rental or royal-
ties be charged against the permit or lease
during the period of suspension.

“(b) NOTIFICATION.—In order to obtain the
protection of this section, the permittee or
lessee shall, within 180 days after entry into
military service, notify the Secretary of the
Interior by registered mail of the fact that
military service has begun and of the desire
to hold the claim under this section.

““(c) CONTRACT MODIFICATION.—This section
shall not be construed to supersede the
terms of any contract for operation of a per-
mit or lease.

“SEC. 506. PERFECTION OR DEFENSE OF RIGHTS.

“(a@) RIGHT To TAKE ACTION NOT AF-
FECTED.—This title shall not affect the right
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of a servicemember to take action during a
period of military service that is authorized
by law or regulations of the Department of
the Interior, for the perfection, defense, or
further assertion of rights initiated or ac-
quired before entering military service.

“‘(b) AFFIDAVITS AND PROOFS.—

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A servicemember during
a period of military service may make any
affidavit or submit any proof required by
law, practice, or regulation of the Depart-
ment of the Interior in connection with the
entry, perfection, defense, or further asser-
tion of rights initiated or acquired before en-
tering military service before an officer au-
thorized to provide notary services under
section 1044a of title 10, United States Code,
or any superior commissioned officer.

““(2) LEGAL STATUS OF AFFIDAVITS.—Such
affidavits shall be binding in law and subject
to the same penalties as prescribed by sec-
tion 1001 of title 18, United State Code.

“SEC. 507. DISTRIBUTION OF INFORMATION CON-
CERNING BENEFITS OF TITLE.

‘“(a) DISTRIBUTION OF INFORMATION BY SEC-
RETARY CONCERNED.—The Secretary con-
cerned shall issue to servicemembers infor-
mation explaining the provisions of this
title.

“(b) APPLICATION FORMS.—The Secretary
concerned shall provide application forms to
servicemembers requesting relief under this
title.

““(c) INFORMATION FROM SECRETARY OF THE
INTERIOR.—The Secretary of the Interior
shall furnish to the Secretary concerned in-
formation explaining the provisions of this
title (other than sections 501, 510, and 511)
and related application forms.

“SEC. 508. LAND RIGHTS OF SERVICEMEMBERS.

“(a) No AGE LIMITATIONS.—ANy
servicemember under the age of 21 in mili-
tary service shall be entitled to the same
rights under the laws relating to lands
owned or controlled by the United States, in-
cluding mining and mineral leasing laws, as
those servicemembers who are 21 years of
age.

g“(b) RESIDENCY REQUIREMENT.—ANy re-
quirement related to the establishment of a
residence within a limited time shall be sus-
pended as to entry by a servicemember in
military service until 180 days after termi-
nation of or release from military service.

‘“(c) ENTRY APPLICATIONS.—Applications
for entry may be verified before a person au-
thorized to administer oaths under section
1044a of title 10, United States Code, or under
the laws of the State where the land is situ-
ated.

“SEC. 509. REGULATIONS.

“The Secretary of the Interior may issue
regulations necessary to carry out this title
(other than sections 501, 510, and 511).

“SEC. 510. INCOME TAXES.

‘‘(a) DEFERRAL OF TAX.—Upon notice to the
Internal Revenue Service or the tax author-
ity of a State or a political subdivision of a
State, the collection of income tax on the in-
come of a servicemember falling due before
or during military service shall be deferred
for a period not more than 180 days after ter-
mination of or release from military service,
if a servicemember’s ability to pay such in-
come tax is materially affected by military
service.

““(b) ACCRUAL OF INTEREST OR PENALTY.—
No interest or penalty shall accrue for the
period of deferment by reason of nonpayment
on any amount of tax deferred under this
section.

‘“(c) STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS.—The run-
ning of a statute of limitations against the
collection of tax deferred under this section,
by seizure or otherwise, shall be suspended
for the period of military service of the
servicemember and for an additional period
of 270 days thereafter.
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““(d) APPLICATION LIMITATION.—This section
shall not apply to the tax imposed on em-
ployees by section 3101 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986.

“SEC. 511. RESIDENCE FOR TAX PURPOSES.

“(a) RESIDENCE OR DOMICILE.—A
servicemember shall neither lose nor acquire
a residence or domicile for purposes of tax-
ation with respect to the person, personal
property, or income of the servicemember by
reason of being absent or present in any tax
jurisdiction of the United States solely in
compliance with military orders.

“(b) MILITARY SERVICE COMPENSATION.—
Compensation of a servicemember for mili-
tary service shall not be deemed to be in-
come for services performed or from sources
within a tax jurisdiction of the United
States if the servicemember is not a resident
or domiciliary of the jurisdiction in which
the servicemember is serving in compliance
with military orders.

“‘(c) PERSONAL PROPERTY.—

“(1) RELIEF FROM PERSONAL PROPERTY
TAXES.—The  personal property of a
servicemember shall not be deemed to be lo-
cated or present in, or to have a situs for
taxation in, the tax jurisdiction in which the
servicemember is serving in compliance with
military orders.

““(2) EXCEPTION FOR PROPERTY WITHIN MEM-
BER’S DOMICILE OR RESIDENCE.—This sub-
section applies to personal property or its
use within any tax jurisdiction other than
the servicemember’s domicile or residence.

““(3) EXCEPTION FOR PROPERTY USED IN
TRADE OR BUSINESS.—This section does not
prevent taxation by a tax jurisdiction with
respect to personal property used in or aris-
ing from a trade or business, if it has juris-
diction.

““(4) RELATIONSHIP TO LAW OF STATE OF
DoMICILE.—Eligibility for relief from per-
sonal property taxes under this subsection is
not contingent on whether or not such taxes
are paid to the State of domicile.

““(d) INCREASE OF TAX LIABILITY.—A tax ju-
risdiction may not use the military com-
pensation of a nonresident servicemember to
increase the tax liability imposed on other
income earned by the nonresident
servicemember or spouse subject to tax by
the jurisdiction.

‘““(e) FEDERAL INDIAN RESERVATIONS.—AnN
Indian servicemember whose legal residence
or domicile is a Federal Indian reservation
shall be taxed by the laws applicable to Fed-
eral Indian reservations and not the State
where the reservation is located.

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

‘(1) PERSONAL PROPERTY.—The term ‘per-
sonal property’ means intangible and tan-
gible property (including motor vehicles).

“(2) TAXATION.—The term ‘taxation’ in-
cludes licenses, fees, or excises imposed with
respect to motor vehicles and their use, if
the license, fee, or excise is paid by the
servicemember in the servicemember’s State
of domicile or residence.

““(3) TAX JURISDICTION.—The term ‘tax ju-
risdiction’ means a State or a political sub-
division of a State.

“TITLE VI—ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES
“SEC. 601. INAPPROPRIATE USE OF ACT.

“If a court determines, in any proceeding
to enforce a civil right, that any interest,
property, or contract has been transferred or
acquired with the intent to delay the just en-
forcement of such right by taking advantage
of this Act, the court shall enter such judg-
ment or make such order as might lawfully
be entered or made concerning such transfer
or acquisition.

“SEC. 602. CERTIFICATES OF SERVICE; PERSONS
REPORTED MISSING.

“(a) PRIMA FACIE EVIDENCE.—INn any pro-

ceeding under this Act, a certificate signed
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by the Secretary concerned is prima facie
evidence as to any of the following facts
stated in the certificate:

“(1) That a person named is, is not, has
been, or has not been in military service.

““(2) The time and the place the person en-
tered military service.

““(3) The person’s residence at the time the
person entered military service.

““(4) The rank, branch, and unit of military
service of the person upon entry.

“(5) The inclusive dates of the person’s
military service.

““(6) The monthly pay received by the per-
son at the date of the certificate’s issuance.

“(7) The time and place of the person’s ter-
mination of or release from military service,
or the person’s death during military serv-
ice.

“(b) CERTIFICATES.—The Secretary con-
cerned shall furnish a certificate under sub-
section (a) upon receipt of an application for
such a certificate. A certificate appearing to
be signed by the Secretary concerned is
prima facie evidence of its contents and of
the signer’s authority to issue it.

““(c) TREATMENT OF SERVICEMEMBERS IN
MISSING STATUS.—A servicemember who has
been reported missing is presumed to con-
tinue in service until accounted for. A re-
quirement under this Act that begins or ends
with the death of a servicemember does not
begin or end until the servicemember’s death
is reported to, or determined by, the Sec-
retary concerned or by a court of competent
jurisdiction.

“SEC. 603. INTERLOCUTORY ORDERS.

“An interlocutory order issued by a court
under this Act may be revoked, modified, or
extended by that court upon its own motion
or otherwise, upon notification to affected
parties as required by the court.

“TITLE VII—FURTHER RELIEF
“SEC. 701. ANTICIPATORY RELIEF.

“(@) APPLICATION FOR RELIEF.—A
servicemember may, during military service
or within 180 days of termination of or re-
lease from military service, apply to a court
for relief—

“(1) from any obligation or liability in-
curred by the servicemember before the
servicemember’s military service; or

“(2) from a tax or assessment falling due
before or during the servicemember’s mili-
tary service.

“(b) TAX LIABILITY OR ASSESSMENT.—INn a
case covered by subsection (a), the court
may, if the ability of the servicemember to
comply with the terms of such obligation or
liability or pay such tax or assessment has
been materially affected by reason of mili-
tary service, after appropriate notice and
hearing, grant the following relief:

““(1) STAY OF ENFORCEMENT OF REAL ESTATE
CONTRACTS.—

“(A) In the case of an obligation payable in
installments under a contract for the pur-
chase of real estate, or secured by a mort-
gage or other instrument in the nature of a
mortgage upon real estate, the court may
grant a stay of the enforcement of the obli-
gation—

“(i) during the servicemember’s period of
military service; and

““(ii) from the date of termination of or re-
lease from military service, or from the date
of application if made after termination of
or release from military service.

“(B) Any stay under this paragraph shall
be—

““(i) for a period equal to the remaining life
of the installment contract or other instru-
ment, plus a period of time equal to the pe-
riod of military service of the
servicemember, or any part of such combined
period; and

““(ii) subject to payment of the balance of
the principal and accumulated interest due
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and unpaid at the date of termination or re-
lease from the applicant’s military service or
from the date of application in equal install-
ments during the combined period at the
rate of interest on the unpaid balance pre-
scribed in the contract or other instrument
evidencing the obligation, and subject to
other terms as may be equitable.

““(2) STAY OF ENFORCEMENT OF OTHER CON-
TRACTS.—

““(A) In the case of any other obligation, li-
ability, tax, or assessment, the court may
grant a stay of enforcement—

‘(i) during the servicemember’s military
service; and

“(ii) from the date of termination of or re-
lease from military service, or from the date
of application if made after termination or
release from military service.

‘“(B) Any stay under this paragraph shall
be—

(i) for a period of time equal to the period
of the servicemember’s military service or
any part of such period; and

““(ii) subject to payment of the balance of
principal and accumulated interest due and
unpaid at the date of termination or release
from military service, or the date of applica-
tion, in equal periodic installments during
this extended period at the rate of interest
as may be prescribed for this obligation, li-
ability, tax, or assessment, if paid when due,
and subject to other terms as may be equi-
table.

‘“(c) AFFECT OF STAY ON FINE OR PEN-
ALTY.—When a court grants a stay under this
section, a fine or penalty shall not accrue on
the obligation, liability, tax, or assessment
for the period of compliance with the terms
and conditions of the stay.

“SEC. 702. POWER OF ATTORNEY.

““(a) AUTOMATIC EXTENSION.—A power of at-
torney of a servicemember shall be auto-
matically extended for the period the
servicemember is in a missing status (as de-
fined in section 551(2) of title 37, United
States Code) if the power of attorney—

“Q) was duly executed by
servicemember—

“(A) while in military service; or

““(B) before entry into military service but
after the servicemember—

‘(i) received a call or order to report for
military service; or

““(if) was notified by an official of the De-
partment of Defense that the person could
receive a call or order to report for military
service;

‘“(2) designates the servicemember’s
spouse, parent, or other named relative as
the servicemember’s attorney in fact for cer-
tain, specified, or all purposes; and

“(3) expires by its terms after
servicemember entered a missing status.

“(b) LIMITATION ON POWER OF ATTORNEY
EXTENSION.—A power of attorney executed
by a servicemember may not be extended
under subsection (a) if the document by its
terms clearly indicates that the power grant-
ed expires on the date specified even though
the servicemember, after the date of execu-
tion of the document, enters a missing sta-
tus.

“SEC. 703. PROFESSIONAL LIABILITY PROTEC-
TION.

‘“(a) APPLICABILITY.—This section applies
to a servicemember who—

‘(1) after July 31, 1990, is ordered to active
duty (other than for training) pursuant to
sections 688, 12301(a), 12301(g), 12302, 12304,
12306, or 12307 of title 10, United States Code,
or who is ordered to active duty under sec-
tion 12301(d) of such title during a period
when members are on active duty pursuant
to any of the preceding sections; and

““(2) immediately before receiving the order
to active duty—

the
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“(A) was engaged in the furnishing of
health-care or legal services or other serv-
ices determined by the Secretary of Defense
to be professional services; and

“(B) had in effect a professional liability
insurance policy that does not continue to
cover claims filed with respect to the
servicemember during the period of the
servicemember’s active duty unless the pre-
miums are paid for such coverage for such
period.

*‘(b) SUSPENSION OF COVERAGE.—

“1) SUSPENSION.—Coverage of a
servicemember referred to in subsection (a)
by a professional liability insurance policy
shall be suspended by the insurance carrier
in accordance with this subsection upon re-
ceipt of a written request from the
servicemember, or the servicemember’s legal
representative, by the insurance carrier.

“(2) PREMIUMS FOR SUSPENDED CON-
TRACTS.—A professional liability insurance
carrier—

“(A) may not require that premiums be
paid by or on behalf of a servicemember for
any professional liability insurance coverage
suspended pursuant to paragraph (1); and

““(B) shall refund any amount paid for cov-
erage for the period of such suspension or,
upon the election of such servicemember,
apply such amount for the payment of any
premium becoming due upon the reinstate-
ment of such coverage.

““(3) NONLIABILITY OF CARRIER DURING SUS-
PENSION.—A professional liability insurance
carrier shall not be liable with respect to
any claim that is based on professional con-
duct (including any failure to take any ac-
tion in a professional capacity) of a
servicemember that occurs during a period
of suspension of that servicemember’s pro-
fessional liability insurance under this sub-
section.

““(4) CERTAIN CLAIMS CONSIDERED TO ARISE
BEFORE SUSPENSION.—For the purposes of
paragraph (3), a claim based upon the failure
of a professional to make adequate provision
for a patient, client, or other person to re-
ceive professional services or other assist-
ance during the period of the professional’s
active duty service shall be considered to be
based on an action or failure to take action
before the beginning of the period of the sus-
pension of professional liability insurance
under this subsection, except in a case in
which professional services were provided
after the date of the beginning of such pe-
riod.

“‘(c) REINSTATEMENT OF COVERAGE.—

“(1) REINSTATEMENT REQUIRED.—Profes-
sional liability insurance coverage suspended
in the case of any servicemember pursuant
to subsection (b) shall be reinstated by the
insurance carrier on the date on which that
servicemember transmits to the insurance
carrier a written request for reinstatement.

“(2) TIME AND PREMIUM FOR REINSTATE-
MENT.—The request of a servicemember for
reinstatement shall be effective only if the
servicemember transmits the request to the
insurance carrier within 30 days after the
date on which the servicemember is released
from active duty. The insurance carrier shall
notify the servicemember of the due date for
payment of the premium of such insurance.
Such premium shall be paid by the
servicemember within 30 days after receipt
of that notice.

““(3) PERIOD OF REINSTATED COVERAGE.—The
period for which professional liability insur-
ance coverage shall be reinstated for a
servicemember under this subsection may
not be less than the balance of the period for
which coverage would have continued under
the insurance policy if the coverage had not
been suspended.

““(d) INCREASE IN PREMIUM.—



H3696

‘(1) LIMITATION ON PREMIUM INCREASES.—
An insurance carrier may not increase the
amount of the premium charged for profes-
sional liability insurance coverage of any
servicemember for the minimum period of
the reinstatement of such coverage required
under subsection (c)(3) to an amount greater
than the amount chargeable for such cov-
erage for such period before the suspension.

““(2) EXCePTION.—Paragraph (1) does not
prevent an increase in premium to the ex-
tent of any general increase in the premiums
charged by that carrier for the same profes-
sional liability coverage for persons simi-
larly covered by such insurance during the
period of the suspension.

‘“(e) CONTINUATION OF COVERAGE OF UNAF-
FECTED PERSONS.—This section does not—

““(1) require a suspension of professional li-
ability insurance protection for any person
who is not a person referred to in subsection
(a) and who is covered by the same profes-
sional liability insurance as a person re-
ferred to in such subsection; or

““(2) relieve any person of the obligation to
pay premiums for the coverage not required
to be suspended.

“(f) STAY oF CIVIL OR ADMINISTRATIVE AcC-
TIONS.—

““(1) STAY OF ACTIONS.—A civil or adminis-
trative action for damages on the basis of
the alleged professional negligence or other
professional liability of a servicemember
whose professional liability insurance cov-
erage has been suspended under subsection
(b) shall be stayed until the end of the period
of the suspension if—

“(A) the action was commenced during the
period of the suspension;

‘“(B) the action is based on an act or omis-
sion that occurred before the date on which
the suspension became effective; and

“(C) the suspended professional liability
insurance would, except for the suspension,
on its face cover the alleged professional
negligence or other professional liability
negligence or other professional liability of
the servicemember.

‘“(2) DATE OF COMMENCEMENT OF ACTION.—
Whenever a civil or administrative action for
damages is stayed under paragraph (1) in the
case of any servicemember, the action shall
have been deemed to have been filed on the
date on which the professional liability in-
surance coverage of the servicemember is re-
instated under subsection (c).

““(g) EFFECT OF SUSPENSION UPON LIMITA-
TIONS PERIOD.—In the case of a civil or ad-
ministrative action for which a stay could
have been granted under subsection (f) by
reason of the suspension of professional li-
ability insurance coverage of the defendant
under this section, the period of the suspen-
sion of the coverage shall be excluded from
the computation of any statutory period of
limitation on the commencement of such ac-
tion.

‘““(h) DEATH DURING PERIOD OF SUSPEN-
SION.—If a servicemember whose professional
liability insurance coverage is suspended
under subsection (b) dies during the period of
the suspension—

““(1) the requirement for the grant or con-
tinuance of a stay in any civil or administra-
tive action against such servicemember
under subsection (f)(1) shall terminate on the
date of the death of such servicemember; and

““(2) the carrier of the professional liability
insurance so suspended shall be liable for
any claim for damages for professional neg-
ligence or other professional liability of the
deceased servicemember in the same manner
and to the same extent as such carrier would
be liable if the servicemember had died while
covered by such insurance but before the
claim was filed.

(i) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion:
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‘(1) The term ‘active duty’ has the mean-
ing given that term in section 101(d)(1) of
title 10, United States Code.

““(2) The term ‘profession’ includes occupa-
tion.

““(3) The term ‘professional’ includes occu-
pational.

“SEC. 704. HEALTH INSURANCE REINSTATEMENT.

““(a) REINSTATEMENT OF HEALTH INSUR-
ANCE.—A servicemember who, by reason of
military service as defined in section
703(a)(1), is entitled to the rights and protec-
tions of this Act shall also be entitled upon
termination or release from such service to
reinstatement of any health insurance that—

“(1) was in effect on the day before such
service commenced; and

“(2) was terminated effective on a date
during the period of such service.

“(b) NO EXCLUSION OR WAITING PERIOD.—
The reinstatement of health care insurance
coverage for the health or physical condition
of a servicemember described in subsection
(a), or any other person who is covered by
the insurance by reason of the coverage of
the servicemember, shall not be subject to
an exclusion or a waiting period, if—

““(1) the condition arose before or during
the period of such service;

““(2) an exclusion or a waiting period would
not have been imposed for the condition dur-
ing the period of coverage; and

“@3) if the condition relates to the
servicemember, the condition has not been
determined by the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs to be a disability incurred or aggra-
vated in the line of duty (within the meaning
of section 105 of title 38, United States Code).

‘“(c) EXCEPTIONS.—Subsection (a) does not
apply to a servicemember entitled to partici-
pate in employer-offered insurance benefits
pursuant to the provisions of chapter 43 of
title 38, United States Code.

““(d) TIME FOR APPLYING FOR REINSTATE-
MENT.—AnN application under this section
must be filed not later than 120 days after
the date of the termination of or release
from military service.

“SEC. 705. GUARANTEE OF RESIDENCY FOR MILI-
TARY PERSONNEL.

“For the purposes of voting for any Fed-
eral office (as defined in section 301 of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 (2
U.S.C. 431)) or a State or local office, a per-
son who is absent from a State in compliance
with military or naval orders shall not, sole-
ly by reason of that absence—

““(1) be deemed to have lost a residence or
domicile in that State, without regard to
whether or not the person intends to return
to that State;

““(2) be deemed to have acquired a resi-
dence or domicile in any other State; or

““(3) be deemed to have become a resident
in or a resident of any other State.”.

SEC. 2. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.

(a) MILITARY SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT.—
Section 14 of the Military Selective Service
Act (50 U.S.C. App. 464) is repealed.

(b) TITLE 5, UNITED STATES CODE.—

(1) Section 5520a(k)(2)(A) of title 5, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘“‘Sol-
diers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of 1940
and inserting ‘“‘Servicemembers Civil Relief
Act’’; and

(2) Section 5569(e) of title 5, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking “‘provided
by the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act
of 1940 and all that follows through *‘of such
Act” and inserting ‘‘provided by the
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act, including
the benefits provided by section 702 of such
Act but excluding the benefits provided by
sections 104, 105, and 106, title IV, and title V
(other than sections 501 and 510) of such
Act’’; and
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(B) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘person
in the military service” and inserting
‘‘servicemember’’.

(c) TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE.—Section
1408(b)(1)(D) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by striking ‘““Soldiers’ and Sail-
ors’ Civil Relief Act of 1940 and inserting
““‘Servicemembers Civil Relief Act”.

(d) INTERNAL REVENUE CODE.—Section
7654(d)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 is amended by striking ‘‘Soldiers’ and
Sailors’ Civil Relief Act” and inserting
““‘Servicemembers Civil Relief Act”.

(e) PuBLIC HEALTH SERVICE ACT.—Section
212(e) of the Public Health Service Act (42
U.S.C. 213(e)) is amended by striking ‘“‘Sol-
diers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of 1940’
and inserting ‘“‘Servicemembers Civil Relief
Act’.

(f) ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION
ACT OF 1965.—Section 8001 of the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20
U.S.C. 7701) is amended by striking ‘‘section
514 of the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief
Act of 1940 (50 U.S.C. App. 574)”" in the matter
preceding paragraph (1) and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 511 of the Servicemembers Civil Relief
Act’’.

SEC. 3. EFFECTIVE DATE.

The amendment made by section 1 shall
apply to any case that is not final before the
date of the enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, | yield myself such time as |
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, on the first day of this
session the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. EVANS) and | introduced, along
with now more than three dozen of our
distinguished colleagues, H.R. 100, the
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act, as a
top legislative priority of the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. With the
war on terrorism and hundreds of thou-
sands of our servicemembers on active
duty in lIraq, Afghanistan and around
the world, it is important that we less-
en the burdens that they and their
loved ones may face at home as a di-
rect result of their service.

H.R. 100 will strengthen the rights
and protections afforded U.S. military
personnel called to active duty so that
they are not harmed in civil, financial
or legal proceedings. | am pleased that
this bipartisan legislation has at-
tracted broad support from veterans
groups, military associations and the
legal community. H.R. 100 is a com-
plete restatement of the law known as
the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief
Act of 1940. A “‘restatement’” of a law
has long been understood to mean a
law that has been updated, clarified
and strengthened, including a gath-
ering of the relevant judicial interpre-
tations and a measured casting aside of
those few interpretations that do not
comport with the author’s under-
standing of the law’s intent.

This revision of the act has been in
the works for a number of years. The
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs origi-
nally held hearings on a similarly in-
tended measure, H.R. 4763, in the 102nd
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Congress. Last year, the Subcommittee
on Benefits held 2 days of hearings on
an almost identical measure, H.R. 5111.

The need for a Federal law such as
the Servicemembers Civil Relief Act
goes back to at least the Civil War, and
a State law in Louisiana was passed as
far back as the War of 1812. The first
modern relief law was enacted in 1918.
While H.R. 100, the bill before us, re-
tains the time-tested basic rights and
protections of the 1940 version of the
law and its 1942 amendments, it also re-
flects the evolution of our legal proc-
esses during the past 60 years. The
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs has
filed a bill report which contains a de-
tailed explanation of the restatement. |
recommend the bill report to those who
seek a more detailed understanding of
H.R. 100, as amended.

The current law is potentially appli-
cable to a large number of personal
transactions and any civil legal pro-
ceeding involving a servicemember.
The courts have generally been under-
standing of the situation of the
servicemembers who invoke its protec-
tions. They understand that these
servicemembers are absent because
they are doing the most important
work of all, defending our national in-
terests, our freedoms and our way of
life.

In explaining the act, countless au-
thors have been quick to remind us
that the act is intended to give a tem-
porary reprieve to a servicemember
and that it reflects the need to be fair
to all parties by relying upon the
courts to determine whether the
servicemember’s ability to protect his
or her rights or to meet obligations has
been materially affected by military
service. Those purposes are faithfully
carried forward in this restatement.

Many of the provisions in the act and
in H.R. 100 would only be of interest to
persons involved in legal proceedings.
Let me outline some that apply more
generally to all servicemembers. For
example, servicemembers would be pro-
tected against what amounts to a clev-
er evasion of the prohibition against
double taxation of a servicemember’s
military income when they must live
outside the State where they are legal
residents. What is happening is that
some States where nonresident mili-
tary personnel are stationed are count-
ing a servicemember’s military pay on
which income taxes are paid elsewhere
for determining the service- member’s
graduated tax rate on family income
earned within the State. This is an out-
rageous exploitation of
servicemembers who cannot even vote
against the politicians who are doing
it, and H.R. 100 would put a stop to it.

Any servicemember whose military
service materially affects his or her
ability to pay a debt incurred before
entering military service is entitled to
have the interest rate on this debt re-
duced to 6 percent. There has been dis-
pute whether interest in excess of the 6
percent was deferred or forgiven and
whether the lender must reduce the
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monthly payment. H.R. 100 makes it
clear that such interest is forgiven and
the monthly payment is reduced in
keeping with the act’s policy objective
of reducing monthly obligations at a
time when mobilized National Guard or
Reserve members are likely to have a
reduced income.

Active duty servicemembers who
have permanent change of station or-
ders or who are being deployed for
more than 90 days would be allowed to
terminate housing leases. Right now,
servicemembers can be forced to pay
rent for housing they cannot live in be-
cause our government sent them some-
where else.

An eviction proceeding against a
servicemember could be delayed for at
least 90 days if he or she invokes the
act.
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Eviction protection would be updated
to reflect the increase in the cost of
rental housing. The current act only
applies to leases of less than $1,200 per
month. H.R. 100 would increase that
amount to $1,700 per month, and the
amount would increase each year in ac-
cordance with a housing rental index.

The act protects against the lapse of
life insurance policies when an indi-
vidual enters military service. The
act’s life insurance coverage would be
raised from $10,000 to $250,000, or the
SGLI maximum, whichever is greater.

All motor vehicles and other prop-
erty would be included in the act’s in-
stallment contract provisions so that
in the case of a service member who,
for example, has fallen behind on car
lease payments, the lessor must obtain
a court order before repossessing the
car.

The current act does not clearly
apply to simple administrative pro-
ceedings, which are far more common
today than they were in 1940. H.R. 100
would include administrative pro-
ceedings, such as license and zoning
manners, under the act’s rights and
protections.

There are, Mr. Speaker, many other
provisions which affect particular
rights or particular statutes such as
Federal mining and reclamation acts.
Many of the other changes in language
and terms merely reflect the language
of the law as it is practiced today.

Mr. Speaker, the actual preparation
of this bill was a collaborative effort
between our committee counsel, the
Office of Legislative Counsel, and,
most importantly, representatives of
the judge advocates general of the
military departments. The JAG offi-
cers played a crucial role in relating
how the current law is understood by
their fellow JAG advisors, who must
often counsel servicemembers on their
rights and obligations under the law
and who have direct experience with
the issues and the problems that arise
under it.

I want to commend, Mr. Speaker, all
of the dedicated and capable members
of the various staffs who worked so
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hard to prepare this legislation. Begin-
ning with H.R. 4763 back in 1992, the
JAG officers who provided the tech-
nical services for the very important

initial draft of H.R. 4763 were Com-
mander Christopher Gentile, U.S.
Naval Reserve; Lieutenant Colonel

Amy J. Griese, U.S. Air Force Reserve;
Gregory M. Huckabee, U.S. Army; and
Major Teresa J. Wright, U.S. Marine
Corps.

The JAG officers who provided the
excellent technical services for the up-
dated draft for H.R. 5111 were Lieuten-
ant Colonel Patrick W. Lindemann,
U.S. Air Force; Major Eugene J. Mar-
tin, U.S. Army; Mr. Eric C. Stamets,
civilian employee from the U.S. Army.
Lieutenant Colonel Griese returned to
the restatement effort by providing ex-
tensive technical services on the bill
report for H.R. 100. Colonel Steven T.
Strong, U.S. Army; and Colonel Wanda
Good, U.S. Army also provided highly
effective services on H.R. 5111 and H.R.
100, the bill before the committee and
the Department of the Defense.

The Committee on Veterans Affairs
counsel who prepared the hearings in
1992 and 2000 and were the lead staff
members on H.R. 4763, 5111, and the bill
before us today, H.R. 100, are Patrick
Ryan and Kingston Smith. Minority
committee counsel also worked very
hard in drafting these bills, Mary Ellen
McCarthy and Geoffrey Collver. Com-
mittee staff assistants who helped with
research and proofreading are Summer
Larson and Devon Seibert. Also Robert
Cover of the Office of Legislative Coun-
sel performed invaluable drafting serv-
ices on each of these three bills and the
final product that is before the body

today.
Most especially | want to thank the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS).

My good friend and colleague is the
committee’s ranking Democrat who
has been my active partner on this leg-
islation and many other bills that we
have brought before the House and who
proposed coverage for the act for cer-
tain National Guard members that be-
came part of the law last year.

Although the revision of this law has
been in preparation for more than 10
years, | cannot think of a better time
for this body to be considering it than
today. | urge all Members to support it.

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

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, | yield my-
self such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
100, the Servicemembers Civil Relief
Act, the bill to modernize the Soldiers’
and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of 1940.

The chairman of the committee has
outlined most of the important provi-
sions and the bipartisan work that
went into putting this piece of legisla-
tion forward. It is truly a bipartisan ef-
fort. 1 also want to thank the Depart-
ment of Defense and especially the Air
Force for their contributions to the
bill. Last year we held two hearings on
an earlier version of this bill. I am par-
ticularly pleased that the bill allows
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for automatic updating of certain pro-
visions such as the ceiling on rents
subject to the protections of the act.
Legislation which provides automatic
links to other laws and criteria avoid
becoming quickly outdated.

I have been approached by Members
who would like to see additional bills
considered to provide protection from
civil liabilities. 1 hope that the com-
mittee will hold a hearing on other
bills which have been introduced.

With the men and women of our
country serving in lIrag, Afghanistan
and throughout the world, it is impor-
tant to provide them with an up-to-
date protection act now.

H.R. 100 is a good bill, and | urge my
colleagues to show their support for
our troops by voting for it.

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, owing to the fact that | have
a markup at the Committee on Inter-
national Relations and | would like to
get to it, 1 ask unanimous consent that
the remainder of our time be con-
trolled by the gentleman from the
great State of Connecticut (Mr. Sim-
MONS), the subcommittee chairman.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NETHERCUTT). Is there objection to the
request by the gentleman from New
Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

I simply want to add my support for
this legislation. Prior to coming to this
body as a Member of Congress, | was in
the U.S. Army Reserves for a number
of years, over 30 years. | have had the
experience, the personal experience, of
commanding a unit that received an
activation notice; and | have had the
personal experience of being involved
with not only deployed soldiers but sol-
diers whose families have been left be-
hind. 1 have received that phone call
from the wife of a deployed soldier say-
ing, | cannot afford to pay the rent. My
husband made more money in the civil-
ian sector than he made as a deployed
soldier, and I am behind in my rent,
and | run the risk of being evicted. And
I have had to wrestle with that issue
even to the point of offering to pass the
hat among those unit members who
stayed behind to see if we could help
her stay in her home while her husband
was overseas defending our Nation, our
people, our values, and our interests.

| have had a deployed soldier come
back to find that there was no job even
though he thought his job was guaran-
teed. In fact, the job he had as the head
of a division of a larger corporation
was restructured and reorganized. So
the division was no longer there; so the
job was no longer there.

It is incumbent upon us as Members
of Congress to ensure that these anec-
dotal, but horrible, stories do not occur
again. It is incumbent upon us as Mem-
bers of the Committee on Veterans Af-
fairs to ensure that the public policy of
this Nation treats our veterans, our re-
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serves, and our National Guard fairly
and equitably when they are called up,
activated, and deployed to fight for us
in foreign lands around the world, to
ensure that their jobs are waiting for
them when they return, to ensure that
their families are not put under a fi-
nancial burden as a consequence of
their service.

This is not an issue relative to one
party or another. This is not a Repub-
lican or a Democrat issue. This is an
issue which we as Americans must ad-
dress, and that is what this legislation
does. | thank my colleagues in the
committee for their bipartisan ap-
proach to this issue.

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

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, | yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Maine
(Mr. MICHAUD).

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the ranking member for yielding me
this time.

I rise in strong support of H.R. 100,
the Servicemembers Civil Relief Act. |
would like to thank the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH), chair-
man, and the gentleman from lllinois
(Mr. EVANS), ranking member, for their
leadership on this legislation which re-
states, modernizes and improves the
Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act
of 1940.

The Servicemembers Civil Relief Act
gives our military personnel the piece
of mind they deserve. It allows them to
do their military duty for our country
and to provide for the national defense
without having to worry about their
obligations back home. Beyond clari-
fying and updating, H.R. 100 expands
legal and administrative protections
for our men and women in uniform. It
would increase the rental eviction pro-
tection from $1,200 to $1,700; allow for
termination of property releases if per-
sonnel are activated or deployed before
living in the property; and provide pro-
fessional liability protection, health
insurance, and guaranteed residency
for military purposes.

I am also pleased that this legisla-
tion acknowledges the importance of
women in military service and is ap-
propriately titled Servicemembers
Civil Relief Act. And | am pleased that
H.R. 100 includes recognition of the
Federal protections recently extended
to members of the National Guard who
are called upon under title 32 of the
U.S. Code. When our men and women
risk their lives to protect this country,
it should not matter under which law
that they are called.

Mr. Speaker, the war on terrorism is
not over, and the peace in Iraq is not
yet won. Our military personnel are
still in harm’s way overseas, and they
deserve to know that their sacrifices
will not have a negative impact on
their obligations here at home.

I fully support H.R. 100 and urge my
colleagues to do the same. | would also
like to take this opportunity to say
good-bye and good luck to Michael
Durishin, the Democratic staff director
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for the Committee on Veterans Affairs.
While 1 have not known Michael for
long, |1 would like to thank him for the
years of his dedication and service to
this institution and to the people of
the United States.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, | yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. MILLER) from the first district,
which | understand has more veterans
per capita than any other district in
this great Nation.

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I thank my colleague for yielding me
this time.

I do rise today in support of H.R. 100.
This remarkable piece of legislation re-
states, clarifies, and strengthens the
legal protections afforded the coura-
geous men and women who serve in our
Armed Forces. The current Soldiers’
and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of 1940 has
had only a few minor changes since
World War Il. The law is in need of a
comprehensive updating to reflect the
considerable changes that have taken
place in the United States over the
past 60 years. The Soldiers’ and Sail-
ors’ Civil Relief Act of 1940 is one of the
most far-reaching laws on the books,
and its constitutional authority is de-
rived from article 1, section 8 of the
Constitution, the War Powers Clause.
Its provisions impact all Federal,
State, and administrative law.

The process that we come to today of
updating this act has been 10 years in
the making at the hands of numerous
military and government officials and
has been a project of the House Com-
mittee on Veterans Affairs on which |
served for over a year. Each provision
has been fully vetted and carefully
crafted by experts in the areas of civil
law and military affairs. I commend
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH), chairman; the attentive Com-
mittee on Veterans Affairs staff; and
everyone who has had a hand in this
particular project over the last decade.

H.R. 100 will bring many major im-
provements. It will increase coverage
in maximum monthly rent of $1,200 to
$1,700 to prevent evictions from prem-
ises occupied by servicemembers and
their dependents. It will expand the
right to terminate real property leases
by allowing lease termination if a
servicemember, while serving, executes
a lease and then receives orders for a
permanent change of station move or a
deployment order of 90 days or more,
and it requires a court order before a
lessor can terminate a servicemember’s
installment contract for lease of any
personal property, which would apply
to all automobile leases.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 100 brings modern
relief to our modern Armed Forces and
has strong support from the veterans
service groups and military associa-
tions.

As President Bush said, the peace of
a troubled world and the hopes of an
oppressed people now depend on the
United States Armed Forces. That
trust is well placed and our valiant
servicemembers deserve to have their
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burdens, the ones that they and their
loved ones face, reduced as they fight
the war on terrorism and the war in
Iraq.

Mr. Speaker, in H.R. 100 we are doing
our duty to help ease those burdens.
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Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, | yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. GUTIERREZ).

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to express my strong support for
H.R. 100, the Servicemembers Civil Re-
lief Act, introduced by my good friends
and colleagues, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS).

Hundreds of thousands of our
servicemembers are now courageously
serving our Nation in Iraqg and other
dangerous parts of the world. No group
of Americans has made or will make as
valuable a contribution or as great a
sacrifice or will have as much to be
proud of as the men and women of our
Armed Forces.

The legislation before us today will
ensure that these brave men and
women serving overseas and defending
the ideals of our Nation are not pre-
occupied with financial security and
the well-being of their families at
home.

Among the many hazards confronted
by men and women in uniform, not all
of them are found on the battlefield or
on foreign soil or at high seas. Some of
their challenges originate here at
home, even though they are countless
miles away. To make matters worse,
these are challenges that not only the
men and women who sign up for duty
must face, but their family members as
well.

Many of these challenges are finan-
cial. In various ways, members of the
Armed Forces, and in particular mem-
bers of the National Guard and Reserve
who leave jobs, good jobs, homes and
families at a moment’s notice, face tre-
mendous economic burdens as a result
of their willingness to serve. It is at
least within our power and the power
of this Congress to do something about
that, to provide some level of economic
security and stability.

I am pleased that measures that |
proposed in my bill from the 107th Con-
gress, H.R. 3173, are included in the leg-
islation before us today. One of these
provisions is the inclusion of a month-
ly rental protection increase. Under
current law, an activated military
member’s family with housing pay-
ments of $1,200 or less cannot be evict-
ed for failure to pay rent. H.R. 100
raises the protected rental amount to
$1,700, a figure that will be indexed.

When the members of our Armed
Forces trade in the comforts of their
home for barracks in a country thou-
sands of miles away, they should have
the peace of mind they are not going to
be evicted and their families put on the
street. | applaud the inclusion of this
specific measure.

The Servicemembers Civil Relief Act
also makes technical updates and clari-
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fies the old law that dates back to 1940.
| am pleased that changes in H.R. 100
changes the language of the Soldiers
and Sailors Act to better reflect the
true composition of our military, and
the brave and willing women who sac-
rifice for our Nation are now included.
A family’s loss of income does not sim-
ply occur when a father or husband
leaves his regular job for service, but
when a mother or wife does the same.

Outdated language, such as the use of
the word “‘wife’’ to describe dependents
eligible for protection while a member
is on duty, flies in the face of these
brave women honorably serving our
Nation. | appreciate that among the
technical changes and updates, H.R. 100
replaces such references with gender-
neutral language.

I support H.R. 100, and am pleased
that so many of my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle do as well. | urge a
yes vote on this important and timely
bill.

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

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | include for the
RECORD copies of letters between our
committee and the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services regarding section
207(d) of H.R. 100, as amended.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC, May 1, 2003.
Hon. MICHAEL G. OXLEY,
Chairman, Committee on Financial Services,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding section 207(d) of H.R. 100, as
amended, the Servicemembers Civil Relief
Act. | understand your concern about the
section’s definition of the term “interest”
and will amend it to reflect the substance of
the current provision on interest in section
206 of the current Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil
Relief Act.

While the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs
has jurisdiction over soldiers’ and sailors’
civil relief under clause 1(r) of rule X of the
Rules of the House of Representatives, | ap-
preciate the interest of the Committee on
Financial Services in all matters under its
jurisdiction including those stated in your
letter.

Our letters will be included in the record
during floor consideration of H.R. 100, as
amended, and you may be assured of my con-
tinued consultation on these matters.

Sincerely,
CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES,
Washington, DC, April 30, 2003.
Hon. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH,
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN SMITH: On April 30, 2003,
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs ordered
reported H.R. 100, the Servicemembers Civil
Relief Act. As you know, the Committee on
Financial Services has jurisdiction over
banks and banking, insurance generally, and
public and private housing pursuant to
clause 1(g) of rule X of the Rules of the
House of Representatives for the 108th Con-
gress.

Section 207(d) of the bill as reported would
define the term ‘“‘interest” as used in this
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section regarding the maximum rate of in-
terest on debts incurred before military serv-
ice. As currently drafted, I am concerned
that the definition would result in adminis-
trative burdens and costs for some financial
institutions. Therefore, the provision on in-
terest in the last sentence of current section
206 of the Act should not be changed in sub-
stance.

Because of your willingness to amend the
bill to correct this problem during floor con-
sideration and your desire to expeditiously
consider the legislation, I will not seek a se-
quential referral of H.R. 100. By agreeing not
to seek a referral, the Financial Services
Committee does not waive its jurisdiction
over the granting of credit by financial insti-
tutions, or any other matter involving banks
and banking, insurance, and public and pri-
vate housing. | would ask that you continue
to consult with the committee on Financial
Services concerning any further changes to
these provisions as the bill is further consid-
ered.

I request that you include this letter and
your response in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
during consideration of the legislation on
the House floor.

Thank you for your attention to these
matters.

Yours truly,
MICHAEL G. OXLEY,
Chairman.

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Chairman
SMITH) and all of the Republican Mem-
bers of the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs, 1 would like to observe an im-
pending departure.

After a distinguished career on Cap-
itol Hill, a key staff member of the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs is re-
tiring. Michael Durishin has been the
committee’s Democratic Staff Director
since 1997 for our ranking member, the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS).
He was previously Staff Director for
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs
Subcommittee on Oversight and Inves-
tigations from 1987 through 1994, begin-
ning when Mr. EVANS was chairman of
that subcommittee. He was Deputy
Postmaster for the U.S. Senate during
the interim period.

Mike’s work in politics began in 1973
when he was Special Assistant and
Field Staff Director for former Senator
James Abourezk of South Dakota.
Prior to joining the committee staff,
he was Senior Legislative Assistant for
then Congressman Tom DASCHLE, who
was a member of the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs.

As a very senior staff member, Mike
has been a consummate professional
who has earned the respect of staff and
Members alike on both sides of the
aisle. He has been a vigorous advocate
for veterans’ issues and has helped
maintain the commitment to biparti-
sanship on the committee. His insist-
ence on vigorous oversight of policies
and activities at the Department of
Veterans Affairs served both its em-
ployees and the veterans population
very well, particularly when a female
VA employee had experienced a situa-
tion where they were not treated with
respect. In a straightforward and
unflappable way, he has had a major
influence on virtually every important
issue regarding veterans health and
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benefits before the committee for the
past 6 years.

Mike will truly be missed by all who
know him and have been privileged to
work with him. He can be proud of all
that he has accomplished for veterans,
even though he is too modest to claim
the credit he deserves.

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs and Amer-
ica’s veterans, | commend Michael
Durishin for a job well done and wish
him all the best in his future endeav-
ors.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to
support the Servicemembers Civil Re-
lief Act.

Mr. BROWN of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, | am proud to rise today in strong support
of H.R. 100, the Servicemembers’ Civil Relief
Act, of which | am a proud cosponsor.

With our active duty servicemembers and
members of the Selected Reserve mobilized
abroad, it is especially important to update the
Soldiers’ and Sailors Civil Relief Act of 1940.
H.R. 100 strengthens and clarifies the existing
law for today’s military by securing for them fi-
nancial, legal, and civil protections, indeed as
our troops have secured freedom for the citi-
zens of Irag and Afghanistan.

| am especially pleased that this measure
maintains the 6 percent interest cap for loans
such as mortgages and credit cards, while
clarifying that any excess interest is forgiven
and does not accrue. | applaud the banking
community for forgiving the excess interest in
the past; | believe it is important to document
the intent of Congress in this respect for the
future. Many of our reserve component mem-
bers take a major pay cut when we as a na-
tion call them up for service. It is crucial that
our troops not worry about financial issues at
home when they are in harm’s way abroad.

| thank Chairman SMITH and Ranking Mem-
ber EvaNs for their leadership on this impor-
tant legislation and | urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 100.

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
strong support of H.R. 100, the Servicemem-
bers Civil Relief Act. We entrust over one mil-
lion military personnel on active duty with a
large responsibility each year. However, their
sacrifice  sometimes creates a difficulty in
meeting all their responsibilities at home. We
should not allow these men and women to be
penalized for their service.

The Servicemembers Civil relief Act updates
the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of
1940 to improve the civil and economic pro-
tections that the Federal Government provides
to our fine men and women on active duty in
the military. The bill eliminates interest for a
servicemember whose military service “materi-
ally affects” his or her ability to repay a debt
incurred before entry into military service. The
bill also increases the maximum rent for which
a servicemember can have an eviction pro-
ceeding delayed for 3 months from $1,200 per
month to $1,700 to reflect the change in costs
of rental housing. Another provision in the bill
guarantees that the Department of Veterans
Affairs will pay premiums for a servicemem-
ber's life insurance policy for policies up to
$250,000. This bill also provides servicemem-
bers an automatic 90-day stay for civil court
and administrative proceedings, and it requires
a lessor to obtain a court order before repos-
sessing a car for which a servicemember has
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fallen behind on lease payments. These provi-
sions strengthen the economic protections
under current law to better serve the needs of
our servicemembers.

The great men and women who serve in our
military contribute so much to our Nation.
They put themselves in harm’s way to defend
their families, friends, and fellow Americans.
Through their selfless service, these brave
men and women defend the liberty, justice,
and equality that are the foundation of Amer-
ica. They are the embodiment of the American
spirit, and we must continue to protect them
and their families while they are away pro-
tecting the rest of us.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, today, hundreds
of thousands of American service personnel
serve our Nation proudly around the world in
the name of freedom. In Indiana alone, over
4,000 National Guard and Reserve units have
been called to active duty in support of oper-
ations in Afghanistan and Iraq as well as
homeland security.

Over the past several months, many of us
have been asked by constituents what they
can do to help lessen the burden on our mili-
tary personnel and their families. Today, by
voting in support of H.R. 100, each of us has
an opportunity to make a real difference.

This legislation strengthens and expands
protections to our service personnel and their
families during Presidential call-ups like those
in place today.

Specifically, the Servicemembers Civil Relief
Act: (1) Provides some protections to the fami-
lies of our armed forces from eviction due to
nonpayment of rent while on active duty—up
to certain limits; (2) provides automatic stays
on civil court proceedings while on active duty;
and (3) provides a ceiling on interest of 6 per-
cent on outstanding loans while they are on
active duty.

While this legislation does provide some
measures of reprieve, | support Chairman
SmiTH's efforts in this bill which reflects the
need to be fair to all parties involved by im-
posing on the courts the obligation to deter-
mine whether the military service of the indi-
vidual had a material effect on his/her ability to
protect the rights or to meet financial obliga-
tions.

This legislation also includes substantive
changes | sought to address concerns regard-
ing protections to services members and their
families who fall behind on car lease pay-
ments while called to active duty.

However, not all my concerns could be ad-
dressed. | am working with my colleagues as
well as the private sector including the Auto-
mobile Alliance to address this matter in an-
other form.

Finally, while this measure provides sub-
stantive economic protections to those who
serve and their families, those in the private
sector should realize that this bill and other
federal laws merely set ceilings and not floors.
Specifically, we set the ceiling of 6 percent on
the amount of interest on loans that were in-
curred before entering military service.

Those who have answered our President's
call to serve are doing so at some financial
burden—in some cases at a great financial
burden—though they do so willingly and are
making this Nation proud. To that end, a
grateful Nation comes to them on bended
knee in appreciation.

Therefore, | challenge those in the financial
services sector to match what some have
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done on their own, like the Congressional
Federal Credit Union, and lower their interest
rate on existing loans to 0 percent while our
men and women are carrying out their mis-
sions both here and abroad.

| ask my colleagues to support H.R. 100
and for the private sector to meet the chal-
lenge | have set forth.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of H.R. 100, the Servicemembers Civil
Relief Act. | would like to thank the sponsors
of this legislation, Chairman CHRIS SMITH and
Ranking Member LANE EVANS for their work to
reintroduce this bill in the 108th Congress and
to expeditiously bring it through Committee
and to the floor.

H.R. 100 continues to protect American
servicemembers from negative economic or
professional consequences as a result of their
active duty service. Not only does this legisla-
tion update and modernize the language of
this 53 year-old act, but it strengthens and ex-
pands the current protections provided in the
Soldiers and Sailors Civil Relief Act for military
personnel on active duty. This bill provides
protections for debt, eviction, lease payments
and other such problems that may occur while
they are away from home serving our country.

Mr. Speaker, as you may know, many
troops from my district were recently called to
duty. | would like to be able to assure them
that should they come across certain hardship,
we will be able to take care of them. No one
should be penalized unfairly because they are
out of the country serving our nation and pro-
tecting our freedoms.

I am a proud cosponsor of the
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act, and | strong-
ly urge my colleagues to support the passage
of this bill. Thank you Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NETHERCUTT). The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 100, as amended.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. SIMMONS. 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.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 100, as amended.

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

There was no objection.
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AUTHORIZING USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR NATIONAL PEACE
OFFICERS’ MEMORIAL SERVICE

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, |
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res.
96) authorizing the use of the Capitol
Grounds for the National Peace Offi-
cers’ Memorial Service.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 96

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),

SECTION 1. USE OF CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR NA-
TIONAL PEACE OFFICERS’ MEMO-
RIAL SERVICE.

(&) IN GENERAL.—The National Fraternal
Order of Police and its auxiliary (in this res-
olution referred to as the ‘‘sponsor’’) shall be
permitted to sponsor a public event, the 22nd
annual National Peace Officers’ Memorial
Service (in this resolution jointly referred to
as the ‘““‘event”), on the Capitol Grounds, in
order to honor the law enforcement officers
who died in the line of duty during 2002.

(b) DATE OF EVENT.—The event shall be
held on May 15, 2003, or on such other date as
the Speaker of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration of the Senate jointly designate.

SEC. 2. TERMS AND CONDITIONS.

(@) IN GENERAL.—Under conditions to be
prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol
and the Capitol Police Board, the event shall
be—

(1) free of admission charge and open to the
public; and

(2) arranged not to interfere with the needs
of Congress.

(b) EXPENSES AND LIABILITIES.—The spon-
sor shall assume full responsibility for all
expenses and liabilities incident to all activi-
ties associated with the event.

SEC. 3. EVENT PREPARATIONS.

Subject to the approval of the Architect of
the Capitol, the sponsor is authorized to
erect upon the Capitol Grounds such stage,
sound amplification devices, and other re-
lated structures and equipment, as may be
required for the event.

SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for
enforcement of the restrictions contained in
section 4 of the Act of July 31, 1946 (40 U.S.C.
193d; 60 Stat. 718), concerning sales, adver-
tisements, displays, and solicitations on the
Capitol Grounds, as well as other restric-
tions applicable to the Capitol Grounds, in
connection with the event.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE) and the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DAVIS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE).

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

Mr. Speaker, as an aside, it is a
pleasure to be here this morning again
and see the House presided over by a
cagey veteran from the Fifth District
of Washington.

Mr. Speaker, House Concurrent Reso-
lution 96 authorizes the use of the Cap-
itol grounds for the 22nd Annual Na-
tional Peace Officers’ Memorial Serv-
ice to be held on May 15, 2003. The serv-
ice will be held on the West Front of
the Capitol grounds and is sponsored
by the Grand Lodge of the Fraternal
Order of Police and its Auxiliary.
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The event is open to the public and
free of charge, and the sponsor assumes
responsibility for all expenses and li-
abilities related to the event. Addition-
ally, the sponsors of the event must
comply with all applicable regulations
relating to the use of the Capitol
grounds.

This memorial service honors 161
peace officers that have given their
lives in the line of duty during the year
2002. Officers gave their lives pro-
tecting every State in the Union. This
service will honor, and | would like to
recognize at this time, four peace offi-
cers killed in the line of duty in my
home State of Ohio during last year.

Deputy Sheriff Robert Michael Tan-
ner, of the Muskingum County Sher-
iff’s Department, shot and Kkilled on
January 8;

Patrolman Eric Bradford Taylor, of
the Massillon Police Department, shot
and killed on August 9;

Officer Mary Lynn Beall, of the Day-
ton Police Department, shot and killed
on August 25;

And Park Ranger James Pitney of
the Muskingum Watershed Conser-
vancy District, killed on December 17.

Each of those officers, Mr. Speaker,
was Killed while protecting their com-
munity.

This memorial service is a very im-
portant event. | encourage all of our
colleagues to attend this service in
honor of our fallen heroes. | support
this resolution and urge my colleagues
to do the same.

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

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield myself such time as | may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Concurrent Reso-
lution 96 authorizes the use of the Cap-
itol grounds for the 22nd Annual Na-
tional Peace Officers Memorial Serv-
ice, a most solemn and respectful pub-
lic event honoring our Nation’s brave
civil servants.

The event, scheduled for May 15th,
will be coordinated with the Office of
the Architect of the Capitol and the
Capitol Hill police. | strongly urge this
tribute to Federal, State and local po-
lice officers who gave their lives in the
daily work of protecting our families,
our homes, our places of work and us.

The names of 377 brave men and
women were added to the wall during
2002. On average, one officer is Kkilled in
this country every other day, approxi-
mately 23,000 are injured every year,
and thousands are assaulted going
about their daily routines. During 2002,
15 of the fallen officers were women,
which is a record high.

Mr. Speaker, the ceremony to be held
on May 15th is the 22nd anniversary of
this memorial service. Consistent with
all Capitol Hill events, the memorial
service will be free and open to the
public.

| support the resolution, and urge my
colleagues to join me in supporting
this tribute to our fallen peace officers.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to offer my full support for House Con-
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current Resolution 96, authorizing the use of
the Capital Grounds for the 22nd Annual
Peace Officers’ Memorial Service.

My own State of Alaska lost a peace officer
during 2002 who will be remembered at this
ceremony.

On November 19, 2002, while transporting
prisoners to Spring Creek Correctional Center,
Correctional Officer James Hesterberg was
killed when the vehicle he was driving was
struck head-on by a tractor trailer on the Sew-
ard Highway about 20 miles north of Seward,
Alaska. A correctional officer for 19 years, he
is survived by his wife and three children.

This service, honoring the 152 men and
women who lost their lives while protecting our
Nation, is a part of police week, which fea-
tures events including a “Blue Mass” at St.
Patrick’s Catholic Church; Law Ride Motor-
cycle Procession; and a candlelight vigil,
which will be held at 8:00 P.M. on Tuesday
May 13.

| encourage my colleagues to support these
important events, which honor not only the
men and women who gave their lives while
protecting our country, but the thousands of
others that continue to do so.

| support this resolution and encourage my
colleagues to give it their full support.

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, | have no further requests for time,

and | yield back the balance of my
time.
Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, |

yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
LATOURETTE) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the concurrent
resolution, H. Con. Res. 96.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, on
that | demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

——————

AUTHORIZING USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR GREATER WASH-
INGTON SOAP BOX DERBY

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, |
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res.
53) authorizing the use of the Capitol
Grounds for the Greater Washington
Soap Box Derby, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RESs. 53

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the

Senate concurring),

SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF SOAP BOX
DERBY RACES ON CAPITOL
GROUNDS.

The Greater Washington Soap Box Derby As-
sociation (in this resolution referred to as the
‘“Association’”) shall be permitted to sponsor a
public event, soap box derby races, on the Cap-
itol Grounds on June 21, 2003, or on such other
date as the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration of the Senate may jointly designate.



H3702

SEC. 2. CONDITIONS.

The event to be carried out under this resolu-
tion shall be free of admission charge to the
public and arranged not to interfere with the
needs of Congress, under conditions to be pre-
scribed by the Architect of the Capitol and the
Capitol Police Board; except that the Associa-
tion shall assume full responsibility for all ex-
penses and liabilities incident to all activities
associated with the event.

SEC. 3. STRUCTURES AND EQUIPMENT.

For the purposes of this resolution, the Asso-
ciation is authorized to erect upon the Capitol
Grounds, subject to the approval of the Archi-
tect of the Capitol, such stage, sound amplifi-
cation devices, and other related structures and
equipment as may be required for the event to be
carried out under this resolution.

SEC. 4. ADDITIONAL ARRANGEMENTS.

The Architect of the Capitol and the Capitol
Police Board are authorized to make any such
additional arrangements that may be required to
carry out the event under this resolution.

SEC. 5. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for en-
forcement of the restrictions contained in sec-
tion 4 of the Act of July 31, 1946 (40 U.S.C. 193d;
60 Stat. 718), concerning sales, advertisements,
displays, and solicitations on the Capitol
Grounds, as well as other restrictions applicable
to the Capitol Grounds, with respect to the
event to be carried out under this resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE) and the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DAVIS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE).

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as |1 may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, House Concurrent Reso-
lution 53 authorizes the use of the Cap-
itol grounds on June 21, 2003, for the
62nd annual Greater Washington Soap
Box Derby. This event is open to the
public and free of charge. The sponsor
of the event assumes all of the respon-
sibilities and liabilities associated with
the event. Additionally, the sponsors
must comply with all applicable regu-
lations relating to the use of the Cap-
itol grounds.

0 1100

Children participating in the event
range in ages from 9 to 16 and compete
in three open divisions depending on
their level of experience. The races will
occur on Constitution Avenue between
Delaware Avenue and Third Street,
Northwest.

Winners of the event will go on to
represent the Washington Metropolitan
Area at the national finals to be held
in Akron, Ohio, later in the summer,
which are held every year.

| support the resolution, and | urge
my colleagues to do the same.

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

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield myself such time as | may
consume.

I am delighted to support, along with
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
HOYER), the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. WoLF), the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. MoORAN), the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. WYNN), and the gen-
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tleman from Maryland (Mr. VAN
HOLLEN), House Concurrent Resolution
53 and acknowledge the efforts of the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER),
who has been such a great champion
for his constituents for this event.

House Concurrent Resolution 53 au-
thorizes the use of the Capitol grounds
for the Greater Washington Soap Box
Derby. Youngsters ages 9 through 16
construct and operate their own soap
box vehicles. On June 22, 2003, young-
sters from the greater Washington area
will race down Constitution Avenue to
test the principles of aerodynamics in
hand-designed and -constructed soap
box vehicles.

Mr. Speaker, many hundreds of vol-
unteers donate considerable time sup-
porting the event and providing fami-
lies with a fun-filled day, which is
greatly becoming a tradition in the
Washington, D.C. area. The event has
grown in popularity, and Washington is
now known as one of the outstanding
race cities in America.

Consistent with all events using the
Capitol grounds, this event is open to
the public and is free of charge. The or-
ganizers will work with the Capitol
Hill Police and the Office of the Archi-
tect.

Mr. Speaker, | urge passage of House
Concurrent Resolution 53.

Mr. Speaker, we are waiting for the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER),
who will be here very soon who will be
speaking so, if | could, we would like to
delay for just a moment until he gets
here.

Mr. Speaker, the Greater Washington
Soap Box Derby Association, and this
resolution refers to this association,
shall be permitted to sponsor a public
event, the Soap Box Derby Race on the
Capitol grounds on June 22 of 2003, and
on such other dates as the Speaker of
the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion of the Senate may jointly des-
ignate.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. | yield to
the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, |
am wondering if the gentleman from
Tennessee has ever had the thrill of
being present during the running of the
Greater Washington Soap Box Derby.

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, | have never had that privilege, but
I certainly look forward to attending
the event this year. As a youngster
growing up, living in the rural areas,
living in the rural areas, | read about
soap box derbies that have been such
an inspiration to so many of our young
people, and | hope to be able to attend
this event.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, if
the gentleman will continue to yield, |
was very fortunate during this last re-
districting period to pick up places in
Summit County, which is where the
city of Akron, Ohio, is located, to-
gether with the gentlemen from Ohio
(Mr. RYAN) and (Mr. BROWN) from your
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side of the aisle, and we now represent
the environs in and around the Akron
area.

Clearly, Akron, like a lot of the
urban centers across America, has been
through some tough times. It used to
be known as the Rubber Capital of the
World. We had Goodyear, Goodrich, and
Firestone all located within the envi-
rons of Akron, Ohio. But one of the
great prides and joys of our north-
eastern Ohio area is having the honor
of having the national finals of the
soap box derby occurring in Akron,
Ohio. It is something that is widely at-
tended. It is an experience where these
youngsters who are 9 to 16 years of age
learn not only the thrill of competing
against their peers from all over the
country, but they also have the oppor-
tunity to actually build the vehicles
that they will race here in Washington
and also in Akron, Ohio; and they learn
craftsmanship as well as teamwork and
a tremendous sense of accomplishment.

So | really appreciate the gentleman
coming to the floor today and man-
aging the bill on behalf of the minor-
ity, and | hope all of our colleagues
will support our legislation. | thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, 1 thank the gentleman for his re-
marks, and certainly | look forward to
being at this event.

Mr. Speaker, | yield 3 minutes to the

gentleman from Ilinois (Mr.
COSTELLDO).
Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, |

thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time.

I just want to commend the chair-
man of the subcommittee, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE),
for acting so quickly on this legisla-
tion. Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that |
rise in strong support of H. Con. Res.
53, authorizing the use of the Capitol
grounds for the Greater Washington
Soap Box Derby.

This annual event encourages all
boys and girls ages 9 through 16 to con-
struct and operate their own soap box
vehicles. The principles of aero-
dynamics are combined with fun and
excitement for all participants and
their families in the greater Wash-
ington area.

Over the past few years, the Wash-
ington event has grown in size and has
become one of the best-attended events
in the country. In the past, the Wash-
ington event has produced winners who
went on to national finals. As always,
the derby organizers will work with the
Architect of the Capitol and the Cap-
itol Police to ensure the appropriate
rules and regulations are in place.

Mr. Speaker, | especially want to
mention the diligence and dedication
of the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
HOYER), who is the sponsor of this
year’s resolution and sponsors the reso-
lution every year. | urge my colleagues
to support H. Con. Res. 53.

Mr. Speaker, while | have the floor, |
would also like to thank the chairman
of the subcommittee, as well as the



May 7, 2003

ranking member and all of the mem-
bers of the committee, for the legisla-
tion that was just acted on concerning
the police officers. As a former police
officer, | want my colleagues to know
that | appreciate holding this annual
event every year to recognize those
who have given their dedication and
those who have paid the ultimate price
in living their lives in the service to
their communities and to this country.

So | thank the gentleman from Ohio
for his leadership on both of these ef-
forts, as well as the ranking member.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as | might con-
sume.

The last speaker, the gentleman from
Ilinois (Mr. COSTELLO), served as the
ranking member on this subcommittee
during the last Congress; and although
we are pleased to have the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) as our new ranking mem-
ber, the service that the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. COSTELLO) provided
to the subcommittee was greatly ap-
preciated by those of us on our side of
the aisle; and we do miss his guidance
and leadership on a number of these
important resolutions. It is an honor to
serve in the Congress with him.

Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure to
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
DUNCAN).

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman from Ohio for yielding
me this time.

I understand that we are trying to
use some time while we wait for the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER),
and | will say that | have had the privi-
lege a few years ago of attending the
soap box derby in Knoxville; and | have
seen firsthand the excitement and the
interest and, really, the educational
value that is given to many young peo-
ple around the country through this
nationwide program.

I have been asked to give this state-
ment on behalf of the gentleman from
Alaska (Chairman YOUNG), the chair-
man of the full committee, and myself.
So | will say on behalf of Chairman
YouNG and really speaking, | think, for
the full Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure, | rise today to offer
my full support for House Concurrent
Resolution 53, which authorizes the use
of the Capitol grounds for the 62nd An-
nual Greater Washington Soap Box
Derby to be held on June 21, 2003.

This event, which is open to the pub-
lic and free of charge, gives young peo-
ple from around the Washington, D.C.
metropolitan area an opportunity to
not only showcase their talents of
building a vehicle that will perform at
high levels, but also the opportunity to
realize the rewards of a job well done.
Participants will compete in three
open divisions based on their experi-
ence in building their vehicles. This
event is currently one of the oldest of
its kind in the country, having taken
place for over 60 years. The winners of
these events will go on to represent the
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Washington area at the national com-
petition to be held in Akron, Ohio,
later in the summer.

I would like to thank the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. HoOYER) for intro-
ducing this resolution and all of my
colleagues who have spoken previously
and for their continued support for this
very worthwhile program. | ask my
colleagues to join me in supporting
this worthy legislation.

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, | thank all of my colleagues for the
additional time.

The gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
HOYER) has been detained and will not
be able to speak on the bill that he is

sponsoring.

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

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I

yield myself the balance of our time to
indicate | am glad we received that an-
nouncement because | had run out of
soap box derby things to talk about.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BAsSS). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. LATOURETTE) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution, H. Con. Res. 53, as
amended.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, on
that | demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

———

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Wanda
Evans, one of his secretaries.

———

WASTEWATER TREATMENT WORKS
SECURITY ACT OF 2003

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, | move to

suspend the rules and pass the bill

(H.R. 866) to amend the Federal Water

Pollution Control Act to enhance the

security of wastewater treatment
works.
The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 866

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 ‘“Wastewater
Treatment Works Security Act of 2003"".

SEC. 2. WASTEWATER TREATMENT WORKS SECU-
RITY.

Title Il of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1281 et seq.) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following:

“SEC. 222. WASTEWATER TREATMENT WORKS SE-
CURITY.

““(a) GRANTS FOR VULNERABILITY ASSESS-

MENTS AND SECURITY ENHANCEMENTS.—The
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Administrator may make grants to a State,
municipality, or intermunicipal or inter-
state agency—

““(1) to conduct a vulnerability assessment
of a publicly owned treatment works;

“(2) to implement security enhancements
listed in subsection (c)(1) to reduce
vulnerabilities identified in a vulnerability
assessment; and

“(3) to implement additional security en-
hancements to reduce vulnerabilities identi-
fied in a vulnerability assessment.

“‘(b) VULNERABILITY ASSESSMENTS.—

‘(1) DEFINITION.—IN this section, the term
‘vulnerability assessment’ means an assess-
ment of the vulnerability of a treatment
works to actions intended to—

“(A) substantially disrupt the ability of
the treatment works to safely and reliably
operate; or

“(B) have a substantial adverse effect on
critical infrastructure, public health or safe-
ty, or the environment.

““(2) IDENTIFICATION OF METHODS TO REDUCE
VULNERABILITIES.—A vulnerability assess-
ment includes identification of procedures,
countermeasures, and equipment that the
treatment works can implement or utilize to
reduce the identified vulnerabilities.

“(3) ReVIEW.—A vulnerability assessment
shall include a review of the vulnerability of
the treatment works’s—

“(A) facilities, systems, and devices used in
the storage, treatment, recycling, or rec-
lamation of municipal sewage or industrial
wastes;

“(B) intercepting sewers, outfall sewers,
sewage collection systems, and other con-
structed conveyances;

““(C) electronic, computer, and other auto-
mated systems;

‘(D) pumping, power, and other equipment;

“(E) use, storage, and handling of various
chemicals; and

“(F) operation and maintenance proce-
dures.

“(c) GRANTS
MENTS.—

““(1) PREAPPROVED SECURITY
MENTS.—Upon certification by an
that a vulnerability assessment has been
completed for a treatment works and that
the security enhancement for which assist-
ance is sought is to reduce vulnerabilities of
the treatment works identified in the assess-
ment, the Administrator may make grants
to the applicant under subsection (a)(2) for 1
or more of the following:

“(A) Purchase and installation of equip-
ment for access control, intrusion prevention
and delay, and detection of intruders and
hazardous or dangerous substances, includ-
ing—

““(i) barriers, fencing, and gates;

““(ii) security lighting and cameras;

“(iii) metal grates, wire mesh, and outfall
entry barriers;

“(iv) securing of manhole covers and fill
and vent pipes;

“(v) installation and re-keying of doors
and locks; and

““(vi) smoke, chemical, and explosive mix-
ture detection systems.

“(B) Security improvements to electronic,
computer, or other automated systems and
remote security systems, including control-
ling access to such systems, intrusion detec-
tion and prevention, and system backup.

“(C) Participation in training programs
and the purchase of training manuals and
guidance materials relating to security.

“(D) Security screening of employees or
contractor support services.

““(2) ADDITIONAL SECURITY ENHANCEMENTS.—

“(A) GRANTS.—The Administrator may
make grants under subsection (a)(3) to an ap-
plicant for additional security enhancements
not listed in paragraph (1).

FOR SECURITY ENHANCE-
ENHANCE-

applicant
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“(B) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible for a
grant under this paragraph, an applicant
shall submit an application to the Adminis-
trator containing such information as the
Administrator may request.

““(3) LIMITATIONS.—

“(A) Use OF FUNDS.—Grants under sub-
sections (a)(2) and (a)(3) may not be used for
personnel costs or operation or maintenance
of facilities, equipment, or systems.

““(B) DISCLOSURE OF VULNERABILITY ASSESS-
MENT.—As a condition of applying for or re-
ceiving a grant under this section, the Ad-
ministrator may not require an applicant to
provide the Administrator with a copy of a
vulnerability assessment.

““(d) GRANT AMOUNTS.—

““(1) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of
the cost of activities funded by a grant under
subsection (a) may not exceed 75 percent.

“(2) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The total amount
of grants made under subsections (a)(1) and
(@)(2) for one publicly owned treatment
works shall not exceed $150,000.

““(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL
PuBLICLY OWNED TREATMENT WORKS.—

““(1) SECURITY ASSESSMENT AND PLANNING
ASSISTANCE.—The Administrator, in coordi-
nation the States, may provide technical
guidance and assistance to small publicly
owned treatment works on conducting a vul-
nerability assessment and implementation of
security enhancements to reduce
vulnerabilities identified in a vulnerability
assessment. Such assistance may include
technical assistance programs, training, and
preliminary engineering evaluations.

““(2) PARTICIPATION BY NONPROFIT ORGANIZA-
TIONS.—The Administrator may make grants
to nonprofit organizations to assist in ac-
complishing the purposes of this subsection.

““(83) SMALL PUBLICLY OWNED TREATMENT
WORKS DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term
‘small publicly owned treatment works’
means a publicly owned treatment works
that services a population of fewer than
20,000 persons.

“(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to the
Administrator—

““(1) $200,000,000 for making grants under
subsection (a); and

““(2) $15,000,000 for providing technical as-
sistance under subsection (e).

Such sums shall remain available until ex-

pended.”’.

SEC. 3. REFINEMENT OF VULNERABILITY ASSESS-
MENT METHODOLOGY FOR PUB-
LICLY OWNED TREATMENT WORKS.

(a) GRANTS.—The Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency may make
grants to a nonprofit organization for the
improvement of vulnerability self-assess-
ment methodologies and tools for publicly
owned treatment works, including publicly
owned treatment works that are part of a
combined public wastewater treatment and
water supply system.

(b) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—Grants provided
under this section may be used for devel-
oping and distributing vulnerability self-as-
sessment methodology software upgrades,
improving and enhancing critical technical
and user support functions, expanding librar-
ies of information addressing both threats
and countermeasures, and implementing
user training initiatives. Such services shall
be provided at no cost to recipients.

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $1,000,000 for each of
the fiscal years 2003 through 2007. Such sums
shall remain available until expended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. COSTELLO)
each will control 20 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN).

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong support
of H.R. 866, The Wastewater Treatment
Works Security Act of 2003.

The terrorist attacks on September
11, 2001, made the identification and
protection of critical infrastructure a
national priority and taught our Na-
tion to take a broader look at our
vulnerabilities. A good deal of planning
and protection of our Nation’s critical
infrastructure is now under way as a
result of these tragic events. But only
limited attention has been given to se-
curity issues associated with our Na-
tion’s wastewater treatment plants.

Sewer pipes form a vast underground
network that could provide a terrorist
with access to many public buildings,
urban centers, private businesses, resi-
dential neighborhoods, military instal-
lations, and transportation systems. A
wastewater treatment system itself
could also be a target of an attack with
significant public health and environ-
mental impacts.

H.R. 866 will help communities across
the country address these security con-
cerns by authorizing, first, $200 million
for grants to wastewater utilities to
conduct vulnerability assessments and
implement security enhancements at
their facilities; secondly, $15 million
for technical assistance to small waste-
water facilities on security measures;
and, thirdly, $5 million for the further
development and refinement of vulner-
ability self-assessment methodologies
and tools for use by wastewater facili-
ties.

These authorizations are designed to
help wastewater treatment utilities
take immediate and very necessary
steps to improve security at their fa-
cilities and to fill a remaining major
security gap within our Nation’s crit-
ical infrastructure.

These authorizations do not create a
new, ongoing infrastructure assistance
program or create any new Federal
mandates. The Association of Metro-
politan sewerage agencies and the Na-
tional Rural Water Association strong-
ly support this legislation, as do utili-
ties from cities throughout the Nation.

This is the same bill the House
passed by voice vote in the last Con-
gress. Unfortunately, the Senate failed
to acton it.

I urge all Members to support this
very important and very bipartisan bill
to improve our Nation’s security.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong support
of H.R. 866, the Wastewater Treatment
Work Security Act of 2003. This legisla-
tion, which is virtually the same as
legislation that was approved by the
107th Congress by voice vote, would au-
thorize $200 million in grants from the
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Environmental Protection Agency to
State and local governmental entities
to conduct vulnerability assessments
of wastewater treatment facilities and
to take steps to reduce identified
vulnerabilities.

This legislation is similar to the ap-
proach taken for the vulnerability as-
sessments of drinking water facilities
in the bioterrorism legislation that
was signed into law.

Mr. Speaker, in the wake of Sep-
tember 11 we have learned that the Na-
tion’s wastewater treatment plants are
potentially vulnerable to terrorist at-
tacks. While most plants have treat-
ment redundancies, many plants have
single points of failure, where two or
more pipes feed into a common inter-
ceptor or have a large common pump-
ing station serving the entire system.

Significant damage to one or more of
the Nation’s largest wastewater treat-
ment plants or pumping stations would
not only cause disruption to the nor-
mal community way of life, it would
have serious environmental con-
sequences.

While the largest impact might not
be the loss of life, the discharge of mil-
lions and perhaps billions of gallons of
raw sewage into the Nation’s rivers and
lakes would result in catastrophic en-
vironmental damage to the ecosystem
and recreational economies, destroy
commercial fish and shellfish indus-
tries, contaminate drinking water sup-
plies, and lead to long-term public
health problems.

In order to alleviate these concerns,
under H.R. 866 the EPA would be au-
thorized to provide grants for three
purposes: One, to conduct vulnerability
assessments at publicly owned treat-
ment works; two, to implement certain
preapproved security enhancements
that have been identified in vulner-
ability assessment; and, three, to im-
plement any other security enhance-
ment measures identified in a vulner-
ability assessment.

This legislation would also authorize
$15 million to provide technical assist-
ance to small communities, those serv-
ing fewer than 20,000 individuals, and $1
million annually for 5 years for devel-
opment and dissemination of computer
software to aid in vulnerability assess-
ment.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the funding
provisions for vulnerability assess-
ments and security enhancements con-
tained in this legislation have been
drafted as an amendment to the Clean
Water Act with the intent of ensuring
that the Davis-Bacon Act would apply
to any federally funded work that
meets the definition of construction.

This approach was confirmed through
staff conversations with representative
of the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy in the 107th Congress.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to
support this legislation. | urge passage
of this legislation and commend the
chairman of the committee for his
leadership on this bill.
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Mr. Speaker, | have no further speak-
ers, and | yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | thank the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. CosTELLO) for his
work on this legislation. The ranking
member, as he said, is a very good
friend of mine and he is a pleasure to
work with on this subcommittee.

This bill, as I mentioned in my first
statement, is strongly supported by
wastewater utility systems all over the
entire Nation. This Nation has 16,000
wastewater utility systems. These
grants would probably be most applica-
ble to the 2,000 larger utilities. There is
a $150,000 cap per grant in this legisla-
tion and that is so a small handful of
cities cannot gobble up all of this
money and so it will be spread very ef-
fectively throughout the Nation to do
this very important security work.

This bill provides for 75 percent Fed-
eral share of this money and then, of
course, there would be a local partici-
pation for the remainder of the
amount, and the total authorization of
the bill, as both | and the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. COSTELLO) have
noted, is $220 million, $15 million of
which would go for technical assistance
to the smaller utilities.

We have written this legislation so
that there is no Davis-Bacon issue or
any other controversial issue, and |
think this legislation has strong and
broad bipartisan support, strong sup-
port from both sides of the aisle. It is
cosponsored both by the gentleman
from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) and the rank-
ing member, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) and myself and
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
COSTELLO). | think it is a measure that
deserves and can justify and merit the
support of all Members of this body.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, | rise
in strong support of H.R. 866, “The Waste-
water Treatment Works Security Act of 2003.”
Our nation’s wastewater infrastructure consists
of: 16,000 publicly owned wastewater treat-
ment plants, 100,000 major pumping stations,
600,000 miles of sanitary sewers, and 200,000
miles of storm sewers. Taken together, our
wastewater infrastructure has a total value of
more than $2 trillion.

Significant damage to our nation’s waste-
water facilities could result in loss of life, cata-
strophic environmental damage, contamination
of drinking water supplies, long term public
health impacts, destruction of fish and shellfish
production, and disruption to commerce, the
economy, and our nation’s way of life.

We need to protect our investment in our
wastewater infrastructure and be sure it is not
used to harm our people, property, or the en-
vironment.

H.R. 866 is aimed at filing a remaining
major security gap involving our nation’s crit-
ical infrastructure:

H.R. 866 provides for assistance to waste-
water utilities by authorizing critical resources
they need to conduct vulnerability assess-
ments and implement security enhancements
at their facilities.

H.R. 866 also provides for technical assist-
ance directed to small communities on en-
hancing security at their wastewater plants.
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For these reasons, | urge all members to
support this bill.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BAss). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. DUNCAN) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 866.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, on that |
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

——————

RAIL PASSENGER DISASTER
FAMILY ASSISTANCE ACT OF 2003

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 874) to establish a program, co-
ordinated by the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board, of assistance to
families of passengers involved in rail
passenger accidents.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 874

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 “Rail Pas-
senger Disaster Family Assistance Act of
2003,

SEC. 2. ASSISTANCE BY NATIONAL TRANSPOR-
TATION SAFETY BOARD TO FAMI-
LIES OF PASSENGERS INVOLVED IN
RAIL PASSENGER ACCIDENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter 111 of chapter
11 of title 49, United States Code, is amended
by adding at the end the following:

“§1138. Assistance to families of passengers
involved in rail passenger accidents

““(a) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable
after being notified of a rail passenger acci-
dent within the United States involving a
rail passenger carrier and resulting in a
major loss of life, the Chairman of the Na-
tional Transportation Safety Board shall—

““(1) designate and publicize the name and
phone number of a director of family support
services who shall be an employee of the
Board and shall be responsible for acting as
a point of contact within the Federal Gov-
ernment for the families of passengers in-
volved in the accident and a liaison between
the rail passenger carrier and the families;
and

““(2) designate an independent nonprofit or-
ganization, with experience in disasters and
posttrauma communication with families,
which shall have primary responsibility for
coordinating the emotional care and support
of the families of passengers involved in the
accident.

““(b) RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE BOARD.—The
Board shall have primary Federal responsi-
bility for—

‘(1) facilitating the recovery and identi-
fication of fatally injured passengers in-
volved in an accident described in subsection
(a); and

““(2) communicating with the families of
passengers involved in the accident as to the
roles of—
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““(A) the organization designated for an ac-
cident under subsection (a)(2);

““(B) Government agencies; and

““(C) the rail passenger carrier involved,
with respect to the accident and the post-ac-
cident activities.

‘“(c) RESPONSIBILITIES OF DESIGNATED OR-
GANIZATION.—The organization designated
for an accident under subsection (a)(2) shall
have the following responsibilities with re-
spect to the families of passengers involved
in the accident:

““(1) To provide mental health and coun-
seling services, in coordination with the dis-
aster response team of the rail passenger
carrier involved.

“(2) To take such actions as may be nec-
essary to provide an environment in which
the families may grieve in private.

“(3) To meet with the families who have
traveled to the location of the accident, to
contact the families unable to travel to such
location, and to contact all affected families
periodically thereafter until such time as
the organization, in consultation with the
director of family support services des-
ignated for the accident under subsection
(a)(1), determines that further assistance is
no longer needed.

‘““(4) To arrange a suitable memorial serv-
ice, in consultation with the families.

“‘(d) PASSENGER LISTS.—

““(1) REQUESTS FOR PASSENGER LISTS.—

““(A) REQUESTS BY DIRECTOR OF FAMILY SUP-
PORT SERVICES.—It shall be the responsibility
of the director of family support services
designated for an accident under subsection
(a)(1) to request, as soon as practicable, from
the rail passenger carrier involved in the ac-
cident a list, which is based on the best
available information at the time of the re-
quest, of the names of the passengers that
were aboard the rail passenger carrier’s train
involved in the accident. A rail passenger
carrier shall use reasonable efforts, with re-
spect to its unreserved trains, and pas-
sengers not holding reservations on its other
trains, to ascertain the names of passengers
aboard a train involved in an accident.

““(B) REQUESTS BY DESIGNATED ORGANIZA-
TION.—The organization designated for an ac-
cident under subsection (a)(2) may request
from the rail passenger carrier involved in
the accident a list described in subparagraph
(A).
““(2) USE OF INFORMATION.—The director of
family support services and the organization
may not release to any person information
on a list obtained under paragraph (1) but
may provide information on the list about a
passenger to the family of the passenger to
the extent that the director of family sup-
port services or the organization considers
appropriate.

‘“(e) CONTINUING RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE
BOARD.—In the course of its investigation of
an accident described in subsection (a), the
Board shall, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, ensure that the families of pas-
sengers involved in the accident—

““(1) are briefed, prior to any public brief-
ing, about the accident and any other find-
ings from the investigation; and

“(2) are individually informed of and al-
lowed to attend any public hearings and
meetings of the Board about the accident.

“(f) USE OF RAIL PASSENGER CARRIER RE-
SOURCES.—To the extent practicable, the or-
ganization designated for an accident under
subsection (a)(2) shall coordinate its activi-
ties with the rail passenger carrier involved
in the accident to facilitate the reasonable
use of the resources of the carrier.

““(g) PROHIBITED ACTIONS.—

‘(1) ACTIONS TO IMPEDE THE BOARD.—NoO
person (including a State or political sub-
division) may impede the ability of the
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Board (including the director of family sup-
port services designated for an accident
under subsection (a)(1)), or an organization
designated for an accident under subsection
(a)(2), to carry out its responsibilities under
this section or the ability of the families of
passengers involved in the accident to have
contact with one another.

““(2) UNSOLICITED COMMUNICATIONS.—NO un-
solicited communication concerning a poten-
tial action for personal injury or wrongful
death may be made by an attorney (includ-
ing any associate, agent, employee, or other
representative of an attorney) or any poten-
tial party to the litigation to an individual
(other than an employee of the rail pas-
senger carrier) injured in the accident, or to
a relative of an individual involved in the ac-
cident, before the 45th day following the date
of the accident.

““(3) PROHIBITION ON ACTIONS TO PREVENT
MENTAL HEALTH AND COUNSELING SERVICES.—
No State or political subdivision may pre-
vent the employees, agents, or volunteers of
an organization designated for an accident
under subsection (a)(2) from providing men-
tal health and counseling services under sub-
section (c)(1) in the 30-day period beginning
on the date of the accident. The director of
family support services designated for the
accident under subsection (a)(1) may extend
such period for not to exceed an additional 30
days if the director determines that the ex-
tension is necessary to meet the needs of the
families and if State and local authorities
are notified of the determination.

““(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply:

““(1) RAIL PASSENGER ACCIDENT.—The term
‘rail passenger accident’ means any rail pas-
senger disaster occurring in the provision
of—

“(A) interstate intercity rail passenger
transportation (as such term is defined in
section 24102); or

“(B) interstate or intrastate high-speed
rail (as such term is defined in section 26105)
transportation,

regardless of its cause or suspected cause.

““(2) RAIL PASSENGER CARRIER.—The term
‘rail passenger carrier’ means a rail carrier
providing—

“(A) interstate intercity rail passenger
transportation (as such term is defined in
section 24102); or

“(B) interstate or intrastate high-speed
rail (as such term is defined in section 26105)
transportation,

except that such term shall not include a
tourist, historic, scenic, or excursion rail
carrier.

““(8) PASSENGER.—The term ‘passenger’ in-
cludes—

“(A) an employee of a rail passenger car-
rier aboard a train;

“(B) any other person aboard the train
without regard to whether the person paid
for the transportation, occupied a seat, or
held a reservation for the rail transpor-
tation; and

““(C) any other person injured or killed in
the accident.

“(i) LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC-
TION.—Nothing in this section may be con-
strued as limiting the actions that a rail pas-
senger carrier may take, or the obligations
that a rail passenger carrier may have, in
providing assistance to the families of pas-
sengers involved in a rail passenger accident.

““(J) RELINQUISHMENT OF INVESTIGATIVE PRI-
ORITY.—

‘(1) GENERAL RULE.—This section (other
than subsection (g)) shall not apply to a rail-
road accident if the Board has relinquished
investigative priority under section
1131(a)(2)(B) and the Federal agency to which
the Board relinquished investigative priority
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is willing and able to provide assistance to
the victims and families of the passengers
involved in the accident.

““(2) BOARD ASSISTANCE.—If this section
does not apply to a railroad accident because
the Board has relinquished investigative pri-
ority with respect to the accident, the Board
shall assist, to the maximum extent possible,
the agency to which the Board has relin-
quished investigative priority in assisting
families with respect to the accident.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for such chapter is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section 1137
the following:

*“1138. Assistance to families of passengers
involved in rail passenger acci-
dents.”.

SEC. 3. RAIL PASSENGER CARRIER PLANS TO AD-

DRESS NEEDS OF FAMILIES OF PAS-
SENGERS INVOLVED IN RAIL PAS-
SENGER ACCIDENTS.

(&) IN GENERAL.—Part C of subtitle V of
title 49, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following new chapter:

“CHAPTER 251—FAMILY ASSISTANCE

‘“Sec.
“25101. Plans to address needs of families of
passengers involved in rail pas-

senger accidents.

“§25101. Plans to address needs of families
of passengers involved in rail passenger ac-
cidents

‘“(a) SuBMISSION OF PLANS.—Not later than
6 months after the date of the enactment of
this section, each rail passenger carrier shall
submit to the Secretary of Transportation
and the Chairman of the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board a plan for addressing the
needs of the families of passengers involved
in any rail passenger accident involving a
train of the rail passenger carrier and result-
ing in a major loss of life.

“(b) CONTENTS OF PLANS.—A plan to be
submitted by a rail passenger carrier under
subsection (a) shall include, at a minimum,
the following:

“(1) A plan for publicizing a reliable, toll-
free telephone number, and for providing
staff, to handle calls from the families of the
passengers.

““(2) A process for notifying the families of
the passengers, before providing any public
notice of the names of the passengers, either
by utilizing the services of the organization
designated for the accident under section
1138(a)(2) of this title or the services of other
suitably trained individuals.

““(3) An assurance that the notice described
in paragraph (2) will be provided to the fam-
ily of a passenger as soon as the rail pas-
senger carrier has verified that the passenger
was aboard the train (whether or not the
names of all of the passengers have been
verified) and, to the extent practicable, in
person.

‘“(4) An assurance that the rail passenger
carrier will provide to the director of family
support services designated for the accident
under section 1138(a)(1) of this title, and to
the organization designated for the accident
under section 1138(a)(2) of this title, imme-
diately upon request, a list (which is based
on the best available information at the time
of the request) of the names of the pas-
sengers aboard the train (whether or not
such names have been verified), and will pe-
riodically update the list. The plan shall in-
clude a procedure, with respect to unreserved
trains and passengers not holding reserva-
tions on other trains, for the rail passenger
carrier to use reasonable efforts to ascertain
the names of passengers aboard a train in-
volved in an accident.

““(5) An assurance that the family of each
passenger will be consulted about the dis-
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position of all remains and personal effects
of the passenger within the control of the
rail passenger carrier.

““(6) An assurance that if requested by the
family of a passenger, any possession of the
passenger within the control of the rail pas-
senger carrier (regardless of its condition)
will be returned to the family unless the pos-
session is needed for the accident investiga-
tion or any criminal investigation.

“(7) An assurance that any unclaimed pos-
session of a passenger within the control of
the rail passenger carrier will be retained by
the rail passenger carrier for at least 18
months.

““(8) An assurance that the family of each
passenger or other person killed in the acci-
dent will be consulted about construction by
the rail passenger carrier of any monument
to the passengers, including any inscription
on the monument.

“(9) An assurance that the treatment of
the families of nonrevenue passengers will be
the same as the treatment of the families of
revenue passengers.

““(10) An assurance that the rail passenger
carrier will work with any organization des-
ignated under section 1138(a)(2) of this title
on an ongoing basis to ensure that families
of passengers receive an appropriate level of
services and assistance following each acci-
dent.

““(11) An assurance that the rail passenger
carrier will provide reasonable compensation
to any organization designated under section
1138(a)(2) of this title for services provided by
the organization.

““(12) An assurance that the rail passenger
carrier will assist the family of a passenger
in traveling to the location of the accident
and provide for the physical care of the fam-
ily while the family is staying at such loca-
tion.

““(13) An assurance that the rail passenger
carrier will commit sufficient resources to
carry out the plan.

““(14) An assurance that the rail passenger
carrier will provide adequate training to the
employees and agents of the carrier to meet
the needs of survivors and family members
following an accident.

““(15) An assurance that, upon request of
the family of a passenger, the rail passenger
carrier will inform the family of whether the
passenger’s name appeared on any prelimi-
nary passenger manifest for the train in-
volved in the accident.

““(c) LIMITATION ON LIABILITY.—A rail pas-
senger carrier shall not be liable for damages
in any action brought in a Federal or State
court arising out of the performance of the
rail passenger carrier in preparing or pro-
viding a passenger list, or in providing infor-
mation concerning a train reservation, pur-
suant to a plan submitted by the rail pas-
senger carrier under subsection (b), unless
such liability was caused by conduct of the
rail passenger carrier which was grossly neg-
ligent or which constituted intentional mis-
conduct.

“‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

““(1) the terms ‘rail passenger accident’ and
‘rail passenger carrier’ have the meanings
such terms have in section 1138 of this title;
and

“(2) the term ‘passenger’ means a person
aboard a rail passenger carrier’s train that is
involved in a rail passenger accident.

‘“(e) LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC-
TION.—Nothing in this section may be con-
strued as limiting the actions that a rail pas-
senger carrier may take, or the obligations
that a rail passenger carrier may have, in
providing assistance to the families of pas-
sengers involved in a rail passenger acci-
dent.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of
chapters for subtitle V of title 49, United
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States Code, is amended by adding after the
item relating to chapter 249 the following
new item:

“251. FAMILY ASSISTANCE .......
SEC. 4. ESTABLISHMENT OF TASK FORCE.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of
Transportation, in cooperation with the Na-
tional Transportation Safety Board, organi-
zations potentially designated under section
1138(a)(2) of title 49, United States Code, rail
passenger carriers, and families which have
been involved in rail accidents, shall estab-
lish a task force consisting of representa-
tives of such entities and families, represent-
atives of passenger rail carrier employees,
and representatives of such other entities as
the Secretary considers appropriate.

(b) MODEL PLAN AND RECOMMENDATIONS.—
The task force established pursuant to sub-
section (a) shall develop—

(1) a model plan to assist passenger rail
carriers in responding to passenger rail acci-
dents;

(2) recommendations on methods to im-
prove the timeliness of the notification pro-
vided by passenger rail carriers to the fami-
lies of passengers involved in a passenger rail
accident;

(3) recommendations on methods to ensure
that the families of passengers involved in a
passenger rail accident who are not citizens
of the United States receive appropriate as-
sistance; and

(4) recommendations on methods to ensure
that emergency services personnel have as
immediate and accurate a count of the num-
ber of passengers onboard the train as pos-
sible.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall transmit to Congress a re-
port containing the model plan and rec-
ommendations developed by the task force
under subsection (b).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. QUINN) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. COSTELLO)
each will control 20 minutes.

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

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, | yield my-
self such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the Rail Passenger Dis-
aster Family Assistance Act is a com-
passionate piece of legislation that de-
serves to be enacted into law. It has
been crafted with the families of rail
accident victims in mind.

Members may recall that several
years ago after some egregious airplane
crashes, the families of the victims of
those crashes were poorly treated by
the carriers, in some cases the media,
and sometimes lawyers. Congress re-
sponded in 1996 asking the National
Transportation Safety Board to take
on an additional role.

At that time we enacted an aviation
law that placed the NTSB and a suit-
able private charitable organization in
charge of coordinating the efforts to
protect the privacy of crash victims’
families and to ensure that they re-
ceive the most current information
possible from the carrier.

The NTSB has a well-deserved rep-
utation for thoroughness and impar-
tiality in its investigations and in its
accident reports. The board’s careful
work and thoughtful recommendations
have contributed significantly to the
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safety of the traveling public on our
highways, our railroads and airways.
By all accounts the NTSB has been
equally successful in this new task of
helping families cope with the dev-
astating loss of a loved one. Based on
this success, the gentleman from Alas-
ka (Mr. YOuUNG), the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR), the ranking
member, the gentlewoman from Flor-
ida (Ms. CORRINE BROWN), Sub-
committee on Railroads ranking mem-
ber, and myself have introduced H.R.
874, a bill to ensure the same compas-
sionate treatment for families of rail-
road accident victims.

This bill essentially mirrors the avia-
tion law, mandating that the NTSB
serve a similar role and including the
recommended updates.

The bill also includes one feature
suggested by the NTSB itself. That new
feature is a one-year task force com-
posed of the DOT, the NTSB, charitable
organizations and family members of
passenger rail accident victims. This
task force, when put in place, will ex-
amine and report back to the Congress
on how to improve the information
flow after an accident has happened
and how to make family assistance
work better in the future.

Our point here, Mr. Speaker, is that
after the incident happens we want to
continue communication to make cer-
tain we do an even better job should a
tragic accident occur in the future.

Although versions of this bill passed
overwhelmingly in the House during
the last Congress, the Senate has yet
to act. Thankfully the Rail Passenger
Disaster Family Assistance Act is back
on the suspension calendar today in
our session. | strongly support H.R. 874
and urge its approval by the whole
House this afternoon.

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

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong support
of this legislation.

I ask unanimous consent that the
balance of time on our side be con-
trolled by gentlewoman from Florida
(Ms. CORRINE BROWN).

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Ms. CORRINE
BRowN) will control the balance of the
time.

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida.
Mr. Speaker, | yield myself such time
as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, let me begin by thank-
ing the gentleman from New York (Mr.
QUINN), the gentleman from Alaska
(Mr. YOUNG), and the ranking member,
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
OBERSTAR) for all of their efforts to
bring this bill to the House floor.

This will be our fourth effort to enact
this legislation. Each time it has
passed the House, only to die from in-
action by the other body. | hope that
the fourth time is the charm.
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Mr. Speaker, it is difficult to believe
that this bill has not been passed by
both Houses and signed into law by the
President years ago. The bill simply
provides intercity rail passengers and
their families the same basic assist-
ance and protection that we provide
airline passengers and their families.

In the event of a serious accident in-
volving major loss of life, the bill pro-
vides that the National Transportation
Safety Board provide assistance to the
families of the victims. By designating
an NTSB employee to be responsible
for facilitating and recovering and
identification of those Kkilled in the ac-
cident, and by designating an inde-
pendent agency like the Red Cross as
primarily responsible for communica-
tion with the family members of the
victims, we ensure that these delicate
tasks are performed by professionals
trained to respond to transportation
tragedies.

The bill spells out the specific details
of what is expected from the NTSB, the
independent relief agency, and the rail-
roads, all with the purpose of getting
information to the family members as
quickly as possible and providing com-
passionate care for those who have lost
loved ones.

Mr. Speaker, these services and pro-
tections have been available for airline
accident victims and their families
since 1996. It is time we treated rail-
road passengers and their families with
the same respect and compassion. |
urge all of my colleagues to support
this legislation.

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

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, | yield my-
self such time as | may consume.

I would only like to mention and
thank the ranking member, my partner
on the Subcommittee on Railroads, the
gentlewoman  from Florida (Ms.
CORRINE BROWN), for her great work. As
usual, the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure and our sub-
committee comes up with great bipar-
tisan legislation and this morning is
another example of that.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, | rise
in support of this well crafted bipartisan bill.
The Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure produced the current aviation law,
and subsequent updates, that protects sur-
vivors and families of accident victims against
ill-treatment after major airline accidents.
Today, we are considering a closely parallel
measure that would offer the same protections
in the wake of any major railroad passenger
train accident.

The successful record of the Aviation Family
Assistance Law since its enactment in 1996,
and the strong track record of the National
Transportation Safety Board in administering
that law, make me highly confident that this
bill, once enacted, will be just as successful.

Fortunately, there have been only a handful
of rail passenger accidents involving fatalities
in the last several years. Just as with aviation,
we hope there are none. But it is only prudent
to have in place common sense procedures
that can be put into play by the NTSB and the
other organizations with which it works, if a
major accident happens.
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This measure is a completely bipartisan
product. With the exception of some technical
updates, it is essentially the same legislation
that the House has overwhelmingly approved
in two previous Congress’. This time, we hope
the other body will act, which it has failed to
do in the past. But we need to get the process
moving now, to get these much needed proce-
dures in place.

| strongly urge approval of this well crafted
bipartisan legislation.

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, | have no
further speakers, and | yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
QUINN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 874.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, on that |
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

———

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, | ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on the fol-
lowing bills: H.R. 874, H.R. 866, H. Con.
Res. 53 and H. Con. Res. 96.

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

There was no objection.

—
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TERMINATION OF EMERGENCY
WITH RESPECT TO THE ACTIONS
AND POLICIES OF UNITA AND
REVOCATION OF RELATED EXEC-
UTIVE ORDERS—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 108-69)

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BAss) laid before the House the fol-
lowing message from the President of
the United States; which was read and,
together with the accompanying pa-
pers, without objection, referred to the
Committee on International Relations
and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Pursuant to section 202 of the Inter-
national Emergency Economic Powers
Act, 50 U.S.C. 1622, | hereby report that
I have issued an Executive Order (the
““Order”’), that terminates the national
emergency described and declared in
Executive Order 12865 of September 26,
1993, with respect to the actions and
policies of the National Union for the
Total Independence of Angola (UNITA)
and revokes that order, Executive
Order 13069 of December 12, 1997, and
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Executive Order 13098 of August 18,
1998.

The Order will have the effect of lift-
ing the sanctions imposed on UNITA in
Executive Orders 12865, 13069, and 13098.
These trade and financial sanctions
were imposed to support international
efforts to force UNITA to abandon
armed conflict and return to the peace
process outlined in the Lusaka Pro-
tocol, as reflected in United Nations
Security Council Resolutions 864 (1993),
1127 (1997), and 1173 (1998).

The death of UNITA leader Jonas
Savimbi in February 2002 enabled the
Angolan government and UNITA to
sign the Luena Memorandum of Under-
standing on April 4, 2002. This agree-
ment established an immediate cease-
fire and called for UNITA’s return to
the peace process laid out in the 1994
Lusaka Protocol. In accordance there-
with, UNITA quartered all its military
personnel in established reception
areas and handed its remaining arms
over to the Angolan government. In
September 2002, the Angolan govern-
ment and UNITA reestablished the
Lusaka Protocol’s Joint Commission
to resolve outstanding political issues.
On November 21, 2002, the Angolan gov-
ernment and UNITA declared the pro-
visions of the Lusaka Protocol fully
implemented and called for the lifting
of sanctions on UNITA imposed by the
United Nations Security Council.

With the successful implementation
of the Lusaka Protocol and the demili-
tarization of UNITA, the cir-
cumstances that led to the declaration
of a national emergency on September
26, 1993, have been resolved. The ac-
tions and policies of UNITA no longer
pose an unusual and extraordinary
threat to the foreign policy of the
United States. United Nations Security
Council Resolution 1448 (2002) lifted the
measures imposed pursuant to prior
U.N. Security Council resolutions re-
lated to UNITA. The continuation of
sanctions imposed by Executive Orders
12865, 13069, and 13098 would have a
prejudicial effect on the development
of UNITA as an opposition political
party, and therefore, on democratiza-
tion in Angola. For these reasons, |
have determined that it is necessary to
terminate the national emergency with
respect to UNITA and to lift the sanc-
tions that have been used to apply eco-
nomic pressure on UNITA.

I am enclosing a copy of the Execu-
tive Order | have issued. This Order is
effective at 12:01 a.m. eastern daylight
time on May 7, 2003.

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 6, 2003.

————

EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
THAT PUBLIC SERVICE EMPLOY-
EES SHOULD BE COMMENDED
FOR THEIR DEDICATION AND
SERVICE TO THE NATION

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
resolution (H. Res. 213) expressing the
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sense of the House of Representatives
that public service employees should
be commended for their dedication and
service to the Nation during Public
Service Recognition Week.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. REs. 213

Whereas Public Service Recognition Week
provides an opportunity to honor and cele-
brate the commitment of individuals who
meet the needs of the Nation through work
at all levels of government;

Whereas over 20,000,000 men and women
work in government service in every city,
county, and State across the Nation and in
hundreds of locations abroad;

Whereas Federal, State, and local officials
perform essential services that the Nation
relies upon every day;

Whereas the United States is a great and
prosperous nation, and public service em-
ployees have contributed significantly to its
greatness and prosperity;

Whereas the Nation benefits daily from the
knowledge and skills of these highly trained
individuals;

Whereas public service employees—

(1) help the Nation recover from natural
disasters and terrorist attacks,

(2) fight fires and crime,

(3) deliver the mail,

(4) teach and work in our public schools,

(5) deliver Social Security and Medicare
benefits,

(6) fight disease and promote better health,

(7) protect the environment and our na-
tional parks,

(8) defend and secure critical infrastruc-
ture,

(9) improve and secure transportation and
the quality and safety of our food and water,

(10) build and maintain our roads and
bridges,

(11) provide vital strategic and support
functions to our military personnel,

(12) keep the Nation’s economy stable,

(13) defend our freedom, and

(14) advance our Nation’s interests around
the world;

Whereas public service employees at the
Federal, State, and local level are our first
line of defense in maintaining homeland se-
curity;

Whereas public service employees at every
level of government are hardworking indi-
viduals who are committed to doing a good
Jjob, regardless of the circumstances;

Whereas Federal, State, and local govern-
ment employees have risen to the occasion
and demonstrated professionalism, dedica-
tion, and courage while fighting the war
against terrorism;

Whereas the men and women serving in the
Armed Forces of the United States, as well
as those Federal employees who provide sup-
port for their efforts, contribute greatly to
the security of the Nation and of the world;

Whereas May 5 through 11, 2003, has been
designated Public Service Recognition Week
to honor America’s Federal, State, and local
government employees; and

Whereas Public Service Recognition Week
will be celebrated through job fairs, student
activities, and agency exhibits: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) commends America’s Federal, State,
and local government employees for their
outstanding contributions to our country;

(2) salutes this Nation’s public service em-
ployees for their unwavering dedication and
spirit;

(3) honors those public service employees
who have laid down their lives in service to
this Nation;
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(4) calls upon a new generation of workers
to consider a career in public service; and

(5) encourages efforts to promote public
service careers at all levels of government.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. MURPHY) and the
gentleman from |Illinois (Mr. DAVIS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. MURPHY).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself as much time as | may con-
sume.

The gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
DAvis), my distinguished colleague and
ranking member of the Subcommittee
on Civil Service and Agency Reorga-
nization, has introduced House Resolu-
tion 213, and | am pleased to join with
him today in support. This legislation
expresses the sense of the House of
Representatives that public service
employees should be commended for
their dedication and service to the Na-
tion during Public Service Recognition
Week.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today on behalf of
all my colleagues in expressing the
House’s tremendous gratitude and ap-
preciation for their fine men and
women who serve our Nation as gov-
ernment employees. Truly no profes-
sion is more critical to our Nation’s
basic operation than the public service.

This is a very important week that
offers the more than 20 million public
employees a chance to educate all
Americans about the countless ways in
which government makes life better
for all of us, from our Nation’s postal
employees who deliver the mail to our
educators who teach our children and
from our law enforcement officials who
protect us to our emergency responders
who quickly and thoroughly react to
disasters. Government employees serve
each and every American in countless
capacities each day. Their essential
sacrifices comprise the backbone of
American society.

Today, this House salutes those men
and women who work hard every day to
make America great. In addition, |
have letters from both the President
and the Secretary of the Department of
Defense expressing their appreciation
for the work of civil servants and | will
include them in the RECORD at this
point.

THE WHITE HOUSE,
Washington, April 4, 2003.

I send greetings to those celebrating Pub-
lic Service Recognition Week.

Public service is vital to the American
character. Americans realize that giving
something back to our communities
strengthens our country and fulfills our obli-
gation to serve a greater cause. Our Nation
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is deeply indebted to the men and women
who devote themselves to public service
through their careers.

Every day across America, government
employees at the Federal, State, and local
levels carry out countless responsibilities
that help protect our homeland, maintain
critical services, ensure economic growth,
and strengthen our national security. With
the creation of the Department of Homeland
Security, more than 170,000 dedicated public
servants are now tasked with the overriding
mission of protecting their fellow Americans
from terrorism. These individuals serve our
citizens and help make our government more
efficient and effective.

Over the last two years, my Administra-
tion has taken significant action to encour-
age public service and civic engagement.
Americans have responded with an out-
pouring of kindness and volunteer service
that is transforming our Nation, one heart,
one soul at a time. Through the USA Free-
dom Corps, we continue to mobilize our citi-
zens and provide opportunities for individ-
uals to improve their communities by serv-
ing in local schools, libraries, police and fire
departments, places of worship, and hos-
pitals. We are greatful for these dedicated
citizens and for all public servants who
touch lives, inspire others, and help us real-
ize the promise and potential of our great
Nation.

Laura joins me in sending our best wishes
for a wonderful week.

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE,
THE PENTAGON,
Washington, DC, February 26, 2002.
Subject: Public Service Recognition Week—
2002.

Since the September 11th attacks on the
Pentagon and World Trade Centers, Ameri-
cans have had fresh reminders of the impor-
tance of public service. Many public servants
sacrificed their lives on that day and since in
the war on terrorism. Public Service Rec-
ognition Week (PSRW) provides an oppor-
tunity to highlight the value of public serv-
ice and a time to honor the accomplishments
of the people, both civilians and military,
who serve America at all levels of govern-
ment.

This year, the week of May 6-12, 2002, has
been set aside as Public Service Recognition
Week. Public observances are planned Na-
tionwide and large-scale displays depicting
missions of most Executive Branch agencies
will be exhibited on the national Mall in
Washington, D.C. The Military Departments
and many key Defense Agencies plan to par-
ticipate.

We are proud of the role played by the De-
fense Department and are delighted to show-
case our national security responsibility.

DONALD RUMSFELD.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 213
rightly honors public service employ-
ees for their essential service to our
great Nation. | hope this resolution
will help to encourage a new genera-
tion of young Americans to consider
entering into a noble career in the pub-
lic service, and for these reasons | urge
all Members to support the adoption of
this important resolution.

Again, | thank my distinguished col-
league from lllinois for introducing the
measure.

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as | might con-
sume.
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Mr. Speaker, | would like to thank
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Tom
DAvis), the chairman, and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. WAXMAN),
the ranking member, for not only co-
sponsoring this resolution but also for
expediting its movement to the floor. |
also want to thank the Speaker,
Speaker’s office, and | want to thank
the gentlewoman from Virginia (Mrs.
Jo ANN DAvis) for the work that she
does on the Subcommittee on Civil
Service and Agency Reorganization but
also in helping to make sure that this
legislation reached the floor in time
for its presentation today. | am pleased
to join with the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania and | appreciate his remarks.

Public Service Recognition Week,
which has been celebrated the first
Monday through Sunday in May since
1985, is an opportunity for us to honor
and celebrate the commitment of gov-
ernment employees. Public Service
Recognition Week offers all Americans,
especially young people, the oppor-
tunity to learn and get excited about a
career in public service. It also pro-
vides the opportunity to thank those
who serve us daily for their efforts.

I believe that public service should
be valued and respected by all Ameri-
cans. When we think of public service,
we think of people in the Armed Serv-
ices who protect us, people in law en-
forcement, people who help the Nation
recover from natural disasters, who
fight fires and crime, deliver the mail,
teach and work in our public schools,
deliver Social Security and Medicare
benefits, fight disease and promote bet-
ter health, protect the environment
and our national parks, defend and se-
cure critical infrastructure, improve
and secure transportation and the
quality of safety of our food and water,
build and maintain our roads and
bridges, provide vital strategic and
support functions to our military per-
sonnel, keep the Nation’s economy sta-
ble, defend the freedom and advance
the Nation’s interests around the
world.

There has been some conversation
lately about interests in public service
declining, and | would hope that as
young people decide upon their careers,
as they decide what it is that they
would like to do that they would take
a good look at the opportunity to serve
not only themselves but to also serve
their fellow citizens. So | would en-
courage them to look at public careers
as a way of leading meaningful and
productive lives. It is a great oppor-
tunity to be of service.

| belong to an organization that says
he who would be first of all would be
servant of all, and when we serve the
public we are at the peak of service.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, | reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield such time as she might consume
to the gentlewoman from the District
of Columbia (Ms. NORTON), who herself
has a tremendous record of public serv-
ice in this country.
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Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | want to
thank the gentleman not only for
yielding but for his very astute service
as ranking member of the Sub-
committee on Civil Service and Agency
Reorganization and his leadership on
that subcommittee and on the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

I also want to thank my good friends
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Tom
DAvis), the chairman, and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. WAXMAN),
the ranking member, for bringing this
resolution forward, but Mr. Speaker, |
am sure when they originally decided
to bring it forward they did not have in
mind what is about to transpire in the
Committee on Government Reform.

How perfectly ironic that we would
be celebrating Public Service Recogni-
tion Week this week to honor Federal
employees when tomorrow the Com-
mittee on Government Reform is about
to mark up a bill that would strip one-
third of the Federal workforce of essen-
tially all of their civil service and col-
lective bargaining rights. Let us have a
big celebration for Public Service
Week.

This bill that is before us, on not a
fast track but on a jet plane for rea-
sons that have yet to be revealed to us
because we have not been given a rea-
son for the rush, goes well beyond the
homeland security bill that was so ter-
ribly controversial in this House and in
the Senate, and let me document what
I am saying.

The bill that will be before us tomor-
row sweeps away most of the rights of
the civilian employees of the Depart-
ment of Defense. Pay for performance
would immediately come into now the
entire workforce, but no system for
measuring performance is in place, ac-
cording to the GAO, which has said
slow this train down.

The Department of Defense employ-
ees would be exempt from these execu-
tive bargaining rights that are applica-
ble to other agencies.
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Mr. Speaker, they are already ex-
empt because the employee representa-
tives testified that they had not been
consulted, they simply were called in
and told what was going to happen.
Consultation as is now required under
the law has not taken place. They are
already exempt from the collective
bargaining rights of the rest of the gov-
ernment.

No appeal or due process rights when
you are suspended or demoted, no right
to file a sex or race discrimination
complaint before the Equal Employ-
ment Opportunity Commission.

Mr. Speaker, | am a former Chair of
that commission, and the notion that
the Congress would ever exempt its
own workforce from race and sex dis-
crimination claims is almost unbeliev-
able, but that is what this bill does.

For reductions in workforce, there
would be no need to base them on
length of service or on efficiency while
you were on the job or on performance.
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What does that leave, Mr. Speaker? It
does leave race and sex since an em-
ployee cannot file a complaint at the
EEOC. One could file a complaint with
their agency, but we know what that
means. AT&T has discriminated
against me; | will file with AT&T. DOD
has discriminated against me; and |
will file with DOD, and no right for an
independent review of what is found.
That is what this bill would do, and a
lot more that | do not have time to ex-
plain.

Worse, just as we see homeland secu-
rity spread now to DOD, they mean to
spread what has happened in DOD to
the rest of the workforce. Except as it
spread from homeland security, it got
worse than it was in homeland secu-
rity. So what is the rest of the work-
force to expect now?

I want to make it clear that many of
us on the Committee on Government
Reform were relieved to hear that DOD
was finally going to reform itself, par-
ticularly after 9/11. Many of us believed
that DOD needed a lot of reform before
9/11; but after 9/11, it is imperative and
indispensable. The notion that reform
means sweeping away the rights of the
employees is an oxymoron. There may
be greater efficiencies; | believe there
are with respect to all of these mat-
ters. But the notion of waiving them or
sweeping them away in a couple of
weeks with no scrutiny is simply un-
thinkable.

The bill stunned the Committee on
Government Reform on both sides of
the aisle. It stunned even the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, but they are
under huge pressure to pass this bill.

Mr. Speaker, | have come to the floor
of course to congratulate the employ-
ees who have shown how important
they are to us, particularly since 9/11
made us understand what perhaps we
should have understood all along, but
it will not do to celebrate their service
while sweeping away their rights.

I implore every Member of the House
because most Members have civil serv-
ants in their districts to closely look
at this bill and help us slow down the
jet plane that is flying away with the
rights of Federal employees even as we
celebrate their service this week.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, | reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
RUPPERSBERGER).

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Mr. Speak-
er, | rise today to honor all of the hard
work of civil servants during the Pub-
lic Service Recognition Week.

As a former Baltimore County execu-
tive, | had an opportunity to work di-
rectly with men and women who serve
on the local government level. Their
commitment to excellence continues to
be a great source of inspiration. Public
service employees have contributed
significantly to American greatness
and prosperity. It is with pleasure that
I support a resolution commending
public servants, especially our Federal
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workforce, for their dedication and
continued service to our Nation.

Public Service Recognition Week
represents an opportunity for us to
honor and celebrate the commitment
of individuals who serve the needs of
the Nation through work at all levels
of government. It is also a time to call
on a new generation to consider public
service. Public service civilian employ-
ees are critical in demonstrating that
the government workforce is a valued
component to our country and to our
national security. Thanks to all those
who serve at the local, State, and Fed-
eral level.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, | reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
MORAN).

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, | thank the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. DAvis) for all of his fine work in
protecting and enhancing the Federal
civil service.

I am glad we have an opportunity to
recognize the value of public service.
Normally, these resolutions come and
go and nobody pays much attention to
them, but there is a particular benefit
to having this opportunity right now,
as the distinguished representative, the
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON), explained earlier.

This is a pivotal time in the history
of the Federal workforce. It is a time
when half of that Federal workforce
will be eligible to retire within the
next 3 to 5 years. Of the 2.7 million peo-
ple, half of them may retire. Many peo-
ple will say, so what. Well, for those
who are going to be so blasé about the
importance of the Federal workforce,
then I would ask them to look at some
of the other civil services throughout
the world.

They will not find any other civil
service that is as incorruptible, that is
as productive, that is as responsible, as
the Federal workforce. They are not
perfect, but the vast majority of them
went into the Federal civil service be-
cause they wanted to make other peo-
ple’s lives better, and they remain
dedicated to that purpose.

But when most of them joined the
civil service, it was held in highest es-
teem. In the 1960s, three-quarters of
high school graduates said they
thought it would be honorable to work
in public service. Now it is about one
out of 5. We have diminished the value
and the prestige of the Federal civil
service, but they have not diminished
their output or their commitment.

But this, as | say, is a pivotal time
because instead of trying to attract
and retain the best people into civil
service, what we have done is to come
up with disincentives. The Congress
has to fight every year to get a pay
raise, even equal to the current very
low rate of inflation. We have fought to
protect civil servants’ ability to collec-
tively bargain, to maintain their
health benefits, affordable health in-
surance; and now as the gentlewoman
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from the District of Columbia (Ms.
NORTON) mentioned, we have perhaps
the biggest struggle: about a third of
the Federal workforce, those who work
for the Department of Defense, may
lose their civil service protections.

The Pentagon’s desire is to contract
them out. In fact, nearly half a million
people, 425,000, are targeted throughout
the Federal government to have their
job contracted out to the private sec-
tor. In some cases that is appropriate;
but in many cases it is not, and we are
not going to find the kind of dedication
to public service, even professionalism
and willingness to accept in most cases
less pay to be able to serve the public.

We find that on average the dif-
ference for performing the same func-
tion between the private sector and the
Federal sector is 32 percent. It is a
smaller disparity on the part of lower-
paid employees. As we move into man-
agement, the gap is wider. In terms of
skilled professionals, the gap is widest.

I think we are in danger of losing
something that this country has taken
for granted. We need to reward Federal
civil servants. We need to protect their
benefits and enable them to collec-
tively bargain, and in fact take every
opportunity, such as this resolution
presents us with, to say thank you,
Federal civil servants, thank you for
making this the strongest, most cohe-
sive, most stable government in the
history of mankind. We are proud of
you. We want you to stay, we want you
to maintain your commitment, and we
want you to know that we appreciate
what you do.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
CUMMINGS), the former ranking mem-
ber of the Subcommittee on Civil Serv-
ice.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to ask all of my colleagues to
support this resolution that honors the
more than 20 million Federal, State,
and local government employees for
their outstanding contributions to our
country.

H. Res. 213 salutes policemen, fire-
fighters, postal workers, public school
teachers and administrators, and those
who work at government agencies for
their steadfast dedication. Likewise,
the resolution honors our men and
women in the armed service who have
died in service to our great Nation.

With the attraction of higher salaries
and competitive benefit packages, it is
not surprising that Federal, State, and
local governments are finding it dif-
ficult to keep a talented workforce. It
is imperative that efforts to recruit re-
cent college graduates and promote
training opportunities for current em-
ployees are fostered. Public service
work can sometimes be difficult; but
regardless of the circumstances, these
hardworking individuals are com-
mitted to doing excellent work and to
making a major difference.

The theme for the 2003 Public Service
Recognition Week celebration is ‘“‘Cele-
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brating government workers nation-
wide.”” Ironically, this week, instead of
celebrating government workers na-
tionwide, the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform is scheduled to push
through a Department of Defense pro-
posal later today that creates a new
personnel system and could have far-
reaching implications to Federal em-
ployees not only with DOD, but at
other agencies.

The proposal and others like it must
be carefully weighed with consultation
by all affected parties, including orga-
nizations that represent employees.
Again, | encourage all Members of the
House to support H. Res. 213. It has
been said that service to others is the
rent you pay for the room you occupy
on Earth.

Mr. Speaker, | thank the millions of
Americans who have chosen public
service careers. Their service makes
life better, and their service brings life
to life.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, | thank all Members
who have spoken, and | thank the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania. In closing,
let me just suggest that we have heard
some of the issues surrounding con-
tinuation of the civil service. We have
heard some of the problems and com-
plexities of working for government.
We have heard about some things that
we must do if we are to retain the type
of workforce that we desire to have.

I want to thank all of those who con-
tinue to work, who continue to make
our civil service the very best in the
country, who each and every day give
of themselves for the benefit of others.
Again, | thank the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. MURPHY).

Mr. Speaker, | yield back the balance
of my time.
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Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

I have no other speakers, but | would
like to make a brief comment to in-
clude and certainly urge all Members
to support this resolution. But as the
distinguished gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. DAvVIS) has said and others have
supported, we owe a great deal to our
civil servants throughout this Nation
in all walks of life. They have helped
our Nation in times of trouble and they
keep our Nation running smoothly
when there are good times. We are
grateful for all they do. We want to
continue to work to revise and update
and work with them to make sure that
a government that needs to be fluid
and dynamic and adapt to the needs of
the time can do so and look forward to
their continued input as we support
them, as we see what their needs are,
as we see what the Nation’s needs are
in the future.

Again, | thank the gentleman from
Ilinois for introducing this important
legislation.

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, |
rise in strong support of H. Res. 213, which
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expresses the sense of the House that public
service employees should be commended for
their dedication and service to the Nation dur-
ing Public Service Recognition Week.

There was a time when we were taught that
“public service is a public trust.” That is true,
but it is something more as well. In the after-
math of September 11, it is clear that public
service is the bedrock of our Republic. Public
sector employees, who have always been vital
to the efficient, effective running of the govern-
ment, now find themselves at the heart of our
war on terrorism. It is the job they do that not
only improves our quality of life, but also
keeps us safe from those who would do us
harm.

It is fitting that we set aside a week to rec-
ognize the indispensable contributions of
those in public service. They have chosen
public service despite the fact that the private
sector could often have offered a more lucra-
tive career. That said, there is no reason we
should take their selflessness for granted.
They still deserve our best efforts to enhance
pay and benefits, provide improved and inno-
vative training opportunities, and to re-exam-
ine the cultural barriers that unfortunately per-
sist in government that make life less than
ideal for public sector workers. In short, we
must show those already in public service that
we appreciate the job they do for us. We must
also show those contemplating a career in
public service that there are many advantages
and opportunities to doing so.

Mr. Speaker, only one in six college-edu-
cated Americans expresses significant interest
in working for the Federal Government. At the
same time, half of the Federal workforce will
be eligible to retire within the next 5 years.
Therefore, it is incumbent upon us in Con-
gress to reinvigorate a culture of public service
across the country. We can do so taking the
steps | have described above. As Chairman of
the Government Reform Committee, | have
been working hard to craft initiatives that will
allow us to retain those employees we already
have, while attracting the best and brightest of
our young people to the public sector. | am
confident we will be successful.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, | want to take this
opportunity to publicly thank those in public
service for their dedication and commitment to
our great Nation. | also want to reaffirm my
commitment to giving them the best profes-
sional opportunities and working environment
possible.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BAss). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. MURPHY) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 213.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
on that | demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on motions to suspend the
rules previously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H.R. 1609, by the yeas and nays;

H.R. 100, by the yeas and nays;

H. Con. Res. 96, by the yeas and nays.

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

——————

ADMIRAL DONALD DAVIS POST
OFFICE BUILDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 1609.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TURNER)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 1609, on which the
yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 423, nays 0,
not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 162]
YEAS—423

Abercrombie Calvert Duncan
Ackerman Camp Dunn
Aderholt Cannon Edwards
Akin Cantor Ehlers
Alexander Capito Emanuel
Allen Capps Emerson
Andrews Capuano Engel
Baca Cardin English
Bachus Cardoza Eshoo
Baird Carson (OK) Etheridge
Baker Carter Evans
Baldwin Case Everett
Ballance Castle Farr
Ballenger Chabot Fattah
Barrett (SC) Chocola Feeney
Bartlett (MD) Clay Ferguson
Barton (TX) Clyburn Filner
Bass Coble Flake
Beauprez Cole Fletcher
Becerra Collins Foley
Bell Combest Forbes
Bereuter Cooper Ford
Berkley Costello Fossella
Berman Cox Frank (MA)
Berry Cramer Franks (AZ)
Biggert Crane Frelinghuysen
Bilirakis Crenshaw Frost
Bishop (GA) Crowley Gallegly
Bishop (NY) Cubin Garrett (NJ)
Bishop (UT) Culberson Gerlach
Blackburn Cummings Gibbons
Blumenauer Cunningham Gilchrest
Boehlert Davis (AL) Gillmor
Bonilla Davis (CA) Gingrey
Bonner Davis (FL) Gonzalez
Bono Davis (IL) Goode
Boozman Davis (TN) Goodlatte
Boswell Davis, Jo Ann Gordon
Boucher Davis, Tom Goss
Boyd Deal (GA) Granger
Bradley (NH) DeFazio Graves
Brady (PA) Delahunt Green (TX)
Brady (TX) DelLauro Green (WI)
Brown (OH) DeMint Greenwood
Brown (SC) Deutsch Grijalva
Brown, Corrine Diaz-Balart, L. Gutierrez
Brown-Waite, Diaz-Balart, M. Gutknecht

Ginny Dicks Hall
Burgess Doggett Harman
Burns Dooley (CA) Harris
Burr Doolittle Hart
Burton (IN) Doyle Hastings (FL)
Buyer Dreier Hastings (WA)

Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Janklow
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (1A)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Lynch
Majette
Maloney
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCotter
McCrery

Blunt
Boehner
Carson (IN)
Conyers

McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
Mclnnis
Mclntyre
McKeon
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
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Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Sandlin
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MlI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stupak
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Turner (OH)
Turner (TX)
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Vitter
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—11

DeGette
DelLay
Dingell
Gephardt

Hyde
Miller, Gary
Tauzin
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON) (during the vote). Members
are advised they have 2 minutes in
which to record their votes.
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So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended, and
the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the remain-
der of this series of votes will be con-
ducted as 5-minute votes.

——————

SERVICEMEMBERS CIVIL RELIEF
ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 100, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 100, as
amended, on which the yeas and nays
are ordered.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 425, nays 0,
not voting 9, as follows:

[Roll No. 163]
YEAS—425

Abercrombie Bradley (NH) Cubin
Ackerman Brady (PA) Culberson
Aderholt Brady (TX) Cummings
Akin Brown (OH) Cunningham
Alexander Brown (SC) Davis (AL)
Allen Brown, Corrine Davis (CA)
Andrews Brown-Waite, Davis (FL)
Baca Ginny Davis (IL)
Bachus Burgess Davis (TN)
Baird Burns Davis, Jo Ann
Baker Burr Davis, Tom
Baldwin Burton (IN) Deal (GA)
Ballance Buyer DeFazio
Ballenger Calvert Delahunt
Barrett (SC) Camp DelLauro
Bartlett (MD) Cannon DeMint
Barton (TX) Cantor Deutsch
Bass Capito Diaz-Balart, L.
Beauprez Capps Diaz-Balart, M.
Becerra Capuano Dicks
Bell Cardin Doggett
Bereuter Cardoza Dooley (CA)
Berkley Carson (OK) Doolittle
Berman Carter Doyle
Berry Case Dreier
Biggert Castle Duncan
Bilirakis Chabot Dunn
Bishop (GA) Chocola Edwards
Bishop (NY) Clay Ehlers
Bishop (UT) Clyburn Emanuel
Blackburn Coble Emerson
Blumenauer Cole Engel
Blunt Collins English
Boehlert Combest Eshoo
Boehner Conyers Etheridge
Bonilla Cooper Evans
Bonner Costello Everett
Bono Cox Farr
Boozman Cramer Fattah
Boswell Crane Feeney
Boucher Crenshaw Ferguson
Boyd Crowley Filner
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Flake LaTourette
Fletcher Leach
Foley Lee
Forbes Levin
Ford Lewis (CA)
Fossella Lewis (GA)
Frank (MA) Lewis (KY)
Franks (AZ) Linder
Frelinghuysen Lipinski
Frost LoBiondo
Gallegly Lofgren
Garrett (NJ) Lowey
Gerlach Lucas (KY)
Gibbons Lucas (OK)
Gilchrest Lynch
Gillmor Majette
Gingrey Maloney
Gonzalez Manzullo
Goode Markey
Goodlatte Marshall
Gordon Matheson
Goss Matsui
Granger McCarthy (MO)
Graves McCarthy (NY)
Green (TX) McCollum
Green (WI) McCotter
Greenwood McCrery
Grijalva McDermott
Gutierrez McGovern
Gutknecht McHugh
Hall Mclnnis
Harman Mclintyre
Harris McKeon
Hart McNulty
Hastings (FL) Meehan
Hastings (WA) Meek (FL)
Hayes Meeks (NY)
Hayworth Menendez
Hefley Mica
Hensarling Michaud
Herger Millender-
Hill McDonald
Hinchey Miller (FL)
Hinojosa Miller (MI)
Hobson Miller (NC)
Hoeffel Miller, George
Hoekstra Mollohan
Holden Moore
Holt Moran (KS)
Honda Moran (VA)
Hooley (OR) Murphy
Hostettler Murtha
Houghton Musgrave
Hoyer Myrick
Hulshof Nadler
Hunter Napolitano
Inslee Neal (MA)
Isakson Nethercutt
Israel Ney
Issa Northup
Istook Norwood
Jackson (IL) Nunes
Jackson-Lee Nussle
(TX) Oberstar
Janklow Obey
Jefferson Olver
Jenkins Ortiz
John Osborne
Johnson (CT) Ose
Johnson (IL) Otter
Johnson, E. B. Owens
Johnson, Sam Oxley
Jones (NC) Pallone
Jones (OH) Pascrell
Kanjorski Pastor
Kaptur Paul
Keller Payne
Kelly Pearce
Kennedy (MN) Pelosi
Kennedy (RI) Pence

Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind

King (1A)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham

Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts

Platts

Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
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Rehberg
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Sandlin
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stupak
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Turner (OH)
Turner (TX)
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Vitter
Walden (OR)
Wamp
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)

Wolf Wu Young (AK)

Woolsey Wynn Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—9

Carson (IN) Dingell Miller, Gary

DeGette Gephardt Tauzin

DelLay Hyde Walsh

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON) (during the vote). There
are 2 minutes left to vote.
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So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall Nos.
161, 162, 163, | was unavoidably detained in
Alabama due to bad weather and flight delays.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yea.”

————
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AUTHORIZING USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR NATIONAL PEACE
OFFICERS’ MEMORIAL SERVICE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 96.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
LATOURETTE) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the concurrent
resolution, H. Con. Res. 96, on which
the yeas and nays are ordered.

This will be a 5 minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 419, nays 0,
not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 164]

YEAS—419
Abercrombie Blunt Carter
Ackerman Boehlert Case
Aderholt Bonilla Castle
Akin Bonner Chabot
Alexander Bono Chocola
Allen Boozman Clay
Andrews Boswell Clyburn
Baca Boucher Coble
Bachus Boyd Cole
Baird Bradley (NH) Collins
Baker Brady (PA) Combest
Baldwin Brady (TX) Conyers
Ballance Brown (OH) Cooper
Ballenger Brown (SC) Costello

Barrett (SC) Brown, Corrine Cox

Bartlett (MD) Brown-Waite, Cramer
Barton (TX) Ginny Crane

Bass Burgess Crenshaw
Beauprez Burns Crowley
Becerra Burr Cubin

Bell Burton (IN) Culberson
Bereuter Buyer Cummings
Berkley Calvert Cunningham
Berman Camp Davis (AL)
Berry Cannon Davis (CA)
Biggert Cantor Davis (FL)
Bilirakis Capito Davis (IL)
Bishop (GA) Capps Davis (TN)
Bishop (NY) Capuano Davis, Jo Ann
Bishop (UT) Cardin Davis, Tom
Blackburn Cardoza Deal (GA)
Blumenauer Carson (OK) DeFazio

Delahunt
DelLauro
DeMint
Deutsch

Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hill
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Janklow
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)

Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (1A)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Lynch
Majette
Maloney
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
Mclnnis
Mclntyre
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
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Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (M)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Sandlin
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stupak
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Turner (OH)
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Turner (TX) Wamp Whitfield
Udall (CO) Waters Wicker
Udall (NM) Watson Wilson (NM)
Upton Watt Wilson (SC)
Van Hollen Waxman Wolf
Velazquez Weiner Woolsey
Visclosky Weldon (FL) Wu
Vitter Weldon (PA) Wynn
Walden (OR) Weller Young (AK)
Walsh Wexler Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—15
Boehner Emanuel McKeon
Carson (IN) Gephardt Miller, Gary
DeGette Hayes Pomeroy
DelLay Hinchey Simpson
Dingell Hyde Tauzin

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

the vote). Members are advised there

are less than 1% minutes left to vote.
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So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
164, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yes.”

laid on

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 2

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent to have my name
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 2.

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

There was no objection.

————

NANOTECHNOLOGY RESEARCH
AND DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2003

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, | call
up House Resolution 219 ask for its im-
mediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. REs. 219

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVI1II, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 766) to provide
for a National Nanotechnology Research and
Development Program, and for other pur-
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be
dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. General
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Science.
After general debate the bill shall be consid-
ered for amendment under the five-minute
rule. It shall be in order to consider as an
original bill for the purpose of amendment
under the five-minute rule the amendment
in the nature of a substitute recommended
by the Committee on Science now printed in
the bill. Each section of the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute
shall be considered as read. During consider-
ation of the bill for amendment, the Chair-
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man of the Committee of the Whole may ac-
cord priority in recognition on the basis of
whether the Member offering an amendment
has caused it to be printed in the portion of
the Congressional Record designated for that
purpose in clause 8 of rule XVIII. Amend-
ments so printed shall be considered as read.
At the conclusion of consideration of the bill
for amendment the Committee shall rise and
report the bill to the House with such
amendments as may have been adopted. Any
Member may demand a separate vote in the
House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

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

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

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, | yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), pending
which | yield myself such time as |
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 219 provides for
the consideration of H.R. 766, the
Nanotechnology Research and Develop-
ment Act. H. Res. 219 provides for one
hour of general debate, equally divided
and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Science. The rule waives all
points of order against consideration of
the bill and makes in order the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on
Science now printed in the bill as an
original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment. It further provides that the bill
shall be considered for amendment sec-
tion by section and that each section
shall be considered as read. Finally,
the rule provides one motion to recom-
mit, with or without instructions.

Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 219 is an open
rule giving all Members of the House
the opportunity to offer any germane
amendments to H.R. 766. This rule ac-
cords priority in recognition to Mem-
bers who have preprinted their amend-
ments in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.
This is to simply encourage Members
to take advantage of the option in
order to facilitate consideration of
amendments on the House floor and to
inform Members of the details of any
pending amendments.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 766 is an impor-
tant, bipartisan bill that will encour-
age further nanotechnology research. A
recent National Academy of Sciences
review described nanotechnology as the
“relatively new ability to manipulate
and characterize matter at the level of
single atoms and small groups of
atoms. This capability has led to the
astonishing discovery that clusters of
small numbers of atoms or molecules
often have properties, such as strength,
electrical resistivity, electrical con-
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ductivity, and optical absorption, that
are significantly different from the
properties of the same matter at either
the single molecule scale or the bulk
scale.”

Beyond this technical description,
nanotechnology has the potential to
have a significant impact on our lives
in the coming years. Testimony before
the Committee on Science, chaired by
the gentleman from New York (Chair-
man BOEHLERT), indicated that in the
future the American people could see
great advances in medicine, manufac-
turing, materials, construction, com-
puting and telecommunications as a re-
sult of this research. Yesterday in the
Committee on Rules the gentleman
from New York (Chairman BOEHLERT)
and the ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HALL) identi-
fied potential homeland security ad-
vantages as well, including information
technology and sensor advances to as-
sist us iIn our efforts to identify
threats.

President Bush has recognized the
benefits of these innovations in terms
of practical applications to the Amer-
ican people and also to our Nation’s
economic  growth. The National
Science Foundation has predicted that
the nanotechnology market could
reach $1 trillion by the year 2015. But
we should recognize that there will be
competitors in this arena from abroad.

In an effort to ensure the benefits of
this research for our citizens and for
future job growth, President Bush has
asked Congress to expand the
nanotechnology initiative and increase
funding for this emerging technology,
providing grants to researchers and es-
tablishing research centers and ad-
vanced technology user facilities.

The Associate Director for Tech-
nology in the Office of Science and
Technology Policy stated that the ad-
ministration’s commitment to fur-
thering nanotechnology research and
development has never been stronger.

I applaud the President for focusing
on this potential link to future eco-
nomic growth. | thank the gentleman
from New York (Chairman BOEHLERT),
the gentleman from California (Mr.
HoONDA) and the Committee on Science
for forwarding a bill that will result in
better planning and coordination in
this area of research.

This is a very fair rule. | urge my col-
leagues to support the rule so we may
begin on any amendments that Mem-
bers may have to offer before the House

today.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.

Speaker, | yield myself such time as |
may consume.

| thank the gentleman from Georgia
for yielding me the time, and | would
also alert my friend from Georgia, as |
understand it now, we have but one
speaker, so we are prepared to move
forward.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support
of this bill and the open rule under
which it is being considered.
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When | think back to all of the times
my friends on the other side of the
aisle allowed an open rule this year, |
do not have to think far, since it has
only occurred once before during the
108th Congress. Therefore, Mr. Speaker,
I am thankful for this full and open de-
bate; and hopefully, this is a sign of
what is to come.

Mr. Speaker, as | said, | rise today in
support of the rule and H.R. 766, a bill
to provide for a National
Nanotechnology Research and Develop-
ment program.

As my colleagues may know,
nanotechnology is an emerging science
that involves the engineering of ex-
tremely small materials, devices, and
systems at the atomic, molecular, and
macromolecular level. The science and
technology of precisely controlling the
structure of matter at the molecular
level is widely viewed as the most sig-
nificant technological frontier cur-
rently being explored.

This legislation is significant be-
cause it ensures continued U.S. leader-
ship in nanotechnology research and
coordination of nanotechnology re-
search across Federal agencies and the
private sector. This measure will pro-
vide grants to investigators, establish
interdisciplinary research centers and
advanced technology user facilities. It
shall expand education and training of
undergraduate and graduate students
and establish a research program to
identify societal and ethical concerns
related to nanotechnology.

Additionally, this bill assembles a
team of advisory and governing com-
mittees to work cooperatively with
each of the national Federal science of-
fices to achieve the goals and priorities
set forth by this legislation and the
Federal Government. Through the na-
tional nanotechnology research and de-
velopment program, our Nation can
and will continue to make advance-
ments in virtually every industry and
public endeavor, including health, elec-
tronics, transportation, the environ-
ment, and national security.

Moreover, this bill supports the Na-
tional Nanotechnology Initiative out-
lined in 1999 by allowing us to reach be-
yond our natural size limitation and
work directly with the building blocks
of matter. It holds the promise for a
new renaissance in our understanding
of nature. It holds the promise, in addi-
tion, for means for improving human
performance and a new industrial revo-
lution in coming decades.

Mr. Speaker, | support H.R. 766 and
this second open rule of the year. Per-
haps that came about because of nano-
seconds.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time, and |
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.
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A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. LIN-
DER). Pursuant to House Resolution 219
and rule XVIII, the Chair declares the
House in the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill, H.R. 766.

The Chair designates the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. TERRY) as chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole
and requests the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. CULBERSON) to assume the chair
temporarily.

0 1250
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 766) to
provide for a National Nanotechnology
Research and Development Program,
and for other purposes, with Mr.
CULBERSON (Chairman pro tempore) in
the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the bill is considered as
having been read the first time.

Under the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. BOEHLERT) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HALL) each
will control 30 minutes.

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

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 766.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Is
there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, |
yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

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

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, | rise
in strong support of H.R. 766, the Na-
tional Nanotechnology Research and
Development Act. As is the practice of
the Committee on Science, this is a bi-
partisan piece of legislation that re-
flects the important contributions of
both majority and minority members
of the committee.

I am going to keep my remarks brief
today because nanotechnology is a sub-
ject on which there is already broad
agreement on both sides of the aisle, in
the administration and, indeed, in the
country at large.

Nanotechnology can be a key to fu-
ture economic prosperity and might
improve our lives, and the Federal Gov-
ernment has an important role to play
in supporting the basic research that
will make this possible.

Nanotechnology is the science of ma-
nipulating and characterizing matter
at the atomic and molecular level. It is
one of the most promising and exciting
fields of science today, involving a
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multitude of science and engineering
disciplines with widespread applica-
tions in electronics, advanced mate-
rials, medicine, and information tech-
nology. Nanotechnology represents the
future of information processing and
storage. Other future applications in-
clude new sensors to detect biological
agents, stronger and lighter building
materials, new cancer treatments, and
more environmentally friendly chem-
ical processes. Some have estimated
that a $1 trillion global market for
nanotechnology will develop in little
over a decade.

With this in mind, | introduced H.R.
766 with the gentleman from California
(Mr. HonDA) and with senior members
of the Committee on Science on both
sides of the aisle as cosponsors. The
committee held two hearings on the
bill, one on nanotechnology research
programs and commercialization ef-
forts, and one on societal and ethical
concerns related to nanotechnology.
The academic and industrial research
communities were articulate in their
support of this legislation and on the
need to consider the societal, environ-
mental, ethical, and economic ques-
tions that will arise as new
nanotechnology applications are devel-
oped and enter the marketplace.

H.R. 766 authorizes the President’s
National Nanotechnology Initiative
and supports and improves the Federal
Government’s nanotechnology efforts
in a number of ways. It emphasizes
interdisciplinary research, it strength-
ens interagency coordination, it sup-
ports increased research on societal
consequences of nanotechnology, it en-
courages commercialization of
nanotechnology applications, it re-
quires outside reviews of the program,
and it provides incentives for Ameri-
cans to pursue degrees in science and
engineering.

H.R. 766 builds on the excellent budg-
ets that have been put forward by the
administration for nanotechnology. It
has been endorsed by leading industry
groups, and that is very important. A
companion bill, S. 189 sponsored by
Senators WYDEN and ALLEN, is moving
forward in the Senate; and | am opti-
mistic that this bill will be sent to the
President’s desk in the near future.

In closing, | want to thank the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HONDA)
and the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HALL) for their able leadership on this
important piece of legislation. It has
been a pleasure working with them,
and their contributions have made this
bill a better bill.

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

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, |
yield myself such time as 1 may con-
sume.

(Mr. HALL of Texas asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. Chairman, of course | rise in sup-
port of this act. It authorizes an inter-
agency research program that will
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have enormous consequences for the fu-
ture of our Nation. It is bipartisan leg-
islation introduced in the Committee
on Science by the gentleman from New
York (Chairman BOEHLERT) and the
gentleman from California  (Mr.
HONDA), who took the lead on it. It is
cosponsored, of course, by Members
from both sides of the aisle. This bill,
which was ordered reported by a unani-
mous vote of the committee, will au-
thorize the National Nanotechnology
Initiative that is part of the Presi-
dent’s budget request.

I want to acknowledge the leadership
of the gentleman from New York
(Chairman BOEHLERT), and | thank him
for his leadership, and the gentleman
from California (Mr. HONDA) in devel-
oping this legislation. 1 want to thank
Chairman BOEHLERT for working very
cooperatively with Democratic leaders
and Members and moving the bill
through the committee. | also want to
thank the gentleman from California
(Mr. HonDA) for his hard work on the
bill. His efforts have led to a strength-
ening of the outside advisory mecha-
nism for the research program and to a
process to help facilitate the transfer
of research innovations to commercial
applications.

Mr. Chairman, the advancement of
civilization has been tied to human ca-
pabilities to manipulate and fashion
materials. For example, the Stone Age
gave way to the Bronze Age, which, in
turn, gave way to the Iron Age. The
trend has been a better understanding
of material properties at a smaller and
more detailed level.

We know now that we stand at the
threshold of an age in which materials
can be fashioned atom by atom. As a
result, new materials can be designed
with specified characteristics to satisfy
any of those specific purposes.

The word ‘‘revolutionary’ has be-
come a cliche, but nanotechnology
truly is revolutionary. In the words of
a report from the National Research
Council: ““The ability to control and
manipulate atoms, to observe and sim-
ulate collective phenomena, to treat
complex materials systems, and to
span length scales from atoms to ev-
eryday experience, provides opportuni-
ties that were not even imagined a dec-
ade ago.”’

Nanotechnology will have enormous
consequences for the information in-
dustry, for manufacturing, for medi-
cine, and for health. Indeed, the scope
of this technology is so broad as to
leave virtually no product untouched.

The potential reach and impact of
nanotechnology argues for careful at-
tention to how it may affect society
and, in particular, attention to par-
ticular downsides of the technology.
While some concerns have already been
raised that seem more in the realm of
science fiction, there are also very real
issues with the potential health and
environmental effect of nanosized par-
ticles.

| believe it is important for the suc-
cessful development of nanotechnology
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that potential problems be addressed
from the very beginning in a straight-
forward and in an open manner. We
know too well that negative public per-
ceptions about the safety of a tech-
nology can have serious conseguences
for its acceptance and use. This has
been the case with such technologies as
nuclear power, genetically modified
foods, and stem cell therapies.

Research is needed to provide under-
standing of potential problems arising
from nanotechnology applications in
order to allow informed judgments to
be made by risks and cost-benefit
trade-offs for specific implementations
of the technology. Efforts must be
made by the research community to
open lines of communication with the
public to make clear potential safety
risks are being explored and not ig-
nored.

We cannot once again go down the
path where the research community
simply issues a statement to the pub-

lic: “Trust us, it is safe.” | am con-
fident that this bill will help accom-
plish this goal.

My colleague, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON),
will offer an amendment at the appro-
priate point to further strengthen this
aspect of the bill.

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 766 authorizes
$2.4  billion over 3 years for
nanotechnology research and develop-
ment at five agencies: the National
Science Foundation, the Department of
Energy, NASA, the National Institute
of Standards and Technology, and
EPA. In addition to setting funding
goals, this bill puts in place mecha-
nisms for planning and coordinating
and implementation of interagency re-
search programs.

The bill also includes provisions for
outside expert advice to help guide the
research program and ensure its rel-
evance to emerging technological op-
portunities and to industry. The advi-
sory committee required by the bill is
charged to review the goals, the con-
tent, the implementation, and adminis-
tration of the nanotechnology initia-
tive. The bill provides the administra-
tion with the flexibility either to des-
ignate an existing advisory panel or to
establish a new panel to carry out its
role. It is important, | think, whatever
approach is used, that the advisory
committee encompass a range of exper-
tise needed to assess the technological
content of the initiative as well as the
education, technology transfer, com-
mercial application, and societal and

ethical research aspects of this pro-
gram.
0O 1300
Equally important, the advisory

committee must focus sustained atten-
tion on the Nanotechnology Initiative
over its lifetime in order to meet the
comprehensive assessments required
and the requirements specified by this
legislation.

So | am pleased that H.R. 766 has
identified the need for research to pro-
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vide understanding of potential prob-
lems arising from nanotechnology ap-
plications. Annual reporting require-
ments, added by an amendment in com-
mittee by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SHERMAN) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BELL), will
allow Congress to track the agencies’
activities that are related to societal
and ethical concerns.

A problem that was identified in the
Committee on Science’s hearings on
the bill is the difficulty that can arise
in transitioning results from
nanotechnology research into actual
products and commercial applications.
The gentleman from California (Mr.
HONDA)  successfully proposed an
amendment in committee that will
help address the problem through
greater use of the Small Business Inno-
vation Research Program and the
Small Business Technology Transfer
Research Program.

Finally, Mr. Chairman, as is clear
from the hearing record for H.R. 766,
this bill enjoys widespread support
from the research community and from
industry. This is an important bill. It
will help ensure the Nation maintains
a vigorous research effort in a tech-
nology area that is emerging as in-
creasingly important for the economy
and for national security.

Mr. Chairman, | urge my colleagues
to support its final passage.

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

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, |
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. SwMmITH), the distin-
guished chairman of the Subcommittee
on Research.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chair-
man, what is nanotechnology? | think
it is amazing. The chairman did not
use a hair off of his head as an exam-
ple, but nanotechnology is 1/100,000th
the size of a normal human hair.

What we are talking about has a tre-
mendous potential for industry, for
science, for the health of this Nation.
So it is the beginning, if you will, of a
new revolution. It involves 13 Federal
agencies in this new National Nano-
technology Initiative. This technology
is still very much in its early stages.

Only a handful of nanotechnology
products and applications have been
commercialized today. Most Americans
have probably yet to even hear about
this exciting new era of science. So
what exactly is this technology that
will likely make such a profound im-
pact on our lives and the lives of our
kids and our grandkids?

The bill before us today defines nano-
technology as science and engineering
at the atomic and molecular level.
More specifically, it is the manipula-
tion, if you will, of materials with
structural features that are so tiny
that it involves chemistry to develop
some of the machines that we saw in
our Subcommittee on Research that
can even manipulate and transport a
dust mite. In our hearings on the
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future of medical technology, they es-
timate that within 30 years the life
span of the average American could be
120 years old, partially because of the
potential of nanotechnology, putting
small rockets in one’s bloodstream to
hunt out certain discrepancies in the
human body.

The National Science Foundation has
estimated that nanotechnology has the
potential to be a $1 trillion industry
within just the next 10 years. This will
take shape in the form of revolutionary
new applications in materials, in
science, in manufacturing, energy pro-
duction, information technology, medi-
cine, defense, homeland security. Imag-
ine the benefits of just one example of
a future nanoscale tool, tiny machines
that can detect cancer clusters.

But like biotechnology or informa-
tion technology 10 to 15 years ago,
nanotechnology has reached a critical
growth stage. For these emerging inno-
vations to come to fruition, it is impor-
tant for us in Congress to work,
proactively to provide support and
guide the industry, and that is what
this bill does.

We found that we will need to inten-
sify our support for research and ex-
perimentation in the nanosciences, spe-
cifically fundamental, novel research.

Mr. Chairman, | urge my colleagues
to vote for this legislation.

If the information technology revolution is
any guide, the coming nanotechnolgy revolu-
tion will not only improve our lives through the
development of many exciting new products,
but its contribution to productivity gains will
also help brighten future economic situations.
As the Semiconductor Industry Association
has pointed out, the Congressional Budget Of-
fice (CBO) estimation of the $1.3 trillion pro-
jected deficit for fiscal years 2004-2013 would
actually be $247 billion higher if it were not for
CBOQ'’s assumption of continued improvements
in productivity due to computers. If we suc-
ceed in our effort to harness the potential of
nanotechnology, we will see productivity and
revenue gains of a similar magnitude.

| am proud that my home State of Michigan
is poised to one of the leaders in this effort.
As the state struggles to cope with job losses
in manufacturing industries, we have been
working to establish a high-tech corridor to at-
tract companies in emerging industries such
as nanotechnology. In fact, Small Times mag-
azines recently ranked Michigan as one of the
top ten states for nanotechnology businesses
in the country. This is the kind of foresight that
will help our State recover from the dramatic
losses in the manufacturing sector.

| also want to mention that, as Chairman of
the Research Subcommittee, which maintains
oversight of the National Science Foundation,
| am particularly excited about NSF’s contribu-
tion to the nanotech initiative. NSF is the larg-
est federal supporter of non-medical basic re-
search conducted at universities, and has a
long history of supporting research that has
led to a myriad of discoveries now part of our
everyday lives. At a support level of $221 mil-
lion for FY 2003, NSF is funding the cutting-
edge, fundamental research at our nation’s
universities that will help to accelerate applica-
tion and commercialization of nanotechnology
products by the private sector. The goals and
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priorities for the NNI established in H.R. 766
will be an important aspect of this process.

To conclude, that is a strong, well-thought
out piece of legislation. It received unanimous
bi-partisan support from the Science Com-
mittee, is supported by the pertinent industry
organization that have an interest in nanotech-
nology, and finally, is the top science and
technology priority of the President. | com-
mend Chairman Boehlert for his leadership in
crafting this bipartisan bill, and urge all mem-
bers to support the legislation.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, |
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
the Silicon Valley of California (Mr.
HoONDA). |1 have already explained his
importance to this legislation, his
background and his ability to lead the
development of nanotechnology. I am
glad to recognize him as one of authors
of this bill.

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

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Chairman, | rise in
strong support of H.R. 766, the Nano-
technology Research and Development
Act of 2003. | would like to thank very,
very much the distinguished leaders of
the Committee on Science, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. BOEHLERT)
and the ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HALL), for
working with me on this bipartisan bill
which was approved unanimously by
our committee.

Most people have probably never
heard of the term nanotechnology but
they will surely see its impact in the
future. Nanotechnology refers to the
ability of scientists and engineers to
manipulate matter at the level of sin-
gle atoms and molecules.

It has been said just previously that
the size is 1/100,000th of the width of a
hair or, if you can imagine, one-bil-
lionth of a meter. Nanotechnology has
the potential to be the making of a rev-
olution because it can be an enabling
technology, fundamentally changing
the way many items are designed and
manufactured. This may lead to ad-
vances in almost every conceivable
technological discipline, including
medicine, energy supplies, the food we
eat, and the power of our computers.

The National Science Foundation
predicts the worldwide market for
nanotechnology products and services
to be somewhere in the neighborhoods
of $1 trillion by the year 2015. In to-
day’s business climate, the demand for
short-term returns prevents companies
from investing in long-term, high-risk
work, which advancing nanotechnology
will require.

Therefore, the Federal Government is
one of the few investors that can take
a long-term view and make the sus-
tained investments that are required to
bring the field to maturity.

Our bill continues to follow the posi-
tive trend of Federal investment in
nanotechnology R&D begun by Presi-
dent Clinton, who created the National
Nanotechnology Initiative, and Presi-
dent Bush, who has continued to sup-
port the program.
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Under the NNI, 13 Federal agencies
work together on nanotechnology, but
each continues to run its own research
program. A National Research Council
study found that this approach leads to
problems with coordination between
agencies. Our bill addresses this con-
cern by establishing an interagency
committee on nanotechnology R&D
and establishing a National Nanotech-
nology Coordination Office.

The study also found that the current
structure of NNI provides little chance
for voices outside the Federal agencies
to be heard in the agenda setting proc-
ess. Our bill addresses this by estab-
lishing an advisory committee that
will draw upon members of the aca-
demic and industrial communities.

I am confident that the qualifica-
tions established in the bill and accom-
panying report will ensure that the ad-
visers have the technical expertise in
nanotechnology necessary to perform

this job.
Nanotechnology’s interdisciplinary
nature presents another challenge,

since the field transcends traditional
areas of expertise. Our bill supports the
establishment of interdisciplinary re-
search centers, ensures that grant pro-
grams encourage interdisciplinary re-
search and will expand education and
training in interdisciplinary nano-
science and engineering.

In addition, nanotechnology will
likely give rise to a host of novel so-
cial, ethical, philosophical and legal
issues. We have a unique opportunity
to think about those possible issues
that might arise before they become
problems, and | feel it is our duty to do
so.

Similar opportunities were missed in
the fields of molecular genetics and the
development of the Internet, and now
we wrestle with issues such as genetic
screening, privacy and intellectual
property.

Our bill addresses this duty in two
ways: First, it establishes a research
program to identify societal and eth-
ical concerns and ensures that the re-
sults of this research are widely dis-
seminated.

Second, it charges the nanotechnol-
ogy advisory committee with the re-
sponsibilities of assessing whether this
program is adequately addressing the
issues and providing advice on these
issues.

One of our hearing witnesses re-
minded us that it is not enough to
focus only on basic research, but also
that the Federal Government should
take steps to promote the commer-
cialization of nanotechnology.

I am pleased that at the markup the
committee adopted my amendment to
develop a plan for commercializing
nanotechnology using the Small Busi-
ness Innovation Research Program and
the Small Business Technology Trans-
fer Research Program. These programs
represent significant Federal invest-
ment in technology development and
commercialization by small firms, ex-
actly the type of entrepreneurial firms
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where most nanotechnology is occur-
ring.

This is an excellent bill. I am proud
to have had the chance to work on it.
I urge my colleagues to support it. Mr.
Chairman, | want to thank the leader-
ship again, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. BOEHLERT) and the ranking
member, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HALL), on this wonderful bill.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, |
have additional requests for time, but
those requesting the time are not yet
here.

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

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, |
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
California (Mr. SHERMAN), a very valu-
able member of our committee.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman. |
thank the gentleman for yielding me
time. | will try to drag out my speech
as long as necessary so that the chair-
man’s speakers will have time to arrive
on this floor.

Mr. Chairman, small is big. Nano-
technology is very small, roughly the
size of a molecule, and very small is
going to be very big. Nanotechnology
really encompasses virtually all of the
cutting edge science that will pretty
much determine our future this cen-
tury, because it includes what is being
done in genetic engineering, what is
likely to be done in computer engineer-
ing, and it includes the molecular man-
ufacturing dealing with a host of new
products created molecule by molecule.

Nanotechnology offers the possi-
bility, 1 think the probability, of solv-
ing most of the problems that we wres-
tle with here on the floor such as en-
ergy and health care. But if it is able
to do that, it will also create even
more challenging problems.

Nanotechnology will operate below
the surface for quite some time until
the basic technological and scientific
challenges are met. But once we are
able to manipulate matter at the mo-
lecular level, there will be an explosive
impact on our society.

The last such explosion was the de-
velopment of nuclear power and nu-
clear weapons. Einstein and others
wrote to President Roosevelt in 1939,
describing the possibility of nuclear
fission, and in less than a decade we as
a species had to deal with the realities
of nuclear weapons not only in the
hands of America but other countries
as well. That is why it is so important
that this bill includes not only sci-
entific research, but also every possible
effort to deal with the societal implica-
tions that arise from this technology.

I want to commend the gentleman
from New York (Mr. BOEHLERT) and the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL), the
ranking member, for the bipartisan ap-
proach and the very reasoned approach
taken during the markup of this bill to
make sure the bill includes mecha-
nisms to examine the societal impacts.

I bring just one of those impacts to
your attention, and that is the creation
of new levels of intelligence, whether
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that is done through what is some-
times referred to as wet nanotechnol-
ogy, that is to say, genetic engineer-
ing; or whether it is done through what
is sometimes called dry nanotechnol-
ogy, computer engineering. Either of
those two approaches may well create
levels of intelligence that may be our
protector, may be our competitor, or
may simply regarded us as pets, or it
may change our definition of what it is
to be a human being.
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Before we confront questions of that
type, it is important that this bill, as
it does, provides mechanisms for us to
get input from a wide range of society
because while these issues will not con-
front us this decade, it will take us
more than a decade to see how we can
deal with them.

I see that other speakers have ar-
rived so my effort to stall has been suc-
cessful, and | want to yield back my
time just after | make one comment,
and that is | understand that there are
four amendments that will be offered
today. | do not know if they will all be
offered, but each of them is designed to
enhance the bill further by having us
take a look at the societal implica-
tions of nanotechnology, and | would
hope that each such amendment would
be perhaps accepted without a rollcall
vote so that this bill can move over to
the other body in the best possible
form.

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, | yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from Dal-
las County, Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON), my neighbor.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Chairman, | rise in support
of this bill and feel that it is really our
next step for scientific discovery, and |
want to thank our chairman and rank-
ing member for the open and bipartisan
manner in which this committee oper-
ates.

We do have potential for enormous
consequences, and most of the real
breakthrough research has come under
the leadership of this committee
throughout the last 2 or 3 decades. This
bill could cause a great deal of bright-
ness for the future in terms of studying
the small particles and determining
how it might lead us to another break-
through.

I do value the public input, and I will
be offering an amendment later, but I
feel that the public should have some
way to have some involvement. More
and more we have more people getting
involved in the public debate, asking
questions and attempting to clarify
what is going on, and often good sci-
entific procedures interrupt it because
we have an uninformed public and peo-
ple who feel they have been left out;
and because of that, | feel very strong-
ly that we should have some type of of-
fering for the general public to have
input, to listen to the witnesses when
there is a hearing, so that they can feel
a part of this.

This is going to be publicly financed,
and we are hoping that this would
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eliminate some of the suspicion and
paranoia that often comes from very
honest and interested people simply be-
cause they do not know what is going
on.

I think that it would add a valuable
asset to this legislation. | am going to
support it whether or not the amend-
ment is adopted, but | do feel that that
is the one thing we have left out, that
it can be of great value to this legisla-
tion and, more importantly, to the
process of this research.

The area from which I have come will
be a leader in some of this research,
and | am from a pretty highly edu-
cated, involved community that will be
asking these questions, and we have a
lot of demonstrators that will be
marching to find out what is going on.
I think we can eliminate much of this
with a simple amendment that allows
for some type of public input as we
move along into this new area of broad-
ening of the activity in this new area
of nanotechnology.

I thank the leadership of the com-
mittee and the Members for working so
closely together.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, | am
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT),
the distinguished Chair of the Sub-
committee on Energy.

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Chairman, |
thank the chairman for yielding to me.

Mr. Chairman, as on original cospon-
sor of H.R. 766, the Nanotechnology Re-
search and Development Act, | rise
today to express my strong support for
this bill. I want to commend the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. BOEH-
LERT), the chairman of the Committee
on Science; and my committee col-
league, the gentleman from California
(Mr. HonDA), for developing such a
comprehensive and forward-looking
piece of legislation.

Unlike so many other complex sci-
entific concepts, nanotechnology is ac-
tually something we all should be able
to grasp. Most Americans learn in
grade school and high school that
atoms are the building blocks of na-
ture. In the years since | was in school,
incredible machines have allowed us
even to see every one of those items.
The challenge now is to develop the
tools, the equipment and expertise to
manipulate those atoms and build new
materials and new machines one mol-
ecule at a time.

This bill takes up that challenge, en-
suring coordination and collaboration
among the many Federal agencies en-
gaged in nanotech research. Unlike
other research efforts, some of which
are undertaken for the sake of science
and our understanding of it, the broad
and practical application of nanotech-
nology and its benefits can be described
in laymen’s terms. Here are just a few
benefits:

Sensing the presence of unwanted
pathogens in blood; improving the effi-
ciency of electricity distribution; dis-
pensing medication; cleaning polluted
soil and water; or building the next
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generation of spacecraft one molecule
at a time.

I do not think | am being overly opti-
mistic. Just consider how far we have
come since the creation of the first
microchip. Sixty percent of Americans
now own a personal computer or a
laptop, and 90 percent of them use the
Internet. The public, private and non-
profit sectors invested in research that
reduces the size of the microchip while
increasing its speed exponentially. This
investment was made because the ap-
plications were many and the possibili-
ties endless. After all, microchips are
now found in cars, pacemakers, watch-
es, sewing machines, and just about
every household appliance.

With all its potential applications,
nanotechnology could have an equal, if
not greater, impact than the microchip
on our lives, our wealth, our health and
safety, our environment and our secu-
rity at home and abroad. All levels of
government, academia, and industry
recognize the potential of nanotechnol-
ogy, as well as the benefits of collabo-
rating to realize that potential. Nano-
technology could very well be the cata-
lyst for national competitiveness for
the next 50 years. In countless ways,
our lives will be better as a result of
coordinated investment in nanoscience
research and development.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting H.R. 766, the Nano-
technology Research and Development
Act.

Ms. HART. Mr. Chairman, | rise today in
support of H.R. 766, the Nanotechnology Re-
search and Development Act of 2003. This
bill, which passed by voice vote out of the full
committee, would authorize a national nano-
technology research initiative that coordinates
research across agencies and emphasizes
interdisciplinary research between academic
institutions and national laboratories or other
partners, which may include States and indus-
try. The bill also authorizes $2.36 billion over
3 years for nanotechnology research and de-
velopment programs at the National Science
Foundation, the Department of Energy, the
Department of Commerce, NASA, and the En-
vironmental Protection Agency.

Western Pennsylvania is blessed with two
major universities, University of Pittsburgh and
Carnegie Mellon University, which are doing
great work in the field of nanotechnology. The
University of Pittsburgh has established the In-
stitute of NanoScience and Engineering, which
is a multidisciplinary organization that brings
coherence to the University’s research efforts
and resources in the fields of nanoscale
science and engineering. At the institute work
is ongoing in the areas of: nanotube and
nanorod self-assembly; hydrogen storage in
carbon nanotubes; semiconductor nanostruc-
tures; and many other interesting areas.

Carnegie Mellon University also has a nano-
technology center, the Center for Interdiscipli-
nary Nanotechnology Research. This center
was established because various types of re-
search were ongoing throughout the univer-
sity, and could be a focal point and gateway
for the distribution of nantechnology informa-
tion. Their efforts include: nanowires; magnetic
nanocrystals and noncomposites; and non-
porous materials.
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Mr. Speaker, this legislation will provide
Federal dollars to continue this necessary re-
search and development into this expanding
area of science, and provide the necessary
coordination to ensure that this information is
brought to the market.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, | sup-
port H.R. 766, which authorizes a national
nanotechnology research initiative. This bill
funds more research into this “small science”
that does big things.

As a science, nanotechnology is crucial to
the future of information technology. As a ben-
efit for the average person, nanotechnology
has already led to applications that can be
used on a daily basis, such as hard trans-
parent coating for eyewear, nano-enhanced
computer chips, and drugs more easily ab-
sorbed by the human body. Each innovation
serves as a building block for new directions
and applications. The possibilities are as end-
less as the human imagination.

Continued research plays an important role
in the further development of nanotechnology.
This science is still in its infancy and it will
take many years of sustained investment and
investigation for this field to achieve maturity.

Nanotechnology has evolved from advances
in chemical, physical, biological, engineering,
medical, and materials research. It will con-
tinue to contribute to the science and tech-
nology workforce for years to come.

The National Science Foundation predicts
nanotechnology will represent $1 trillion in
global goods and services in little over a dec-
ade. According to a study of international
nanotechnology research efforts sponsored by
the National Science and Technology Council,
the United States is at risk of falling behind its
international competitors, including Japan,
South Korea, and Europe, if it fails to sustain
broad based interests in hanotechnology.

H.R. 766 authorizes $2.36 billion in research
and development funding. This legislation es-
tablishes new technology goals and research
directions, coordinates nanotechnology pro-
grams through federal agencies, universities
across the country, and high-tech companies,
to assure America’s continued ability to lead
the global exploration of nanotechnology.

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, it is with great
pride that | rise today to support H.R. 766, the
Nanotechnology Research and Development
Act of 2003, and to express my excitement for
the groundbreaking research that is taking
place at the University of Delaware. In Octo-
ber of 2002, the National Science Foundation
awarded the University a $2.5 million grant to
study manmade microscopic particles and
structures and their possible uses.

Widely acclaimed as the wave of the future,
nanotechnology is the ability to manipulate
and control materials at the atomic and molec-
ular levels to design new applications that cre-
ate and use structures, devices, and systems
which posses novel properties and functions
due to their small and/or intermediate size.
This technology will allow us to create a de-
vice that carries medicine to exactly where it
is needed in the body, methods to detect can-
cerous tumors only a few cells in size, or sat-
ellites so light, costs are drastically reduced
for NASA. This is truly the technology of to-
morrow.

The State of Delaware has the opportunity
to play a pivotal role in the exciting develop-
ment of this cutting-edge research. This legis-
lation and federal funding award will allow the
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university to continue to be in the forefront of
this field, and will assure that Delaware is ac-
tively involved in the advancement of tomor-
row’s technology.

Mr. MCNULTY. Mr. Chairman, | thank and
compliment my friend and neighbor from New
York, Mr. BOEHLERT, on his leadership and
foresight in shepherding this landmark legisla-
tion to the floor today.

| rise in strong support of H.R. 766, the
Nanotechnology Research and Development
Act of 2003. | urge my colleagues to support
it as well.

The science of nanotechnology—the study
of materials at the scale of a single mol-
ecule—is still in its earliest stages, but its
promise and potential are already well known
and well documented.

| am confident that further research and de-
velopment in the science of nanotechnology
will continue to bring about new products and
processes that will benefit our lives and soci-
ety for generations to come.

| am also confident that passing H.R. 766
and reaffirming our commitment to nanotech-
nology will create jobs and help stimulate the
economy. Mr. Speaker, we're talking about an
industry that could reach $1 trillion annually in
market size by the year 2015.

| am pleased to report that the State of New
York has become a hub of hi-tech industry,
particularly nanotechnology. | am proud of the
commitment we've put forth—and the results
that have been achieved—in the 17-county re-
gion in the eastern third of New York State
known as, “Tech Valley.”

In 2001, as part of the National Nanotech-
nology Initiative, the National Science Founda-
tion established six nanoscale science and en-
gineering centers at research and learning in-
stitutions of the highest caliber. Mr. Speaker,
three of these centers are located in New York
State—at Columbia University, Cornell Univer-
sity, and at the Nation's oldest engineering
university, Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute, lo-
cated in Troy, and in New York's Tech Valley.

In fact, New York’s Capital Region is home
to not one, but two state-of-the-art nanotech-
nology research and development facilities.

On the opposite side of the Hudson River
from PRI's Nanotechnology Center sits Albany
NanoTech, on the campus of the University at
Albany, part of the State University of New
York.

Like the RPI facility, Albany NanoTech is a
global research, development, technology and
education resource supporting commercial ap-
plications in advanced nanotechnology.

Together, Albany NanoTech and the
Rensselaer Nanotech Center at RPIl have
Federal, State and private investments totaling
nearly $1 billion. They have established rela-
tionships with hundreds of industrial partners
from all around the world. They will play inte-
gral roles in major Tech Valley initiatives such
as Sematech North, the IBM Partnership and
the Tokyo Electron Partnership.

I’'m most pleased to report that both of these
stellar facilities are located in my congres-
sional district.

Mr. Chairman, the work being undertaken at
these two world-class facilities is nothing short
of amazing. I'd like to offer the following sam-
ple of cutting-edge nanotechnology research
projects underway at the Rensselaer Nano-
technology Center and at Albany NanoTech.
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Researchers are adding ceramic
nanoparticles—particles 100 times smaller
than a human hair—to existing plastic mate-
rials, modifying their chemical and physical
properties in an effort to make them exponen-
tially stronger, and make them insulators, rath-
er than conductors, of electricity. These adap-
tations dramatically increase the commercial
value and viability of the resulting nanocom-
posite materials, which will be used to develop
products such as scratch-resistant medical im-
aging film coatings and energy-efficient insula-
tion for electrical power distribution cables.

Scientists at the Rensselaer Center have
used nanotechnology to incorporate enzymes
into surfaces to produce coatings that protect
things such as the hulls of ships, implanted
medical devices, even personal protection
equipment—nhelping to safeguard individuals
against chemical and biological agents.

Research in nanotechnology is also leading
to significant breakthroughs in biomedicine.
For example, nanostructured materials have
been found to mimic natural bone, causing a
specific response in living cells to enhance
bone growth and regeneration in humans.

The final project | will mention developed a
relatively simple assembly of carbon
nanotubes—which are basically rolled up lay-
ers of carbon that can be used like chopsticks
or placed in a row—to discover methods of fil-
tration that can efficiently purify water in a
manner that could help solve many of the
world’s potable water problems.

And this is just the tip of the iceberg.

Mr. Chairman, we are entering an exciting
new era of technology. H.R. 766, the Nano-
technology Research and Development Act, is
essential to provide further momentum to the
breakthroughs brought about in the past 4
years by the National Nanotechnology Initia-
tive.

| am truly excited that New York’s 21st Con-
gressional District, the heart of New York’s
Tech Valley, is already one of the world’s pri-
mary centers for nanotechnology and other hi-
tech industry. These industries will continue to
spur economic growth and development not
only in New York’s Capital Region, but also all
across the United States in the years to come.

Mr. Chairman, let us continue to lead the
world in this important endeavor. | urge my
colleagues to support H.R. 766.

Mr. WU. Mr. Chairman, | rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 766, the Nanotechnology Re-
search and Development Act. | believe this
piece of legislation is extremely important to
our Nation’s future scientific research efforts
and urge my colleagues to support H.R. 766.

For the past decade, Oregon has been
growing as a progressive and growing area for
technological research. In the Portland metro-
politan area, we have two major research uni-
versities and a large number of high tech-
nology companies. As their representative in
Congress, | believe H.R. 766 would strengthen
our Nation’s nanotechnology research efforts
and help translate today’s research efforts into
future technology that will benefit all Ameri-
cans.

This piece of legislation establishes grants
for a national nanotechnology research and
development effort. The interdisciplinary re-
search centers authorized by H.R. 766 will
serve as major centers of excellence and in-
novation. As an example, | would like to men-
tion one of the public institutions in my district,
the Portland State University’'s Center for
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Nanoscience and Nanotechnology. The center
conducts particularly interesting nanotechnol-
ogy research and will help transition today’s
research efforts into real benefits for future
American consumers.

During Science Committee consideration of
H.R. 766, one of the amendments | jointly of-
fered with Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Ms. HART of
Pennsylvania, and Mr. MATHESON of Utah,
would facilitate public and private partnership
on research efforts and help utilize regional
assets in the development of technology. |
strongly hope that future research efforts will
be collaborative in nature and take into con-
sideration the many regional scientific and re-
search expertise we have throughout the
country.

Mr. AKIN. Mr. Chairman, | rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 766, the Nanotechnology Re-
search and Development Act of 2003.

The promise of nanotechnology is great. As
research in nanotechnology continues, we will
seek breakthrough advances affecting a broad
field of scientific and commercial endeavor.

In my own State of Missouri, several aca-
demic institutions are engaged in nanotechnol-
ogy research. At the University of Missouri-
Rolla, a large group of faculty members from
diverse fields are actively researching several
aspects of nanoscience and engineering that
primarily focus on micropower, nanostructured
materials and nanosensors. Since the early
90s, the chemistry and physics departments at
Washington University in St. Louis have col-
laborated in making various nanowires and
nanotubes that might ultimately be incor-
porated into nanoelectronic devices.

Nanotechnology research has the potential
to create revolutionary products in the field of
electronics, pharmaceuticals and military de-
fense. It is an important investment in the fu-
ture of America’'s economy, and | applaud
Chairman BOEHLERT and the professional staff
of the Science Committee for bringing this im-
portant legislation to the floor today.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Chairman, we stand at
the dawn of a new era, one that holds the
promise to revolutionize life as we know it by
developing new cures for diseases as debili-
tating as cancer and creating powerful new
computers the size of a wristwatch. It is criti-
cally important for this country to seize this op-
portunity and harness this potential. That is
why our efforts here today, while only the first
step, are so important to ensure our country
serves as the world’s proving ground for this
revolutionary advance in science.

H.R. 766 serves as a bridge to this bright
future. This legislation meets the promise of
broadening our economic future. The Presi-
dent's commitment to nanotechnology mirrors
the commitment President Kennedy made to
the space program, and | believe the research
we support today will reap benefits to mankind
beyond any of our wildest dreams.

Nanotechnology is the next scientific fron-
tier, the future of computer science and medi-
cine and yet, nanotechnology is rooted in
today—the here and now.

In Murray Hill, New Jersey, in my district,
Lucent Technologies, Bell Laboratories serves
as the hub for the New Jersey Nanotechnol-
ogy Consortium, which will manage the New
Jersey Nanotechnology Laboratory. Our State,
like many others, is ready to partner with the
Federal Government to make these research
initiatives a reality.

Here in the Congress we have a responsi-
bility and obligation to support ways to stimu-
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late economic growth. The promise of nano-
technology is also about job creation and the
National Science Foundation has predicted
that the worldwide nanotechnology market
could reach $1 ftrillion in approximately 12
years, which could translate into as many as
7 million new jobs.

What we do today and in the future in this
House, in regards to nanotechnology, may
stand as the legacy to the 108th Congress.

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Chairman, nanotech-
nology presents incredible opportunities, not
just for pure science, but for a host of inter-
disciplinary areas. The wide range of potential
applications of this research is one of the best
reasons why we, as a nation, should commit
to long-term support of nanotechnology. Many
of the most exciting ideas are still years from
completion and even the current success sto-
ries are products of long-term research, study,
and dedication.

It is also important to realize that, due to the
expense of establishing top-level research in-
frastructure, facility sharing must also be a pri-
ority. We have an opportunity to promote rel-
evant, needed research and every effort
should be made to best utilize limited re-
sources. | look to the national laboratories at
Sandia National Laboratories, Oak Ridge Na-
tional Laboratory, and at other sites to avail
themselves of the scientific talent within this
nation.

Finally, there exists a tremendous oppor-
tunity for today’s research commitment to be-
come tomorrow’s commercial success. We
need partnership between federally funded re-
search facilities and private industry in order to
generate the ideas that will drive business in
the future. | thank the Committee for its inter-
est in this area of science and look forward to
contributing to the national discourse on nano-
technology.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Chairman, | rise in
strong support of H.R. 766, the Nanotechnol-
ogy Research and Development Act of 2003.
H.R. 766 authorizes $2.36 billion over three
years for nanotechnology research and devel-
opment programs at the National Science
Foundation, the Department of Energy, the
Department of Commerce, NASA, and the En-
vironmental Protection Agency. In addition,
this legislation establishes a research program
to address societal and ethical concerns.

Nanotechnology can best be considered as
a “catch-all” description of activities at the
level of atoms and molecules that have appli-
cation in the real world. A variety of nanotech-
nology products are already in development or
on the market, including stain-resistant, wrin-
kle free pants and ultraviolet-light blocking
sunscreens.

A unique feature of nanotechnology is that
it is the one area of research and develop-
ment that is truly multidisciplinary. Research is
unified by the need to share knowledge on
tools and techniques, as well as information
on the physics affecting atomic and molecular
interactions in this new realm. Materials sci-
entists, mechanical and electronic engineers
and medical researches are now forming
teams with biologists, physicists and chemists.

lllinois is among the leaders in nanotechnol-
ogy. During the last few years, success in the
areas of nanotechnology at Southern lllinois
University-Carbondale (SIUC) has included
patented technology for conversion of
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carbon dioxide into methanol and sensors to
detect corrosion and stress in highway
bridges. SIUC has also developed industrial
partnerships and collaborations with [BM,
Proctor & Gamble, and Argonne National labs
to further research and development at the
atomic and molecular scale.

Increased understanding of nanotechnology
promises to underlie revolutionary advances
that will contribute to improvements in medi-
cine, manufacturing, high-performance mate-
rials, information technology, and environ-
mental technologies. | strongly support this
legislation and urge my colleagues to do the
same.

Ms. ESHOO. Ms. Chairman, | rise in strong
support of H.R. 766 and | thank the Chairman
of the Science Committee Mr. BOEHLERT and
my Silicon Valley colleagues Reps. HONDA
and LOFGREN for their work in bringing this im-
portant bill to the floor of the House.

Recent history indicates that the invest-
ments in research and development made by
the federal government have benefited our na-
tion considerably. The federal government pro-
vided seed money for the research that led to
the development of the Internet, the web
browser, and cracking the genetic code, these
investments have spawned a decade of eco-
nomic prosperity and promise, increased pro-
ductivity, and hundreds of thousands of Amer-
ican jobs.

In fact the federal government has served
as a venture capitalist by making investments
in nascent technologies that have generated
companies who maintain our national techno-
logical and scientific predominance.

This legislation builds on that tradition by
authorizing over $2.3 billion dollars in federal
funding for nanotechnology, the science of
creating and manipulating objects at molecular
levels.

In Silicon Valley nanotechnology is already
being used to develop new types of semi-
conductors, medical devices, and sensors that
detect environmental and other types of haz-
ards.

Progress in this field has been hampered by
a lack of trained scientists which is why this
bill and the investment we make today is ab-
solutely essential. This funding will help to
produce the next generation of great American
scientists.

The NSF has estimated that the market in
products that carry nanocomponents could
reach $1 trillion by the next decade.

The seed money we provide today will go a
long way to ensuring that the nanotechnology
market, which is poised to be the next big
thing in the technology industry, will also be
the next big AMERICAN thing.

| urge my colleagues to support this bill.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, | would first just like to thank you and
Ranking Member HALL for bringing this excel-
lent bill to us today. | would also like to com-
ment our colleague from California, Mr. HONDA
for his great leadership on the issue of
nanotechnology. | was pleased to be a co-
sponsor of his bill HR 5669 to make a
Nanoscience advisory board in the last Con-
gress, and this one today.

Nanotechnology holds great promise for
bringing about substantive improvements in
quality of life for people in America and
around the world. It is critical that as this field
emerges, that American research and America
industry remain at the cutting edge and in
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prime position to take advantage of market op-
portunities. We also must ensure that as new
technologies and products—in healthcare, in
communications, in energy—come about that
they impact on all of the American population.

In Science Committee markup last week, |
offered two amendments that | believe will
help make that happen. One amendment will
capitalize on the great expertise and skills of
our nation’s Historically Black Colleges and
Universities, and Universities serving large
numbers of Hispanics, Asian-Pacific Islanders
and other under-represented minorities. It is
critical that the research initiative we are de-
signing takes advantage of schools like Texas
Southern University, in my District in Houston,
and their excellent College of Science and
Technology. We must also harness the pro-
ductivity of collaborative efforts like that in
South Carolina, where seventeen teams of
scientists and engineers from around the state
are working together on research projects in-
cluding treatments to cancer and materials for
solar-powered space exploration. That Col-
laborative Research Program provides an op-
portunity for research faculty at Clemson and
USC to collaborate with faculty from the
state’s four-year and Historically Black Col-
leges and Universites (HBCU) to take
nanotechnology to the next level.

This amendment will also help make sure
the next generation of leaders in this important
field, in academics and industry, will reflect the
diversity of America.

My other amendment from Science Com-
mittee will help ensure that nanotechnology
advances bring about real improvements in
quality of life for all the American people, not
just the select few. It was a small wording
change that makes a profound statement of
commitment to the well-being of all Americans.

As we go forward today, | hope we make
this bill all it can be: maximizing the efficiency
and effectiveness of federal investments, spur-
ring on this exciting field, and ensuring the
promise that it will produce good for all peo-
ple. There are excellent amendments to be
considered from some of my Democratic Col-
leagues on the Science Committee, especially
those from my fellow Texans.

One of the Bell amendments will make this
federal program much more proactive by ad-
dressing the potential toxicity of nanoparticles,
to protect the health of Americans. The other
will make it more likely that advances in
nanotechnology improve our nation’s energy
security.

The Johnson amendment will create citizen
panels to discuss societal/ethical implications
of nanotechnology and to inform the research
agenda, so that research reflects the concerns
of the American people—not only academics
and scientists.

I will offer an amendment that creates a
Center for Societal, Ethical, Educational,
Workforce, Environmental, and Legal Issues
Related to Nanotechnology. That will give that
important research a home at the NSF, so that
integrated research in the field will be better
disseminated and accessible to all interested
people.

| urge my colleagues to support these
amendments.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, the University
of Oregon has a well-established nano-
technology program that along with its part-
ners at Oregon State University occupies a
special niche in the field of nanoscience re-
search.
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The University of Oregon is working closely
with  Oregon State University to put
nanotechnology to work in real micro systems
with applications in sensors for human safety,
reactors for reduced environmental impact,
more efficient energy sources, life saving med-
ical devices, and integrated circuits for the
next generation of computers and communica-
tions systems. The legislation speaks to the
need to apply nanoscale research to
microscale devices and will strengthen na-
tional research policy in support of such work.

Beyond that, the University of Oregon is pio-
neering research into inherently safer mate-
rials and manufacturing or ‘“green
nanoscience”. Through deliberate design at
the moelcular or nanoscale level, University of
Oregon researchers aim to produce products
and processes that pose dramatically less risk
to human health than traditional manufacturing
methods. The potential impact of
nanotechnology derives from the fact that un-
precedented material properties are being dis-
covered in nanoscale materials. These prop-
erties can be harnessed to invent entirely new
products and processes. UO researchers have
already discovered new phenomena in
nanoscience such as thermoelectric materials
that present energy efficient, refrigerant-free
cooling solutions and biomolecular lithography,

a possible candidate for the ultimate
minuritzation of electronic circuits and com-
puters.

If nanotechnology is the both a path to the
next industrial revolution and a source of con-
cern about societal and ethical issues involv-
ing nanoscale research, then federal agencies
should be proactive in funding research that
seeks ways to develop materials and manu-
facturing methods that are inherently safer—
less wasteful in their use of materials and en-
ergy, less harmful to human health and safety,
and just as economical to produce.

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Chairman, | rise in sup-
port of the Nanotechnology Research and De-
velopment Act of 2003. Science has revealed
the far-reaching benefits of nanotechnology in
recent years and | recognize the need for a
more cooperative and focused approach.

| thank Science Committee Chairman BOEH-
LERT and Ranking Member HONDA for their ef-
forts to advance nanotechnology applications
and to call for today's authorization of impor-
tant nanotechnology research and develop-
ment, ethical oversight, and expert advisory.

In my northern Michigan district, we have
been proud witness to nanosystems research
at internationally renowned Michigan Techno-
logical University. Located in Houghton, Michi-
gan, Michigan Tech hosts one of the nation’s
foremost nanotechnology research centers,
the Center for Mico- and Nanosystems Tech-
nology.

Michigan Tech has long distinguished itself
as a leader in science and engineering
projects and now steams ahead in the devel-
opment of nanostructure and lightweight mate-
rials. They have shown particular success with
metal hydrides, to provide safer and more effi-
cient storage of hydrogen for clean-burning
hydrogen-powered vehicles—both civilian and
military. These lightweight, durable nanotech
materials could prove additionally valuable to
NASA spacecraft construction.

Michigan tech has also engaged in research
to enable miniature medical implant devices
and other nano-sized health care products
which will improve the quality and reduce the
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cost of health care and lead to overall eco-
nomic growth as additional breakthroughs are
made in this vital area.

With continued funding and bolstered fed-
eral resources, Michigan Tech has all the tools
in place for promising technological advances
in a diversity of nanotechnology applications.

I will continue to urge Congressional appro-
priators to remember smaller universities when
it comes to doling out the federal funds and
research contracts we provide in this author-
ization today and in the future. Michigan Tech,
while only enrolling a total student body of
6300, is consistently ranked second in the na-
tion—to only Georgia Tech—as the premier
public technological university.

| pleased with the opportunity to recognize
Michigan Tech for their contribution to our na-
tional research efforts and to support this im-
portant science legislation.

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, we yield
back the balance of our time.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, |
have no further requests for speakers,
and | yield back the balance of my
time.

The CHAIRMAN. All time for general
debate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill is con-
sidered read for amendment under the
5-minute rule. The amendment in the
nature of a substitute printed in the
bill shall be considered by section as an
original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment, and pursuant to the rule each
section is considered read.

During consideration of the bill for
amendment, the Chair may accord pri-
ority in recognition to a Member offer-
ing an amendment that he has printed
in the designated place in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD. Those amendments
will be considered read.

The Clerk will designate section 1.

The text of section 1 is as follows:

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
““Nanotechnology Research and Development
Act of 2003"".

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any
amendments to section 1?

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that the remainder
of the committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute be printed in the
RECORD and open to amendment at any
point.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

The text of the remainder of the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a
substitute is as follows:

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act—

(1) the term ‘“*advanced technology user facil-
ity’” means a nanotechnology research and de-
velopment facility supported, in whole or in
part, by Federal funds that is open to all United
States researchers on a competitive, merit-re-
viewed basis;

(2) the term ““Advisory Committee’” means the
advisory committee established or designated
under section 5;

(3) the term “‘Director’” means the Director of
the Office of Science and Technology Policy;
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(4) the term ““Interagency Committee’”” means
the interagency committee established under
section 3(c);

(5) the term ‘““nanotechnology’’ means science
and engineering aimed at creating materials, de-
vices, and systems at the atomic and molecular
level;

(6) the term “‘Program’” means the National
Nanotechnology Research and Development
Program described in section 3; and

(7) the term ‘““program component area’” means
a major subject area established under section
3(c)(2) under which is grouped related indi-
vidual projects and activities carried out under
the Program.

SEC. 3. NATIONAL NANOTECHNOLOGY RESEARCH
AND DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The President shall imple-
ment a National Nanotechnology Research and
Development Program to promote Federal
nanotechnology research, development, dem-
onstration, education, technology transfer, and
commercial application activities as necessary to
ensure continued United States leadership in
nanotechnology research and development and
to ensure effective coordination of
nanotechnology research and development
across Federal agencies.

(b) PROGRAM ACTIVITIES.—The activities of
the Program shall be designed to—

1) provide sustained support for
nanotechnology research and development
through—

(A) grants to individual investigators and
interdisciplinary teams of investigators;

(B) establishment of advanced technology user
facilities; and

(C) establishment of interdisciplinary research
centers, which shall—

(i) network with each other to foster the ex-
change of technical information and best prac-
tices;

(ii) involve academic institutions or national
laboratories and other partners, which may in-
clude States and industry;

(iii) make wuse of existing expertise in
nanotechnology in their regions and nationally;

(iv) make use of ongoing research and devel-
opment at the micrometer scale to support their
work in nanotechnology; and

(v) be capable of accelerating the commercial
application of nanotechnology innovations in
the private sector;

(2) ensure that solicitation and evaluation of
proposals under the Program encourage inter-
disciplinary research;

(3) expand education and training of under-
graduate and graduate students in interdiscipli-
nary nanotechnology science and engineering;

(4) accelerate the commercial application of
nanotechnology innovations in the private sec-
tor;

(5) ensure that societal and ethical concerns,
including environmental concerns and the po-
tential implications of human performance en-
hancement and the possible development of
nonhuman intelligence, will be addressed as the
technology is developed by—

(A) establishing a research program to iden-
tify societal and ethical concerns related to
nanotechnology, and ensuring that the results
of such research are widely disseminated;

(B) insofar as possible, integrating research
on societal and ethical concerns with
nanotechnology research and development, and
ensuring that advances in nanotechnology bring
about improvements in quality of life for all
Americans; and

(C) requiring that interdisciplinary research
centers under paragraph (1)(C) include activi-
ties that address societal and ethical concerns;
and

(6) include to the maximum extent practicable
diverse institutions, including Historically Black
Colleges and Universities and those serving
large proportions of Hispanics, Native Ameri-
cans, Asian-Pacific Americans, or other under-
represented populations.
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(c) INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE.—The President
shall establish or designate an interagency com-
mittee on nanotechnology research and develop-
ment, which shall include representatives from
the Office of Science and Technology Policy, the
National Science Foundation, the Department
of Energy, the National Aeronautics and Space
Administration, the National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology, the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, and any other agency that the
President may designate. The Director shall se-
lect a chairperson from among the members of
the Interagency Committee. The Interagency
Committee, which shall also include a represent-
ative from the Office of Management and Budg-
et, shall oversee the planning, management, and
coordination of the Program. The Interagency
Committee shall—

(1) establish goals and priorities for the Pro-
gram;

(2) establish program component areas, with
specific priorities and technical goals, that re-
flect the goals and priorities established for the
Program;

(3) develop, within 6 months after the date of
enactment of this Act, and update annually, a
strategic plan to meet the goals and priorities es-
tablished under paragraph (1) and to guide the
activities of the program component areas estab-
lished under paragraph (2);

(4) propose a coordinated interagency budget
for the Program that will ensure the mainte-
nance of a balanced nanotechnology research
portfolio and ensure that each agency and each
program component area is allocated the level of
funding required to meet the goals and priorities
established for the Program;

(5) develop a plan to utilize Federal programs,
such as the Small Business Innovation Research
Program and the Small Business Technology
Transfer Research Program, in support of the
goal stated in subsection (b)(4); and

(6) in carrying out its responsibilities under
paragraphs (1) through (5), take into consider-
ation the recommendations of the Advisory Com-
mittee and the views of academic, State, indus-
try, and other appropriate groups conducting
research on and using nanotechnology.

SEC. 4. ANNUAL REPORT.

The chairperson of the Interagency Committee
shall prepare an annual report, to be submitted
to the Committee on Science of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the Sen-
ate at the time of the President’s budget request
to Congress, that includes—

(1) the Program budget, for the current fiscal
year, for each agency that participates in the
Program, including a breakout of spending for
the development and acquisition of research fa-
cilities and instrumentation, for each program
component area, and for all activities pursuant
to section 3(b)(5);

(2) the proposed Program budget, for the next
fiscal year, for each agency that participates in
the Program, including a breakout of spending
for the development and acquisition of research
facilities and instrumentation, for each program
component area, and for all activities pursuant
to section 3(b)(5);

(3) an analysis of the progress made toward
achieving the goals and priorities established for
the Program;

(4) an analysis of the extent to which the Pro-
gram has incorporated the recommendations of
the Advisory Committee; and

(5) an assessment of how Federal agencies are
implementing the plan described in section
3(c)(5), and a description of the amount of Small
Business Innovative Research and Small Busi-
ness Technology Transfer Research funds sup-
porting the plan.

SEC. 5. ADVISORY COMMITTEE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The President shall estab-
lish or designate an advisory committee on
nanotechnology consisting of non-Federal mem-
bers, including representatives of research and
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academic institutions and industry, who are
qualified to provide advice and information on
nanotechnology research, development, dem-
onstration, education, technology transfer, com-
mercial application, and societal and ethical
concerns. The recommendations of the Advisory
Committee shall be considered by Federal agen-
cies in implementing the Program.

(b) ASSESSMENT.—The Advisory Committee
shall assess—

1) trends and developments in
nanotechnology science and engineering;

(2) progress made in implementing the Pro-
gram;

(3) the need to revise the Program;

(4) the balance among the components of the
Program, including funding levels for the pro-
gram component areas;

(5) whether the program component areas, pri-
orities, and technical goals developed by the
Interagency Committee are helping to maintain
United States leadership in nanotechnology;

(6) the management, coordination, implemen-
tation, and activities of the Program; and

(7) whether societal and ethical concerns are
adequately addressed by the Program.

(c) REPORTS.—The Advisory Committee shall
report not less frequently than once every 2 fis-
cal years to the President on its findings of the
assessment carried out under subsection (b), its
recommendations for ways to improve the Pro-
gram, and the concerns assessed under sub-
section (b)(7). The first report shall be due with-
in 1 year after the date of enactment of this Act.

(d) FEDERAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ACT AP-
PLICATION.—Section 14 of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act shall not apply to the Advisory
Committee.

SEC. 6. NATIONAL NANOTECHNOLOGY COORDI-
NATION OFFICE.

The President shall establish a National
Nanotechnology Coordination Office, with full-
time staff, which shall—

(1) provide technical and administrative sup-
port to the Interagency Committee and the Advi-
sory Committee;

(2) serve as a point of contact on Federal
nanotechnology activities for government orga-
nizations, academia, industry, professional soci-
eties, and others to exchange technical and pro-
grammatic information; and

(3) conduct public outreach, including dis-
semination of findings and recommendations of
the Interagency Committee and the Advisory
Committee, as appropriate.

SEC. 7. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION.—There
are authorized to be appropriated to the Na-
tional Science Foundation for carrying out this
Act—

(1) $350,000,000 for fiscal year 2004;

(2) $385,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and

(3) $424,000,000 for fiscal year 2006.

(b) DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY.—There are au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Secretary of
Energy for carrying out this Act—

(1) $265,000,000 for fiscal year 2004;

(2) $292,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and

(3) $322,000,000 for fiscal year 2006.

(c) NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE ADMIN-
ISTRATION.—There are authorized to be appro-
priated to the National Aeronautics and Space
Administration for carrying out this Act—

(1) $31,000,000 for fiscal year 2004;

(2) $34,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and

(3) $37,000,000 for fiscal year 2006.

(d) NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND
TECHNOLOGY.—There are authorized to be ap-
propriated to the National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology for carrying out this Act—

(1) $62,000,000 for fiscal year 2004;

(2) $68,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and

(3) $75,000,000 for fiscal year 2006.

(e) ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the
Environmental Protection Agency for carrying
out this Act—
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(1) $5,000,000 for fiscal year 2004;

(2) $5,500,000 for fiscal year 2005; and

(3) $6,000,000 for fiscal year 2006.

SEC. 8. EXTERNAL REVIEW OF THE NATIONAL
NANOTECHNOLOGY RESEARCH AND
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the Di-
rector shall enter into an agreement with the
National Academy of Sciences to conduct peri-
odic reviews of the Program. The reviews shall
be conducted once every 3 years during the 10-
year period following the enactment of this Act.
The reviews shall include—

(1) an evaluation of the technical achieve-
ments of the Program;

(2) recommendations for changes in the Pro-
gram;

(3) an evaluation of the relative position of
the United States with respect to other nations
in nanotechnology research and development;

(4) an evaluation of the Program’s success in
transferring technology to the private sector;

(5) an evaluation of whether the Program has
been successful in fostering interdisciplinary re-
search and development; and

(6) an evaluation of the extent to which the
Program has adequately considered societal and
ethical concerns.

(b) STUDY ON MOLECULAR MANUFACTURING.—
Not later than 3 years after the date of enact-
ment of this Act a review shall be conducted in
accordance with subsection (a) that includes a
study to determine the technical feasibility of
the manufacture of materials and devices at the
molecular scale. The study shall—

(1) examine the current state of the tech-
nology for enabling molecular manufacturing;

(2) determine the key scientific and technical
barriers to achieving molecular manufacturing;

(3) review current and planned research ac-
tivities that are relevant to advancing the pros-
pects for molecular manufacturing; and

(4) develop, insofar as possible, a consensus
on whether molecular manufacturing is tech-
nically feasible, and if found to be feasible—

(A) the estimated timeframe in which molec-
ular manufacturing may be possible on a com-
mercial scale; and

(B) recommendations for a research agenda
necessary to achieve this result.

(c) STUDY ON SAFE NANOTECHNOLOGY.—Not
later than 6 years after the date of enactment of
this Act a review shall be conducted in accord-
ance with subsection (a) that includes a study
to assess the need for standards, guidelines, or
strategies for ensuring the development of safe
nanotechnology, including those applicable to—

(1) self-replicating nanoscale machines or de-
vices;

(2) the release of such machines or devices in
natural environments;

(3) distribution of molecular manufacturing
development;

(4) encryption;

(5) the development of defensive technologies;

(6) the use of nanotechnology as human brain
extenders; and

(7) the use of nanotechnology in developing
artificial intelligence.

SEC. 9. SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY GRADUATE
SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAMS.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAMS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The agency heads shall each
establish within their respective departments
and agencies a Science and Technology Grad-
uate Scholarship Program to award scholarships
to individuals that is designed to recruit and
prepare students for careers in the Federal Gov-
ernment that require engineering, scientific, and
technical training.

(2) COMPETITIVE PROCESS.—Individuals shall
be selected to receive scholarships under this
section through a competitive process primarily
on the basis of academic merit, with consider-
ation given to financial need and the goal of
promoting the participation of individuals iden-
tified in section 33 or 34 of the Science and Engi-
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neering Equal Opportunities Act (42 U.S.C.
1885a or 1885h).

(3) SERVICE AGREEMENTS.—To0 carry out the
Programs the agency heads shall enter into con-
tractual agreements with individuals selected
under paragraph (2) under which the individ-
uals agree to serve as full-time employees of the
Federal Government, for the period described in
subsection (f)(1), in positions needed by the Fed-
eral Government and for which the individuals
are qualified, in exchange for receiving a schol-
arship.

(b) SCHOLARSHIP ELIGIBILITY.—In order to be
eligible to participate in a Program, an indi-
vidual must—

(1) be enrolled or accepted for enrollment as a
full-time student at an institution of higher edu-
cation in an academic field or discipline de-
scribed in a list made available under subsection
(d);

(2) be a United States citizen or permanent
resident; and

(3) at the time of the initial scholarship
award, not be a Federal employee as defined in
section 2105 of title 5 of the United States Code.

(c) APPLICATION REQUIRED.—AnN individual
seeking a scholarship under this section shall
submit an application to an agency head at
such time, in such manner, and containing such
information, agreements, or assurances as the
agency head may require.

(d) ELIGIBLE ACADEMIC PROGRAMS.—The
agency heads shall each make publicly available
a list of academic programs and fields of study
for which scholarships under their department’s
or agency’s Program may be utilized, and shall
update the list as necessary.

(e) SCHOLARSHIP REQUIREMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Agency heads may provide
scholarships under their department’s or agen-
cy’s Program for an academic year if the indi-
vidual applying for the scholarship has sub-
mitted to the agency head, as part of the appli-
cation required under subsection (c), a proposed
academic program leading to a degree in a pro-
gram or field of study on a list made available
under subsection (d).

(2) DURATION OF ELIGIBILITY.—AN individual
may not receive a scholarship under this section
for more than 4 academic years, unless an agen-
cy head grants a waiver.

(3) SCHOLARSHIP AMOUNT.—The dollar amount
of a scholarship under this section for an aca-
demic year shall be determined under regula-
tions issued by the agency heads, but shall in no
case exceed the cost of attendance.

(4) AUTHORIZED USES.—A scholarship pro-
vided under this section may be expended for
tuition, fees, and other authorized expenses as
established by the agency heads by regulation.

(5) CONTRACTS REGARDING DIRECT PAYMENTS
TO INSTITUTIONS.—Each agency head may enter
into a contractual agreement with an institution
of higher education under which the amounts
provided for a scholarship under this section for
tuition, fees, and other authorized expenses are
paid directly to the institution with respect to
which the scholarship is provided.

(f) PERIOD OF OBLIGATED SERVICE.—

(1) DURATION OF SERVICE.—The period of serv-
ice for which an individual shall be obligated to
serve as an employee of the Federal Government
is, except as provided in subsection (h)(2), 24
months for each academic year for which a
scholarship under this section is provided.

(2) SCHEDULE FOR SERVICE.—(A) Except as
provided in subparagraph (B), obligated service
under paragraph (1) shall begin not later than
60 days after the individual obtains the edu-
cational degree for which the scholarship was
provided.

(B) An agency head may defer the obligation
of an individual to provide a period of service
under paragraph (1) if the agency head deter-
mines that such a deferral is appropriate. The
agency head shall prescribe the terms and con-
ditions under which a service obligation may be
deferred through regulation.
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(g) PENALTIES FOR BREACH OF SCHOLARSHIP
AGREEMENT.—

(1) FAILURE TO COMPLETE ACADEMIC TRAIN-
ING.—Scholarship recipients who fail to main-
tain a high level of academic standing, as de-
fined by the appropriate agency head by regula-
tion, who are dismissed from their educational
institutions for disciplinary reasons, or who vol-
untarily terminate academic training before
graduation from the educational program for
which the scholarship was awarded, shall be in
breach of their contractual agreement and, in
lieu of any service obligation arising under such
agreement, shall be liable to the United States
for repayment within 1 year after the date of de-
fault of all scholarship funds paid to them and
to the institution of higher education on their
behalf under the agreement, except as provided
in subsection (h)(2). The repayment period may
be extended by the agency head when deter-
mined to be necessary, as established by regula-
tion.

(2) FAILURE TO BEGIN OR COMPLETE THE SERV-
ICE OBLIGATION OR MEET THE TERMS AND CONDI-
TIONS OF DEFERMENT.—Scholarship recipients
who, for any reason, fail to begin or complete
their service obligation after completion of aca-
demic training, or fail to comply with the terms
and conditions of deferment established by the
appropriate agency head pursuant to subsection
(f)(2)(B), shall be in breach of their contractual
agreement. When recipients breach their agree-
ments for the reasons stated in the preceding
sentence, the recipient shall be liable to the
United States for an amount equal to—

(A) the total amount of scholarships received
by such individual under this section; plus

(B) the interest on the amounts of such
awards which would be payable if at the time
the awards were received they were loans bear-
ing interest at the maximum legal prevailing
rate, as determined by the Treasurer of the
United States,
multiplied by 3.

(h) WAIVER OR SUSPENSION OF OBLIGATION.—

(1) DEATH OF INDIVIDUAL.—ANy obligation of
an individual incurred under a Program (or a
contractual agreement thereunder) for service or
payment shall be canceled upon the death of the
individual.

(2) IMPOSSIBILITY OR EXTREME HARDSHIP.—
The agency heads shall by regulation provide
for the partial or total waiver or suspension of
any obligation of service or payment incurred by
an individual under their department’s or agen-
cy’s Program (or a contractual agreement there-
under) whenever compliance by the individual is
impossible or would involve extreme hardship to
the individual, or if enforcement of such obliga-
tion with respect to the individual would be
contrary to the best interests of the Government.

(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this section the following
definitions apply:

(1) AGENCY HEAD.—The term ‘‘agency head”’
means the Director of the National Science
Foundation, the Secretary of Energy, the Ad-
ministrator of the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, the Director of the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Technology,
or the Administrator of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency.

(2) COST OF ATTENDANCE.—The term ‘‘cost of
attendance’ has the meaning given that term in
section 472 of the Higher Education Act of 1965
(20 U.S.C. 1087II).

(3) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—The
term ““institution of higher education’ has the
meaning given that term in section 101(a) of the
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C.
1001(a)).

(4) PROGRAM.—The term ‘“‘Program’ means a
Science and Technology Graduate Scholarship
Program established under this section.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. BELL

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, | offer an
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment:
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The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. BELL:

In section 3(b)(5), strike ‘“‘environmental
concerns’ and insert ‘‘toxicological studies,
environmental impact studies,”.

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, the tradi-
tional approach on environmental and
health concerns for new technologies is
to simply wait until there is a problem.

Instead of reacting down the line in
response to environmental or health
problems that may arise in the devel-
opment of nanotechnology, we have the
opportunity through this amendment
to understand the risk involved as we
move forward in our research now.

One common, often fair, criticism of
government is that we are slow and re-
active. Here is a chance for all of us to
be proactive.

This amendment will ensure that the
environmental and toxicological im-
pacts of nanotech applications are
studied during the developmental proc-
ess so that problems can be spotted
early on and fixed before any damage is
done. Prevention is better and cheaper
than cleanup. | think everybody would
agree with that.

History has many examples of prom-
ising technologies whose hidden costs
and risks were only determined after
widespread adoption. These include nu-
clear power, which continues to gen-
erate an enormous amount of toxic
waste; DDT, which wiped out malarial
mosquitoes in the U.S. but was harmful
to animal life; semiconductor manufac-
turing, which ushered in the computer
revolution but resulted in environ-
mental contamination.

There are other examples of science
moving forward but then looking at
the implications after the fact. Prob-
ably the best most recent example is
stem cell research; and regardless of
where one lines up in that debate, |
think everyone can agree that it would
have been smarter for us to look at
some of the societal concerns while the
research was being developed instead of
after the fact.

We have a responsibility to quantify
the risks ahead of time. We have a re-
sponsibility to minimize the unin-
tended consequences. Currently, the
toxicological impacts of nanotechnol-
ogy are not being studied because no
funding has been allocated to make it
happen. Ultrafine particles, particles
larger than nanoparticles, such as as-
bestos and ultrafine quartz particles,
have been known to cause damage to
the lungs.

We would like to know the toxic ef-
fects of nanoparticles. To date, only
one comprehensive study has been per-
formed to examine the possible tox-
icity of nanoparticles. A group of re-
searchers recently discovered that
mice and rats develop scar tissue in
their lungs after exposure to carbon
nanotubes. This was the first prelimi-
nary study that examines the possible
toxicological risks of nanotechnology.
I would submit that these studies must
continue.
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What is the impact on the human
body? The answer is that we do not
know, but that is a question that we
must be able to answer. These very pre-
liminary studies show us that further
research is needed. There are issues of
risks associated with every new tech-
nology. Concerns about nanoparticles’
toxicity must be addressed while the
field is still young and exposure is lim-
ited.

We in this body have the responsi-
bility to ensure that the necessary re-
search is being performed to ensure the
continued safety of our communities in
the face of this exciting new tech-
nology.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, |
move to strike the last word.

Mr. Chairman, | rise in opposition to
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BELL) because
I think it overspecifies the issues that
should be addressed by research di-
rected towards societal and ethical
concerns. | also want to point out that
the administration, which is cham-
pioning this initiative and who were of
the same mind, opposes this amend-
ment.

H.R. 766 already makes it clear both
in the bill and in the accompanying re-
port language that societal and ethical
concerns include concerns related to
potential societal and environmental
consequences associated with nano-
technology development. The language
is general in order to permit the broad-
est range of research on the societal
and environmental implications of
nanotechnology.

We spent a great deal of time on this
very issue during our committee’s
markup of the bill last week. The com-
mittee took particular care as to how
societal and ethical concerns were de-
scribed in the bill and how the national
nanotechnology research and develop-
ment program is required to address
them.

We need to have broad authority to
ensure that this research can focus on
questions that may not seem impor-
tant to us today but emerge as the
science matures. This amendment
takes us in the wrong direction by lim-
iting the research on environmental
concerns authorized in the bipartisan
committee bill to toxicological and en-
vironmental impact statements.

The administration opposes the
amendment. | do, too. | urge my col-
leagues to vote “‘no.”’

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, |
move to strike the requisite number of
words.

I rise in support of this amendment.
It is my understanding that the amend-
ment does not limit the societal im-
pact that is going to be evaluated, but
simply specifies that among the things
to be looked at are the toxicological
and the environmental.

I do not know whether the gentleman
from Texas would want me to yield to
him so that he could further explain
whether his amendment would limit or
perhaps just identify certain areas for
such review.
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Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SHERMAN. | yield to the gen-
tleman from Texas.

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, | thank
the gentleman from California for
yielding.

In no way would it limit, and that is
why we specifically used language that
said ““including toxicological and envi-
ronmental concerns.”” Researchers in
this area would still be free to study a
wide range of societal and ethical con-
cerns associated with nanotechnology.
We just want to make sure that in-
cluded in that research will be research
going toward toxicological and envi-
ronmental concerns as well.

O 1330

Mr. Chairman, the distinguished
Chair of the Committee on Science and
| happen to disagree on what could pos-
sibly lead to arbitrariness as this re-
search concerning nanotechnology goes
forward. It is my fear if we do not set
forth some of the areas in particular
that we would like to see studied, they
could be overlooked. But it is in no
way limiting the scope of the research
that will be conducted regarding soci-
etal and ethical concerns associated
with nanotechnology.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, re-
claiming my time, | think the bill does
a good job of dealing with the societal
impacts. This amendment would make
it better.

| just returned from spending 2 days
at the conference of the Foresight In-
stitute in Palo Alto devoted exclu-
sively to looking at the societal im-
pacts of nanotechnology. There | had
extensive discussions with Eric Drexler
who coined the term ““nano-
technology,” and got to meet the peo-
ple from the Singularity Institute who
are focusing on the implications of ar-
tificial intelligence.

One good aspect of this bill that 1
should point out is Michael Creighton’s
book ““Prey” is identified with
nanotechnology; and, in fact, whether
or not what he describes in that book
is possible, the bill already identifies
six standards to be included in the safe-
ty standards for the research done in
this technology. Following even some
of those standards would be enough to
put ““Prey’’ to rest.

So the bill does have some excellent
aspects to it. | think it could be en-
hanced by the amendment from the
gentleman from Texas. | would also
point out that the bill calls for societal
impacts to be reviewed as part and par-
cel of scientific research so that when
it is practical to fund scientific re-
search, that the societal impacts are
reviewed.

The bill also, and | think this is im-
portant, would allow us to look at the
societal impact separately and prior to
the time when it is appropriate to fund
practical scientific studies. So it may
be that we are not funding a particular
type of technology because it is not
ripe, but we do need to look at the soci-
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etal impacts of that technology even
before it is ripe to develop it.

Mr. Chairman, | look forward to
being part of the process as this bill
moves to the other body. | think it is a
bill that covers the societal impacts,
and the amendment would only make
it better.

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, | move to
strike the requisite number of words.

Mr. Chairman, we have a great bill.
We think that this amendment would
help it. 1 support the bill whether we
put the amendment on or not; but it
seems to me that this just adds toxi-
cological studies, which simply means
in plain American language is we want
to add health effects to it. In sub-
section 5, page 4, line 23, they point and
ensure that societal and ethical con-
cerns, including environmental con-
cerns and potential implications of
human performance enhancement and
the possible development of nonhuman
intelligence will be addressed. This
simply adds health to it.

I think it aids the bill substantially.
It brings some common sense to it, and
I urge adoption of the amendment.

Mr. MILLER of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, | move to strike the reg-
uisite number of words.

Mr. Chairman, | rise also in support
of the Bell amendment. The potential
benefit of nanotechnology is truly as-
tounding, but there are also potential
harmful consequences.

I come from a part of the country
where a century ago we imported an
ornamental Japanese groundcover,
kudzu. It was thought to help prevent
soil erosion. Now 7 million acres of the
South is covered with kudzu. It covers
crops, forests, houses, barns. Many of
us suspect that we have lost slow-mov-
ing relatives to the kudzu.

We are now talking about manipu-
lating matter at the atomic and molec-
ular level. | want to make sure we are
not turning loose upon the world a mo-
lecular, atomic kudzu. We do not know
how manipulated particles, atoms and
molecules, will interact with the envi-
ronment, particularly human tissue.
And we do not know if self-replicating
molecules and atoms will know when
to stop replicating.

Mr. Chairman, | hope that all of
these concerns will prove to be over-
blown, and we will look back in 30
years and think of this the way we now
think about the concerns about the as-
tronauts bringing back Moon germs
from the Moon.

But we certainly have plenty of ex-
amples of things that we should have
worried about and we did not worry
about. It includes concerns about tox-
icity, the toxicity of manipulated mol-
ecules and atoms, and the effects on
the environment. | want to make sure
that our societal and ethical concerns
about nanotechnology is not limited to
philosophers and theologians won-
dering if we are playing God, but rath-
er if we are creating matter that is
going to be harmful to human tissue
and will harm the environment. | sup-
port the amendment.
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BELL).

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

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, | demand a
recorded vote, and pending that, |
make the point of order that a quorum
is not present.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BELL) will be
postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. BELL

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, | offer an
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. BELL:

In section 3(b)(1), insert *‘, including re-
search on the potential of nanotechnology to
produce or facilitate the production of clean,
inexpensive energy,” after ‘‘nanotechnology
research and development’.

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, just after
being sworn in as a Member of Con-
gress, | had the privilege of listening to
Dr. Richard Smalley, who is a Nobel
Laureate who now teaches at Rice Uni-
versity and is recognized as a leader in
the area of nanotechnology.

During the course of his speech,
many of his remarks were directed to-
wards the impact that photoresearch
and the area of nanotechnology could
have in the area of energy. He pointed
out to the crowd assembled that
evening how in this particular area re-
garding energy, nanotechnology could
very much change the world in which
we live. | am not a scientist, but when
people start talking about how some-
thing could change the world in a very
beneficial manner, those words get my
attention.

The purpose of the amendment that
we present here today is to single out
energy, along with the other important
areas for research that are already set
forth within the bill.

Nanotechnology holds the promise to
make energy production cheap and rel-
atively pollution-free by reducing the
cost of solar and fuel cell technology
anywhere from 10 to 100 fold. Nanotech
lighting technology could replace in-
candescent and fluorescent lights with
enormous energy cost savings across
every sector of the economy.

If we look at what is going on in the
United States today regarding the cost
of energy, the price of gasoline sky-
rocketing all across the country, the
cost of natural gas rising so high that
plants are threatening to close and
move overseas on an almost daily
basis, | think all of us can understand
the need for looking for low-cost alter-
native energy sources, especially when
it could be a clean source of energy.

Mr. Chairman, nanotechnology holds
the promise of tomorrow because it
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truly is the technology of the future.
Its application will be felt across the
spectrum of scientific research. | hope
my colleagues will join me in sup-
porting the development of this excit-
ing field and pinpoint energy as an area
that is very much deserving of further
study.

Mr. Chairman, | urge support for this
amendment.

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Chairman, |
move to strike the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to the Bell amendment to H.R. 766,
the Nanotechnology Research and De-
velopment Act. As the chairman of the
Subcommittee on Energy of the Com-
mittee on Science and someone who is
very passionate about energy research,
I certainly am one who would be in-
clined to elevate energy applications
above all other applications in just
about any research area, including
nanotechnology research.

However, the purpose of this bill is to
ensure coordination and collaboration
of nanotechnology research by all Fed-
eral science agencies, including the De-
partment of Energy. | believe that this
bill in its current form already in-
cludes the kind of research the Bell
amendment is attempting to advocate
or emphasize. It does so by authorizing
a significant amount of funding for re-
search at the Department of Energy,
the Federal agency with the central
mission and responsibility to encour-
age the development of clean, inexpen-
sive energy.

As a result, the bill will revolutionize
energy production and use. Key ena-
bling technologies such as catalysts,
membranes, and filters all operate at
the nanoscale. A better understanding
of the nanoscale and the development
of nanotechnologies will enable dra-
matic cost reductions in hydrogen pro-
duction, carbon sequestration, and a
host of other energy applications.

I do not think that specifying re-
search development in the statute adds
anything new and will only tie the ad-
ministration’s hands and the Federal
agencies’ hands. | urge my colleagues
to support the bill as reported by the
committee and oppose the Bell amend-
ment.

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, | move to
strike the requisite number of words.

Mr. Chairman, | think it makes
sense, and the gentleman who offers
the amendment is from Houston,
Texas, which is a salient part of the en-
ergy thrust. And Texas being one of the
10 States that produces energy for the
other 40 States thinks this is impor-
tant. | think it is important to add it.
It is simple. It simply adds including
research on the potential of
nanotechnology to produce or facili-
tate the production of clean, inexpen-
sive energy. | think it helps, and I
think it is consistent with the rest of
the bill.

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HALL. | yield to the gentleman
from Texas.
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Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, | would
just point out if we can get a group of
Texans excited about looking for a
clean, inexpensive form of energy, the
House of Representatives should not
balk at that opportunity.

This is an extraordinary opportunity
in many respects. We are not trying to
limit the research, just as | pointed out
previously in regard to the earlier
amendment.

This is simply to include a provision
in the bill that will lead researchers to
look at energy technology and provide
funding for energy technology down
the line so we can study this. This is
not an area that is widely discussed
when people talk about
nanotechnology. But given what some
of the leaders in this area of research
have pointed out, there is tremendous
optimism that it could lead to a sus-
tainable, clean-burning, inexpensive
source of energy; and we should not
miss the opportunity to look at that as
we are studying nanotechnology.

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, Texans
cannot only think big, we can think
little, too; and that is what we are
doing.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, |
move to strike the requisite number of
words.

Mr. Chairman, who can be against
clean, inexpensive energy? | am not,
but does it make sense to pick out this
one laudable goal and hold it up above
all others, including medical advances,
homeland security, technology that
can drive faster economic growth? Yes,
energy is important and this bill recog-
nizes it.

[0 1345

It is an important part of H.R. 766
and it is demonstrated by the portion
of the bill that authorizes $265 million
for nanotechnology research at the De-
partment of Energy next year alone.
That is significant. But energy is not
more important than many of the
other things that nanotechnology will
do. Would you say it is more important
than finding a cure for cancer? Or more
important than protecting our borders
in our fight for homeland security?
These are all important, laudable
goals, and the bill covers them all.

Once again, we are not just throwing
petty cash at this subject. We are de-
voting $265 million to it. The adminis-
tration opposes this amendment, and
so do | because it is too prescriptive.
Therefore, | would urge a ‘‘no’’ vote.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BELL).

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

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, | demand a
recorded vote, and pending that, |
make the point of order that a quorum
is not present.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BELL) will be
postponed.
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The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. EDDIE BERNICE

JOHNSON of texas

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Chairman, | offer an amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas:

In section 5(b), after paragraph (7), insert

the following:
In carrying out the assessment required
under paragraph (7), the Advisory Committee
shall consider the findings and recommenda-
tions from citizen panels described in section
6(b).

(I21 section 6, insert ““(a) IN GENERAL.—"’ be-
fore ““The President shall”’.

In section 6, insert the following new sub-
section at the end:

(b) CimizeEN PANELS.—(1) The National
Nanotechnology Coordination Office shall
convene citizen panels, with membership
composed of nonscientific and nontechnical
experts, in different geographic regions of
the Nation, to consider societal and ethical
concerns arising from the development and
application of nanotechnology. The Coordi-
nation Office shall develop guidelines and
procedures governing the functioning of the
citizen panels under this subsection in con-
sultation with the Director of the National
Science Foundation.

(2) The first citizen panel shall meet within
18 months after the date of enactment of this
Act, and subsequent panels shall meet on a
schedule established by the Coordination Of-
fice, but not less frequently than at 18-
month intervals.

(3) Citizen panels shall prepare reports con-
taining the panels’ findings and rec-
ommendations, and the Coordination Office
shall ensure the wide dissemination of the
reports.

(4) Of the amounts authorized under sec-
tion 7(a), such sums as may be necessary
shall be made available to carry out this sub-
section.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas (during the reading). Mr. Chair-
man, | ask unanimous consent that the
amendment be considered as read and
printed in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentlewoman
from Texas?

There was no objection.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Chairman, | rise in support
of the amendment that | have for H.R.
766. It has to do with adding under the
auspices of the National Science Foun-
dation a citizens advisory committee.
There is nothing sinister about my de-
sire to do this. | want to do this be-
cause | feel that more and more citizen
input is demanded by citizens. This re-
search will be paid for by citizens. And
to have someone to sit and listen and
get an understanding simply creates a
more positive attitude throughout so-
ciety, | feel, with the research.

This is going to be research that peo-
ple do not understand very well. Even
the researchers will not understand it
too well until they start to do the re-
search. It could provide revolutionary
advances in health care and dramati-
cally increase our life-span. But people
need to know this. They need to know
that this is not going to be perhaps re-
search on stem cells or whatever, so
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that the fears can be allayed, the anxi-
eties can be eliminated because of this.
This powerful and pervasive tech-
nology, while promising great benefits,
has its downsides.

While | support the bill, I do have
that one concern, that the views of the
general public who will bear the brunt
of the consequences, both good and
bad, have no input in the planning and
execution of the research program and
no input as to asking questions and
getting answers as the research goes
on. As | indicated, taxpayers are pay-
ing for the development of this tech-
nology and they have a right to have a
voice in this research agenda.

My amendment goes to the heart of
this problem. It provides for small pan-
els of ordinary citizens to be assembled
to examine important societal issues
about nanotechnology. Panelists would
be selected across the socioeconomic
spectrum, ordinary, practical Ameri-
cans. These citizen panels would hear
expert testimony from those doing the
research, listen to arguments about the
applications and consequences pre-
sented by all sides and develop an agen-
da of major public issues to address.
These John Q. Public panels will pro-
vide agencies carrying out the
nanotechnology R&D program and the
broader public of the common ground
among the cross-section of Americans
on the goals and directions of this R&D
program.

The bill does provide support for ex-
perts to address the societal and eth-
ical concerns of nanotechnology. How-
ever, that is the problem when only the
experts are involved. These are the
same type of experts that did not pro-
vide effective guidance on how to ad-
dress societal and ethical concerns on
genetically modified foods, and now we
still have a question about whether or
not they are safe to eat, human stem
cell research and cloning. As a witness
pointed out during a hearing on
nanotechnology, social and ethical ex-
pert panels frequently become captive
to the technology they are supposed to
be providing oversight on. | believe
that there is evidence that expert pan-
els are not by themselves sufficient to
address broad public concerns. That is
why my amendment explicitly calls for
citizen panels.

Members may ask, why is this impor-
tant? Just think about the public back-
lash and debate on genetically modi-
fied organisms, think Frankenfoods,
human stem cell research, and cloning
to name a few. When the public was
asked to accept the results of these
technologies and asked simple,
commonsensical questions, the re-
search community said trust us, the fa-
talists said the world would come to an
end, and no one really required the
science community to sit down with
the public and discuss the benefits and
possible costs of these technologies. As
a result, the full potential of these
technologies have not been realized.
Citizen panels promise to avoid this
logjam by allowing the public’s voice
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to be heard during the development pe-
riod of the technology, not after it is
introduced.

Today | ask my colleagues to support
this amendment to put in place a prov-
en approach to help increase public un-
derstanding of nanotechnology and
provide an avenue for ordinary Ameri-
cans to influence the direction of this
R&D initiative.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, | move
to strike the last word.

Mr. Chairman, | urge opposition to
the Johnson amendment. First off, the
administration opposes this amend-
ment. The bill that is under consider-
ation already provides a forum for cit-
izen involvement. By statute, the
meetings and proceedings of the Advi-
sory Committee on Nanotechnology
must be open to the public. Weighing
down the National Coordination Office
for Nanotechnology with citizens’ pan-
els would be unnecessarily costly as
well as prescriptive. The Danish model
embodied in the Johnson amendment
has not worked well here. A scholarly
review of the Danish-type citizens’
panel process convened to study tele-
communications and democracy judged
the process to be ineffective.

I would, however, add my support to
H.R. 766, the Nanotechnology Research
and Development Act of 2003. | want to
commend Chairman BOEHLERT for his
firm leadership on this issue and | am
pleased that | had the opportunity to
work in a bipartisan fashion with my
colleagues on the Committee on
Science. Nanotechnology is an exciting
new field of scientific study and prom-
ises to provide humankind with un-
imaginable advances in manufacturing,
materials, medicine, construction,
computing and telecommunications.

As we have learned in committee
from the testimony of Dr. James Ro-
berto, we are truly moving from atom-
ic scale characterization to atomic
scale control, from miniaturization to
self-assembly. As a physician | am es-
pecially excited about nanotechnology
applications in medicine. Most diseases
and illnesses occur at the cellular level
and the surgical tools of tomorrow will
have a level of precision that is
unimagined today. Nanotechnology ad-
vancements in medicine will soon be
able to inexpensively fabricate essen-
tially any structure that is consistent
with chemical and physical laws and
specified in molecular detail.

As we also learned in committee, re-
cently the University of Michigan used
nanoprobes to image chemical activity
inside cells. Today this provides infor-
mation about metabolic processes in-
side cells, but tomorrow we may be
able to modify these processes. We will
truly move  from an era of
nanodiagnostics to nanotherapy. The
ramifications that this technology
could have on cancer treatment, trau-
ma surgery or organ transplantation
would be literally life-changing. In
order to improve the health of Ameri-
cans, a coordinated approach to
nanotechnology research and develop-
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ment will be necessary in order to re-
orient how we practice medicine. H.R.
766 will do that and much more.

The National Nanotechnology Re-
search and Development Program es-
tablished under this bill would promote
research and development into this
promising new science as well as facili-
tate commercial applications for new
developments. H.R. 766 will also estab-
lish formal interagency cooperation,
reducing government waste and dupli-
cation on nanotechnology projects. By
streamlining national efforts in regard
to nanotechnology, commercial appli-
cations of the technology will come
sooner rather than later. And perhaps
one of the greatest impacts this bill
will have will be the impact on our
economy. This new technology will be
an engine of growth for our economy
and has the potential to create mil-
lions of new jobs in several sectors of
the United States and the global econo-
mies. Nanotechnology will change the
way our lives are lived by improving
our health, our environment and the
ways in which we live and work.

Mr. Chairman, | urge support for this
bipartisan legislation, H.R. 766.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, |
move to strike the requisite number of
words.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
woman yield?

Ms. WOOLSEY. | yield to the gentle-
woman from Texas.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Chairman, | have heard a
couple of times that the amendment
was opposed because the administra-
tion did not want it. Could you tell me
the objection of the administration?
How did they find little old me with
this little old amendment to object to
it?

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentlewoman yield?

Ms. WOOLSEY. | yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Let me state at the
outset that | support and the adminis-
tration supports broader public partici-
pation. We have been assured by the
administration that every meeting will
have a set-aside period for public par-
ticipation, the type of participation
that the gentlewoman wants and is a
cherished part of our system. So | ap-
plaud the gentlewoman’s objective but
the fact of the matter is we do not need
a whole bunch of new panels.

Let me point out, if you want me to
use some additional time, this is mod-
eled after the Danish system. | was
told that research puts that into ques-
tion, that sort of formalized structure.
A scholarly study on the impact of just
such a citizens panel in the United
States, not in Denmark, here, con-
cluded that not even those engaged in
organizing the U.S. citizens panel
thought it had any actual impact. Let
me quote from their report: “The sin-
gle greatest area of consensus among
the respondents was that the Citizens
Panel on Telecommunications and the
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Future of Democracy had no actual im-
pact. No respondent, not even those
government members of the steering
committee or expert cohort, identified
any actual impact.”

Having said that, does that mean
that | agree that we do not need any
citizen input? Not at all. | agree with
the gentlewoman that we do need cit-
izen input. | applaud her effort, but |
have to oppose this particular amend-
ment to be so prescriptive and just to
set in motion just who has to do what
and when.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. If the gentlewoman will con-
tinue to yield, there was other lan-
guage that had been attempted as sub-
stitute language. Would the gentleman
accept that as an amendment? | have it
prepared to submit it.

Mr. BOEHLERT. My staff tells me we
tried very hard, because we talked in
committee about this and | offered to
work with the gentlewoman to
strengthen the requirements for public
participation in the underlying legisla-
tion. The staff have had conversations
back and forth and apparently we could
not bridge the differences. But let me
assure the gentlewoman that she is ab-
solutely right in calling for public par-
ticipation. | want public participation.
So does the administration. | just do
not think we have to be so prescriptive
in this bill as to set the parameters for
that public participation.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, | rise
in support of the Johnson amendment
which calls for citizen panels to exam-
ine the societal issues and effects that
could emerge from nanotechnology, ef-
fects and issues that may not be able
to be detected and imagined with this
imaginable science but for the un-
trained eye, the naive person that may
not know what this is supposed to do
may actually see what could come up
and could get in the way of this being
a straightforward technology. But this
is a straightforwvard amendment. It
adds more common sense to an already
good underlying bill.

The Johnson amendment taps into
the unscientific expertise that our
neighbors, our colleagues, our family
members, our friends could offer to the
exciting development of nanotech-
nology.

[ 1400

As with any new technology, Mr.
Chairman, any new technological en-
deavor, some of the issues and con-
sequences we might be able to antici-
pate from the very beginning; but oth-
ers may not emerge for a time to come.
More effort is needed. More effort is
needed to increase public under-
standings of nanotechnology in the
first place in order to avoid the back-
lash that has plagued other new tech-
nologies such as genetically modified
foods, corn and the Monarch butterfly,
for example.

Mr. Chairman, | rise in support of the John-
son amendment to H.R. 766, the
Nanotechnology Research and Development
Act.
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The Johnson amendment, calls for citizen
panels to examine the societal issues and ef-
fects that could emerge from nanotechnology,
that may be imaginable to the scientist, but
not the untrained eye. It is a straight forward
amendment that adds more common sense to
a good underlying bill.

We all know that local citizens often have
the best insight for what is coming straight at
us. The Johnson amendment taps into the un-
scientific expertise that our neighbors, col-
leagues, family members or friends could offer
to the exciting development of
nanotechnology.

During committee consideration of H.R. 766
we had a spirited debate about the potential
societal and ethical issues that
nanotechnology could mean for us down the
road. As with any new technological endeavor,
some of the issues and consequences we
might be able to anticipate from the beginning
. . . but others may not emerge for a time to
come.

At our committee’'s nanotechnology hear-
ings, we also had several witnesses who indi-
cated that more effort is needed to increase
public understanding of nanotechnology in
order to avoid the backlash that has plagued
other new technologies, such as genetically
modified foods, corn and the Monarch But-
terfly, for example.

In the past, too often the scientific or
technological experts have told the
public “trust us’’—this won’t have any
adverse consequences.

But we know that’s not always the
case, no matter how much the experts
tell us otherwise.

Whether we’re talking about the
early questions that surrounded bio-
technology, corn and the Monarch But-
terfly or what nanotechnology might
mean for increasing the human life-
span, there’s certainly a demonstrated
usefulness to having a commonsense
voice be part of the research agenda.

Now is the time to incorporate those
common sense voices into the research
agenda. Now, while we’re at the start-
ing gate, not when we might already be
involved in public controversy.

The Johnson amendment is the an-
swer to this need for public involve-
ment by calling on ordinary Americans
to be a stakeholder in the
nanotechnology research agenda. Ordi-
nary Americans certainly have a stake
in what nanotechnology can deliver, so
we should make sure they have a voice
in how nanotechnology may deliver it.

I urge my colleagues to support the
Johnson amendment.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of
words, and | yield to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON).

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Chairman, | have a question
to ask the chairman of the committee.
Since there is objection to the details
of this citizens panel, there was a sug-
gestion after much dialogue with the
chairman and staff to recommend a
more watered-down version of it. |
would rather have the watered-down
version than to not have a citizens
panel because | think it is just going to
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prevent a great deal of turmoil later. |
do not know how long it will take us to
convince people that genetically modi-
fied foods are safe; but | think that if
the education had started right along
with the research, we would not be
dealing with that problem.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HONDA. | yield to the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, the
staff is busy discussing, as we always
do as a committee on bipartisan basis,
a way to accommodate our mutual in-
terest.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Chairman, | ask unanimous
consent to withdraw the amendment
and wait for the details to be worked
out.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr.
OTTER). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentlewoman from Texas?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The
amendment is withdrawn.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, | move to strike the last
word.

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

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, | simply hope that we can
work out this concept of citizen panels
because | do believe there is a mutual
benefit to having the citizenry having
their input into very fine technical and
very precise technology that really is
going to be a job generator. It is going
to be an enhancement for a better qual-
ity of life, and | would hope that in the
course of deliberating that we would
find an opportunity to support just a
simple concept, Mr. Chairman, having
citizen panels to address the question
of the quality of this kind of tech-
nology.

Mr. Chairman, first | would like to commend
Chairman BOEHLERT and Ranking Member
HALL on the Science Committee for their hard
work and bipartisan spirit in crafting this bill.
We and our staffs have been working very
closely together to ensure that this Bill en-
sures a bright, productive, and lucrative future
for the field of nanotechnology in the United
States. | would also like to commend my col-
league from California, Mr. HONDA for his lead-
ership in the exciting field of nanotechnology.
| am pleased to be a co-sponsor of this bill
and look forward to seeing it signed into law.

My amendment today will create a Center
for exploration of ethical/societal/environmental
and education issues related to
Nanotechnology. It represents a compromise
between those in the Science Committee who
wanted to elevate this kind of research, and
those who were reluctant to micromanage the
administration by assigning dollar values to
such programs. If we disagree on some of the
fine details here today, it should not detract
from the excellent collaboration we have en-
gaged in so far.

Nanotechnology is one of the most exciting
fields of science today, involving a multitude of
science and engineering disciplines, with wide-
spread applications in electronics, advanced
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materials, medicine, and information tech-
nology. The promise of nanotechnology to ac-
celerate technological change has prompted
some to advise caution about pursuing such
rapid innovation without first developing a
deep understanding of where it might lead us.

Advances in stem cell research, cloning,
and genetically modified organisms, have left
us scrambling to make smart decisions that
will harness the great potential of these fields,
but also avoid potential pitfalls or ethical disas-
ters. As nanotechnology emerges, | hope we
can be more proactive in guiding smart poli-
cies and appropriate research.

Nano-machined particles or biotech prod-
ucts could have potentially devastating health
or geopolitical consequences if released into
the atmosphere either unintentionally, or as a
new class of weapons. Manipulations of bio-
logical systems could produce germs or spe-
cies that could jeopardize our ecosystem.

Furthermore, there are even risks to society
that may stem from the good outcomes of
nanotechnology research. Over the past dec-
ades we have seen a troubling development,
with the “have-nots” in our society finding
themselves on the wrong end of a “techno-
logical divide.” As the internet, and other tech-
nologies, are making many of our lives so
much easier and more productive, change has
not reached all of our communities.

Too many are missing out on the tech revo-
lution. These people are already fighting to
keep up and compete in school, or in the
workforce, and the technological divide makes
that fight even harder. | do not want H.R. 766
to lead to a nanotechnology divide that will fur-
ther handicap hard-working, tax-paying Ameri-
cans.

Numerous experts from academics, think
tanks, industry, as well as the NSF and the
National Academy of Sciences, have come to
the Science Committee strongly encouraging
us to incorporate research on societal and eth-
ical implications of nanotechnology, into any
nanotech research initiative. They have also
spoken of the importance of ensuring that
nanotechnology research is guided by an un-
derstanding of health and environmental
sciences.

We must ensure that as new technologies
and products come about—in healthcare, in
communications, in energy—that they have a
positive impact on all of the American people,
and on our planet.

| am pleased that the underlying bill in-
cludes provisions to provide for research into
the societal and ethical concerns related to
nanotechnology. The authors of the bill have
recognized the importance of having that re-
search integrated into the bench science re-
search programs, so that there will be a con-
stant dialogue between nanotech scientists,
ethicists, and social scientists. | agree that
such integration is necessary. My amendment
preserves all of the language in the existing
bill relating to that critical integrated research.

However, | am concerned that as this field
progresses—as results start to translate into
lucrative products, it becomes more competi-
tive to get the hottest cutting edge research
into journals, as researchers find it necessary
to “push the envelope” in labs in order to get
tenure—that the ethical/societal issues could
become lost.

That is why, in addition to the integrated re-
search program, my amendment adds a provi-
sion requiring the National Science Foundation
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to establish a Center for Societal, Ethical,
Educational, Environmental, Legal, and Work-
force Issues Related to Nanotechnology.

It will thus elevate and draw focus to the im-
portant research in these areas, without “pre-
scribing” an exact dollar value for the pro-
gram. The center will compile and enhance re-
search from the integrated programs on soci-
etal and ethical implications. In addition, it will
also add studies on environmental, legal, edu-
cational, and workforce issues.

Nanotechnology lies at the intersection of
several scientific disciplines including biology,
chemistry, physics, and materials science—
and will thus demand a diverse and properly
educated workforce. Proper workforce training
needs to occur at all levels, from K-12
through university, to ensure that all are able
to enjoy the social, economic and technical
benefits that nanotechnology promises. This
Center will help make that happen.

The center will serve as a conduit for trans-
fer of papers and data and information, be-
tween researchers in the field, social scientists
and outside special interest groups. It will
communicate findings and recommendations
to the National Academy of Science and to the
Interagency Committee on Nanotechnology, to
help them with their annual reports.

This amendment does NOT replace the in-
tegrated societal/ethical research programs, as
some have suggested. Instead, it protects that
research by giving it a home at NSF. It dem-
onstrates to concerned citizens, that these
issues are being addressed. And, it ensures
that results from “embedded” social scientists,
integrated into research centers, are widely
disseminated and discussed.

A similar provision was widely accepted in
the Senate and included in their bill. It has
been supported by many of my colleagues in
the Science Committee.

| believe this amendment will complement
the underlying bill well, and urge my col-
leagues to support it.

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike the last word.

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. BUR-
GESS) was correct when he pointed out
that the amendment directs NSF to
provide assistance to the National
Nanotechnology Initiative in setting
up and running the citizens panels, and
| think that has to be in there because
otherwise how would they know how to
run the citizens panels if they do not
hear from the citizens?

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HALL. | yield to the gentleman
from New York. And | think the gen-
tleman is being cooperative in trying
to help. | recognize that.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, we
are working this out. So the gentle-
woman has Kkindly withdrawn her
amendment from consideration; and
during this interim period, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
will be up next with her staff. Staffs
are trying to work out language that
assures both sides that we get what we
want, active citizen participation.

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, | will wait
to see the fruits of the gentleman’s la-
bors, and | thank the chairman for this
extra work he is going into.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.
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I wish to speak on the general merits
of the bill. Nanotechnology is an ex-
tremely important scientific develop-
ment, one in which we are just begin-
ning to scratch the surface. Few people
in this country realize the tremendous
potential that this has. At the same
time, as a scientist, | have to say if
someone asked me what are we going
to get out of this, | have to simply say
I am not sure. And that is the nature of
basic research. In 1931 when theorists
first started investigating stimulated
emission of radiation, if one asked the
question what is this going to come to,
they would have said | do not know.
And when Charles Townes first devel-
oped the hydrogen MASAR, microwave
amplification by stimulated emission
of radiation, and someone asked what
is this going to come to, he probably
said it would be a time standard, but
was not certain of any development be-
yond that. And yet that research led to
the development of the laser, and the
development of the laser led to a mul-
titude of applications in business, com-
merce, medicine and the military. The
laser today is ubiquitous. Back then it
was a precious, expensive discovery,
but today we use tiny, inexpensive la-
sers just to point at slides on a screen.
It has been amazing progress. And we
will find the same thing with nanotech-
nology. It is a very promising field, but
we do not know where it is going to
lead.

Some of the promise of nanotechnol-
ogy could be incredibly strong, light
materials which could create a revolu-
tion in space travel and in ordinary
airplane travel. Other uses for it could
be in the medical arena, being able to
entrap health-enhancing molecules
within a nanoscale shell so that the
medicine can be directly applied to the
site we are trying to reach. For exam-
ple, we might treat cancer in a very di-
rect way by having a mechanism of
transporting the chemotherapy mol-
ecules directly to the cancer cells and
not to other cells. That would also be a
marvelous development, but we really
do not know if it will work out.

The point is simply that this is a
very new technology, and already we
know enough about it to know that it
is a major breakthrough. It is abso-
lutely essential that we pursue this re-
search in a thoughtful manner and that
we, as a Nation, commit ourselves to
development of nanotechnology and re-
search in nanoscience.

I am very much a supporter of the
bill, and | appreciate the chairman of
the Committee on Science and the
ranking member for bringing this bill
forward. It is a good step forward for
our country. Frankly, we are going to
need much more in the future in terms
of guidance for how this new discovery
is supposed to be used, including some
of the ethical and societal concerns;
but the first thing to do is to promote
research on nanotechnology, find out
exactly what promise it has, what may
become of it, and then pursue those
avenues of research.
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Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, |1
move to strike the last word.

| rise in support of this amendment.
I think getting all of the citizen input
possible is called for. | know that it has
been discussed that perhaps the citizen
panels on telecommunications did not
create sufficient community interest. |
for one found Tauzin-Dingell to be bor-
ing. | am not sure that my constituents
found telecommunications to be a rea-
son to drive long distances to partici-
pate in citizen panels. | think the
issues that nanotechnology brings be-
fore us are simply going to create more
citizen involvement and that the cit-
izen panels here will be quite impor-
tant.

Among the questions that this tech-
nology will raise, when | took the CPA
test, they would not let me bring a cal-
culator. A decade from now, chips will
be implanted in people’s brains. Can
they take the CPA test? Do we have to
disable the chip? | do not know. Today
Shaquille O’Neil is the most domi-
nating force on the basketball court,
but what if parents decide that they
want genes moved this way and that
way so that their son or daughter could
be even taller, even bigger? Will this
person be eligible to participate in the
NBA, and if so, will the Lakers get to
draft that person? | do not know, but it
strikes me as more interesting than
much of telecommunications, and |
know there are Members of this body
very interested in telecommunications,

and | praise them for that involvement.
The entire issue of artificial intel-

ligence and what happens when a com-
puter first asks us for the minimum
wage, | do not know how we are going
to react; but | think that these are
questions we are going to confront in
the next few decades. They are ques-
tions that should involve all of society.
They involve the very issue of what it
means to be a human being. They will
arouse a level of theological debate
that we did not face in telecommuni-
cations; and for those reasons | think
that even if panels were not successful
on that issue, they will be quite inter-
esting on it. Before we change what it
is to be human, we ought to ask hu-

mans what they think about.
Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, will

the gentleman yield?
Mr. SHERMAN. | yield to the chair-

man.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, dur-
ing the time that the gentleman has
been speaking so eloquently, the ma-
jority and minority have reached an
agreement on the gentlewoman from
Texas’s (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON)
amendment which has been withdrawn,
and now she is willing to offer a com-
promise amendment that we are pre-
pared to accept. So | thank the gen-
tleman for his input, and | anxiously
await the words of the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-

SON).

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, re-
claiming my time, this shows the kind
of bipartisanship and camaraderie that
has been achieved under the chairman
and ranking member on the Committee
on Science, and | salute it.
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON OF TEXAS

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Chairman, | offer an amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas:

In section 3(b)(5)—

(1) strike “‘and’’ at the end of subparagraph
(B); and

(2) after subparagraph (C), insert the fol-
lowing new subparagraph:

(D) ensure, through the National
Nanotechnology Coordination Office estab-
lished under section 6 and through the agen-
cies and departments that participate in the
Program that public input and outreach to
the public are both integrated into
Nanotechnology research and Development
and research on societal and ethical conerns
by the convening of regular and ongoing pub-
lic discussion, through mechanisms such as
citizen panels, consensus conferences, and
educational events, as appropriate; and

In section 3(c)(6), insert ‘‘, suggestions or
recommendations developed pursuant to sec-

tion 3(b)(5)(D),” after ‘“Advisory Com-
mittee”.

In section 5(b)(7), insert *“, including con-
cerns identified pursuant to section

3(b)(5)(D),”” after ‘‘societal and ethical con-
cerns’.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas (during the reading). Mr. Chair-
man, | ask unanimous consent that the
amendment be considered as read and
printed in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Is
there objection to the request of the
gentlewoman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Chairman, this substitute
amendment which | am offering now
does essentially the same thing except
that it is very voluntary; and if that is
acceptable to the Chair and to the ma-
jority, then | will accept this amend-
ment. So | would move its adoption.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentlewoman yield?

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. | yield to the gentleman from
New York.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, |
think we worked out a very fine com-
promise that ensures the citizen input,
and the majority is pleased to accept
the gentlewoman’s amendment.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Chairman, | thank the gen-
tleman.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The
question is on the amendment offered
by the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON-LEE OF

TEXAS

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas.
Chairman, | offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Ms. JACKSON-LEE of
Texas:

In section 3, add at the end the following
new subsection:

(d) CENTER FOR SOCIETAL, ETHICAL, EDU-
CATIONAL, ENVIRONMENTAL, LEGAL, AND
WORKFORCE ISSUES RELATED TO NANOTECH-
NoLOGY.—The National Science Foundation
shall establish a Center for Societal, Ethical,
Educational, Environmental, Legal, and
Workforce Issues Related to Nanotechnology
to encourage, conduct, coordinate, commis-

Mr.
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sion, collect, and disseminate research on
the societal, ethical, educational, environ-
mental, legal, and workforce issues related
to nanotechnology, including research under
subsection (b)(5)(A). The Center shall also
conduct studies and provide input and assist-
ance to the chairperson of the Interagency
Committee in completing the annual report
required under section 4 and to the National
Academy of Sciences for conducting reviews
under section 8.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas (during
the reading). Mr. Chairman, | ask
unanimous consent that the amend-
ment be considered as read and printed
in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Is
there objection to the request of the
gentlewoman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, the word is very large, but
it is an extremely humbling science
and approach that we are attempting
to take with respect to nanotechnol-
ogy. As | listened to the previous de-
bate and my good friend from Cali-
fornia who acknowledged that pre-
viously in other instances citizen pan-
els may not have drawn the great en-
thusiasm that we would have liked
them to draw, | am hoping that as we
resolve the matter on a very good
amendment by my colleague that |
could work with the ranking member
and the gentleman from New York
(Chairman BOEHLERT) to work on what
I think is a very important amendment
as well.
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I would like to thank both of the gen-
tlemen for the work on this particular
legislation. As | said, the word is large,
but the science and the concept is hum-
bling. It deals with enhanced quality of
life by the particular type of science
and dealing with cutting edge tech-
nology to help improve our life and our
lifestyle in America and around the
world.

We have worked with our staffs very
closely to ensure that this bill ensures
a bright, productive and lucrative fu-
ture for the field of nanotechnology in
the United States.

I would also like to commend my col-
league from California (Mr. HONDA) for
his leadership in the exciting field of
nanotechnology, and I am pleased to be
a cosponsor of this bill and look for-
ward to seeing it being signed into law.

My amendment today will create a
Center for Exploration of Ethical, Soci-
etal, Environmental and Educational
Issues Relating to Nanotechnology.
And forgive me as | speak directly to
the chairman. With that simple sen-
tence, | believe we can find a wonderful
way to project that and allow for this
bill to make its way through this body
and finally to passage.

The amendment represents a com-
promise between those in the Com-
mittee on Science who want to elevate
this kind of research and those who are
reluctant to micro-manage the admin-
istration by assigning dollar values to
such programs.
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If we disagree on some of the fine de-
tails here today, it should not detract
from the excellent collaboration we
have engaged in. Nanotechnology is
one of the most exciting fields of
science today, involving a multitude of
science and engineering disciplines
with widespread applications in elec-
tronics, advanced materials, medicine
and information technology.

I am waiting for the ranking member
to speak only because | know that he
knows how to bring just the right
humor along with the right type of
technology and science. The ranking
member, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HALL), has been a vital resource
for helping us forge these bipartisan ef-
forts, but, more importantly, get good
bills to the floor and get them passed.

| realize that this center has that ca-
pability of drawing a compromise. The
promise of nanotechnology to accel-
erate technological change has prompt-
ed some to advise caution while pur-
suing such rapid innovation without
first developing deep understanding of
where it might lead us. Advances in
stem cell research, cloning and geneti-
cally-modified organisms have left us
scrambling to make smart decisions
that will harness the great potential of
these fields, but also avoid potential
pitfalls or ethical disasters.

Mr. Chairman, we have discussed
these issues in the Committee on
Science. | can assure you there is una-
nimity on the issue of cloning amongst
the Committee on Science and | know
amongst this body. We do not want
human cloning, but there are ethical
questions being raised. This is what |
speak of, the need to have a body that
deals with these ethical considerations
in an important, smart, effective and
far-reaching way.

As nanotechnology emerges, | hope
we can be more proactive in guiding
smart policies and appropriate re-
search. Nanomachine particles or
biotech products can have potentially
devastating health or geopolitical con-
sequences if released into the atmos-
phere, either unintentionally or as a
new class of weapons. Manipulations of
biological systems can produce germs
or species that could jeopardize our
ecosystem.

Furthermore, there are even risks to
society that may stem from the good
outcomes of nanotechnology research.
Over the past decades we have seen a
troubling development with the have-
nots in our society finding themselves
on the wrong end of a technological di-
vide. As the Internet and other tech-
nologies are making many of our lives
so much easier and more productive,
change has not reached all of our com-
munities. There lies the need for such a
center.

Too many are missing out on the
tech revolution. These people are al-
ready fighting to keep up and compete
in school or in the workforce, and the
technological divide makes that fight
even harder. I do not want this next
step, nanotechnology, to divide us even
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further and to disadvantage hard-work-
ing, taxpaying Americans.

So there are numerous experts, think
tanks, the National Science Founda-
tion, the National Academy of
Sciences, that have all come together,
the Committee on Science, to ensure
we are moving forward.

I think it is important to have such
a center, Mr. Chairman, and | believe
that my colleagues, we can work to-
gether to move this concept of my
amendment along, a center that will
bring all these forces together and en-
sure that nanotechnology works for all
of America.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, | rise
in reluctant opposition to the amend-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, | share the commit-
ment of the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE) to ensuring that re-
search is conducted on the social and
ethical issues relating to nanotechnol-
ogy, but believe that this amendment
does not take the preferred approach.

Our committee has given this issue a
great deal of consideration, and we de-
cided rather than going to just one cen-
ter, but to fully integrate research on
the social, environmental and ethical
issues into the research being con-
ducted under the entire National Nano-
technology Initiative. This ensures
that social, ethical and environmental
implications research will be fully
grounded in the science of nanotech-
nology and that scientists conducting
nanotechnology research will be aware
of and be active participants in re-
search on the social and societal impli-
cations of their work.

The provisions were further strength-
ened in committee by amendments of-
fered by the gentleman from California
(Mr. SHERMAN) and the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. BELL).

The Jackson-Lee amendment is de-
rived from a provision contained in the
Senate bill that takes us in the oppo-
site direction. It creates a stand-alone
research center financed by the Na-
tional Science Foundation. Based on
our experience with the Human Ge-
nome Program, this will undermine our
effort to ensure that social, ethical and
environmental issues are part of the
fabric of each nanotechnology center
grant, and nearly guarantees that re-
search on important societal and eth-
ical concerns will not be relevant to or
influence the research actually being
conducted.

So rather than just focusing on one
center, we wanted to build it, weave it,
into the entire fabric.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BOEHLERT. | yield to the gen-
tlewoman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, | appreciate the chairman’s
concern about the amendment, but let
me make it perfectly clear that the
amendment does not replace the inte-
grated social-ethical research pro-
grams, as some have suggested. In-
stead, it protects that research by giv-
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ing it a home at NSF and demonstrates
to concerned citizens that these issues
are being addressed. So it compliments
what the gentleman is trying to do.

Mr. Chairman, | understand the gen-
tleman’s perspective of microman-
aging. The amendment ensures that re-
sults from embedded social sciences in-
tegrated into research centers are
widely disseminated and discussed.

While the gentleman was engaged in
the very collaborative effort on the
previous amendment, | too ask can we
draw some language that would at
least give us a place setting that talks
about, encourages, the need for such a
center, and then we can proceed with
the collaborative work of the agencies
as it proceeds through these bodies to
know that there is a place for such a
vehicle.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, re-
claiming my time, no, | am not pre-
pared to go that far, and | usually go
very far in trying to accommodate the
wishes of all the members of my com-
mittee, regardless of affiliation or posi-
tion on the dais.

But the fact of the matter is we have
made a conscious determination that
rather than focusing on one center we
are going to weave this into the entire
fabric of the whole nanotechnology ini-
tiative. For that reason, | think we
better address the issue.

Therefore, while I am reluctant to
oppose, | do oppose the gentlewoman’s
amendment.

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, 1| rise in
support of the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, | will paraphrase Will
Rogers, who said he never met a man
he didn’t like. | think it is pretty obvi-
ous that Ms. JACKSON-LEE, who is one
of the hardest workers that | know in
this Congress, never met an amend-
ment or a bill she could not upgrade
and she could not talk about and could
not suggest on. | think she stresses the
protection of societal and ethical
issues.

As | said in my opening statement, |
think it is important for the successful
development of nanotechnology that
potential problems be addressed from
the beginning in a straightforward and
open manner, and | think that is ex-
actly what the gentlewoman has done.
This is the amendment she requested,
and this is the time | think to look at
this amendment.

We are not going to burn the barn
down and run the cattle off if we do not
get every amendment we want. The
chairman has worked with us and tried
to help us. If there is any way to work
this out to something less than the re-
quest she made, this is the time to do
it.

Mr. Chairman, | would like to yield
to the chairman to get his feelings
about whether or not that can be done
or whether or not we have to simply
put it to a vote of the Congress.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HALL. | yield to the gentleman
from New York.
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Mr. BOEHLERT. Was it Will Rogers
that said | do not belong to an organi-
zation? No, never mind, | will not go
into that one.

The fact of the matter is we are in
general agreement on societal and eth-
ical concerns and we have to pay a lot
of attention to it, as we should. But I
am unwilling to say that we have to
devote an entire center to that one
subject area, when in fact we are ad-
dressing that need by asking all of the
centers or all of the research engaged
under the National Nanotechnology
Initiative to take into consideration
societal and ethical concerns.

So | think we are actually broad-
ening it in a way, without being so pre-
scriptive that says we have to have
brick and mortar in one location in
America, and that is the solution to
the problem.

| do not think that is the solution to
the problem. | think it is to energize
every single person who is operating
under a research grant under this Na-
tional Nanotechnology Initiative to be
ever-mindful of the societal and ethical
concerns.

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, reclaiming
my time, | thank the chairman for
that, and | yield back to the author to
make an answer.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, | thank the ranking mem-
ber. If | could, I would like to engage
the ranking member.

First of all, | think it is important
that we have had good debate. As |
said, the word is a big word, nanotech-
nology, so some of our constituents’
eyes may be glazed over. But it truly is
the kind of science that will impact
their day-to-day life.

This center deals with the questions
of workplace environment and edu-
cational issues, and so it is not nar-
rowly focused. As we start moving
quickly toward this whole idea of nano-
technology taking wings, and we begin
to translate these into lucrative prod-
ucts and it becomes more competitive
to get the hottest, cutting-edge re-
search into journals as researchers find
it necessary to push the envelope in
labs in order to get tenure, the ethical-
societal issues could become lost.

We know the thing, | think it is
called the thing, but the new roller, the
“it”” that has been discovered, where
you can move yourself around, these
are the kinds of technology | am talk-
ing about.

If 1 might say to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. HALL), we will go to con-
ference, and | would like to entertain
the idea of the gentleman’s support for
this amendment and working with this
idea in conference, and | believe that
we can be successful.

So | see the other gentleman is look-
ing to strike the last word. What | am
going to do is engage with him in a mo-
ment, but if | could discuss that a little
bit more after the gentleman from
California (Mr. HONDA) speaks, then |
will come to the floor if the gentleman
from California (Mr. HonNDA) would
yield me some time after he speaks.
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Mr. HONDA. Mr. Chairman, | move
to strike the requisite number of
words.

Mr. Chairman, this process of policy
making is very interesting. My back-
ground is teaching, and listening to the
rationale and arguments back and
forth has been very enlightening for
me. | think this is probably the best
way to create policy, having this kind
of an open debate. Quite frankly, 1
want to thank the chairman and the
ranking member for this opportunity
in this very, very important policy
that we are establishing here that the
President wants. | think that is what is
exciting about this whole thing.

In the development of this vast arena
of nanoscale technology, we know that
its pervasiveness and ubiquitousness,
its impact, is going to be greater than
the debate over Y2K, because we know
it will even create a greater umbrella
because of this kind of technology.

It seems to be very, very logical at
this point that we have one place
where people who are involved in all
aspects of nanoscale technology, from
medicine to the hard sciences, gather
together and gather information, think
about this, so that they can provide in-
formation, educate the public, utilizing
the current structure that is being de-
veloped right now through this bill.

So | would like to respectfully add
my voice in support for this amend-
ment in that we are expanding actually
the whole world in this very important
bill, and that we do this carefully and
cautiously, but with some forethought
that this debate is creating.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HONDA. | yield to the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, let
me observe here that | am not unwill-
ing to spend the taxpayers’ money for
a good reason, to support a wide range
of programs that provide for a better
lifestyle and improvement in our soci-
ety.
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But one of the reasons why our gov-
ernment is so big and so all-pervasive
is that we have a bill like this and we
say, nhow, we want everybody involved
in a national nanotechnology initiative
to be concerned about societal and eth-
ical concerns; and we want all of these
grants, and we want the grantees to
pay attention to that. Then we say, in
addition to that, we are going to build
this new center over here, and | do not
think we need the new center.

If we were silent on this very impor-
tant subject area in the rest of the bill,
then | would probably be jumping up
and down in support of the Jackson-
Lee amendment, but we are not silent.
We have had the whole history of our
committee deliberations, the whole
history of this floor debate, and con-
gressional intent is very important and
it is clear in our intent: we want to ad-
dress societal and ethical concerns. But
there are going to be a whole bunch of
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people financed by the Federal Govern-
ment saying that we do not need a
brand-new center to do it.

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HONDA. | yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, | would
say to the gentleman that | have as-
sured the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE) that we will give
her representation at conference, and |
have the greatest belief that the chair-
man will give us his ear during that
time and as much support as he feels is
justified at the time and under the cir-
cumstances. | am happy to do that for
the gentlewoman’s amendment.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HONDA. 1 yield to the gentle-
woman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, let me thank the ranking
member who indicated that he would
address this question on behalf of this
amendment in conference. It is an im-
portant concept. So | would like to, at
this time, Mr. Chairman, emphasize
that ethics must be part of science and
technology; and to ensure that hap-
pens, | ask unanimous consent to with-
draw this amendment at this time so
that we can pursue this in conference
and have the opportunity to do this on
behalf of the American people in the
right way so that science comes out
the right way and that we protect this
kind of science with the ethical and so-
cietal and educational concerns.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr.
OTTER). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentlewoman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, | move to
strike the last word.

Mr. Chairman, | support the Nano-
technology Research and Development
Act and applaud the gentleman from
California (Mr. HONDA), the gentleman
from New York (Mr. BOEHLERT), the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL), and
the committee for bringing this up.

This bill goes a long way with its
scholarship programs, with its multi-
departmental authorization, with an
increase in the authorized amount to
promote this really very important
area of research and development.

Now, it is curious that the floor
schedule here has tomorrow and Friday
reserved for discussion of the economic
stimulus plan. Let me suggest that
they are off by at least a day. The real
piece of economic stimulus legislation
that will be considered this week, that
will really stimulate the economy, is
right here before us today.

Now, make no mistake, that invest-
ment in research and development is
the single most effective way to pro-
vide for economic growth. Now, econo-
mists will argue about the amount of
return on investment in research and
development. They will say maybe it is
40 percent; maybe it is 60 percent.
Whatever it is, it is very good. We have
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all heard the figures, that half of the
U.S. economic growth over the past 5
decades has been due to advances in
technology. Nearly two-thirds of the
papers cited in recent patents were
published by researchers at organiza-
tions supported by Federal funds, and
that makes the point that there really
is a Federal role here; and that is why
we should be doing legislation such as
the nanotechnology act.

Investment in R&D has proved to be
one of the very best returns that we
can get on taxpayers’ money. And al-
though it is difficult to quantify the re-
turns, we know it is good. A small in-
vestment, in this case in small tech-
nology, will lead to very big payoffs.

And nanotechnology cuts across tra-
ditional academic disciplines. That is
one of the great appeals of this kind of
research. Providing for a next genera-
tion of imaging devices, for sensors, for
biological and chemical work, includ-
ing biological and chemicals weapons
work, to detect pathogens, to detect
weapons that might be used against us;
and smart materials that will be used
in everything from the Space Shuttle
to the bicycle.

In New Jersey we have recognized
this, and the State and industry are
making a significant investment in our
nanotechnology centers which have
been associated with Lucent and Bell
Labs. And this bill before us today in
Congress will help train the next gen-
eration of skilled workers to keep the
U.S. in the forefront of technology and
help stem the flow of research and de-
velopment centers to overseas loca-
tions.

So as we debate this week the best
way to have a strong economy, let me
say this will go a lot farther than any
of the tax cuts that have been pro-
posed. This will provide real growth,
growth in productivity, growth in edu-
cation. This is where we should be put-
ting our money, and | am pleased to
see the committee give its support to
this important technology. | think the
nanotechnology bill will lead to inno-
vation, to education, and to economic
growth. We should all get behind it.
SEQUENTIAL VOTES POSTPONED IN COMMITTEE

OF THE WHOLE

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 6 of rule XVIII, pro-
ceedings will now resume on those
amendments on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed in the fol-
lowing order: amendment No. 1 offered
by the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
BELL) and amendment No. 2 offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BELL.)

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes
the time for any electronic vote after
the first vote in this series.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. BELL

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The
pending business is the demand for a
recorded vote on amendment No. 1 of-
fered by the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. BELL) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which
the noes prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

the

The Clerk redesignated the amend-

ment.

RECORDED VOTE
The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. A re-

corded vote has been demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 209, noes 214,

not voting 11, as follows:

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Alexander
Allen
Andrews
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Ballance
Becerra
Bell
Bereuter
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd

Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carson (OK)
Case

Clay
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Cramer
Crowley
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
Delauro
Deutsch
Dicks
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doyle
Edwards
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans

Farr
Fattah
Filner

Ford

Frank (MA)
Frost
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green (TX)
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall
Harman

Aderholt
Akin
Bachus
Baker
Ballenger
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Bass
Beauprez
Biggert

[Roll No. 165]

AYES—209

Hastings (FL)
Hefley
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hoeffel
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley (OR)
Houghton
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
John
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
Kleczka
Kucinich
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lynch
Majette
Maloney
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
Mclintyre
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (VA)
Murtha
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)

NOES—214
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Bradley (NH)

Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (NC)
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Reyes
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sabo
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Sandlin
Schakowsky
Schiff
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sherman
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Spratt
Stark
Stenholm
Strickland
Stupak
Sweeney
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Towns
Turner (TX)
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Wexler
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn

Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burns
Burr
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
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Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Castle
Chabot
Chocola
Coble

Cole
Collins
Combest
Cox

Crane
Crenshaw
Cubin
Culberson
Cunningham
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeMint

Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.

Doolittle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Ehlers
Emerson
English
Everett
Feeney
Ferguson
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Fossella
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Goode
Goodlatte
Goss
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Gutknecht
Harris

Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hensarling

Carson (IN)
DelLay
Dingell
Gephardt

Herger
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hostettler
Hulshof
Hunter
Isakson
Istook
Janklow
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
King (1A)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk

Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
LaHood
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas (OK)
Manzullo
McCotter
McCrery
McHugh
Mclnnis
McKeon
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Osborne
Ose

Otter
Oxley

Paul
Pearce
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
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Pickering
Pitts

Platts
Pombo
Portman
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schrock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Tancredo
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Toomey
Turner (OH)
Upton
Vitter
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—11

Hyde

Issa

Miller, Gary
Reynolds

Rogers (Ml)
Tauzin
Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN PRO

TEMPORE

the CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr.
OTTER)(during the vote). The Chair will
announce there are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote.

Messrs.

TANCREDO,

BAKER,
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MURPHY,
QUINN,
BONILLA,

EVERETT,

WHITFIELD,

GARRETT,

BALLENGER and THOMAS and Mrs.
CUBIN and Mrs. KELLY changed their

vote from ‘“‘aye’ to ‘‘no.”
JOHN, Ms.

Mr.
and Mr.

ROYBAL-ALLARD,
MOLLOHAN changed their
vote from ‘““no”’ to ‘“‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. BELL

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The
pending business is the demand for a
recorded vote on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Texas
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(Mr. BELL) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which
the noes prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate the
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

RECORDED VOTE

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. A re-
corded vote has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. This
will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 207, noes 217,
not voting 10, as follows:

[Roll No. 166]

AYES—207
Abercrombie Harman Oberstar
Ackerman Hastings (FL) Obey
Alexander Hill Olver
Allen Hinchey Ortiz
Andrews Hinojosa Owens
Baca Hoeffel Pallone
Baird Holden Pascrell
Baldwin Holt Pastor
Ballance Honda Payne
Becerra Hooley (OR) Pelosi
Bell Hoyer Peterson (MN)
Berkley Inslee Pomeroy
Berman Israel Porter
Berry Jackson (IL) Price (NC)
Bishop (GA) Jackson-Lee Rahall
Bishop (NY) (TX) Ramstad
Blumenauer Jefferson Rangel
Boswell John Reyes
Boucher Johnson, E. B. Rodriguez
Boyd Jones (OH) Ross
Brady (PA) Kanjorski Rothman
Brown (OH) Kaptur Roybal-Allard
Brown, Corrine Kennedy (RI) Ruppersberger
Capps Kildee Rush
Capuano Kilpatrick Ryan (OH)
Cardin Kind Sabo
Cardoza Kleczka Sanchez, Linda
Carson (OK) Kucinich T.
Case Lampson Sanchez, Loretta
Clay Langevin Sanders
Clyburn Lantos Sandlin
Cole Larsen (WA) Schakowsky
Conyers Larson (CT) Schiff
Cooper Lee Scott (GA)
Costello Levin Scott (VA)
Cramer Lewis (GA) Serrano
Crowley Lipinski Sherman
Cummings Lofgren Skelton
Davis (AL) Lowey Slaughter
Davis (CA) Lucas (KY) Smith (WA)
Davis (FL) Lynch Snyder
Davis (IL) Majette Solis
Davis (TN) Maloney Spratt
DeFazio Markey Stark
DeGette Marshall Stenholm
Delahunt Matheson Strickland
DeLauro Matsui Stupak
Deutsch McCarthy (MO) Tancredo
Dicks McCarthy (NY) Tanner
Doggett McCollum Tauscher
Dooley (CA) McDermott Taylor (MS)
Doyle McGovern Thompson (CA)
Edwards Mcintyre Thompson (MS)
Emanuel McNulty Tierney
Engel Meehan Towns
Eshoo Meek (FL) Turner (TX)
Etheridge Meeks (NY) Udall (CO)
Evans Menendez Udall (NM)
Farr Michaud Van Hollen
Fattah Millender- Velazquez
Filner McDonald Visclosky
Ford Miller (NC) Waters
Frank (MA) Miller, George Watson
Frost Mollohan Watt
Gonzalez Moore Waxman
Gordon Moran (VA) Weiner
Green (TX) Murtha Wexler
Grijalva Nadler Woolsey
Gutierrez Napolitano Wu
Hall Neal (MA) Wynn

NOES—217
Aderholt Baker Bartlett (MD)
Akin Ballenger Barton (TX)
Bachus Barrett (SC) Bass

Beauprez
Bereuter
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Bradley (NH)
Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burns
Burr
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Castle
Chabot
Chocola
Coble
Collins
Combest
Cox
Crane
Crenshaw
Cubin
Culberson
Cunningham
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeMint
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Doolittle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Ehlers
Emerson
English
Everett
Feeney
Ferguson
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Fossella
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor

Carson (IN)
DeLay
Dingell
Gephardt

Gingrey
Goode
Goodlatte
Goss
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Gutknecht
Harris
Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hostettler
Houghton
Hulshof
Hunter
Isakson
Issa

Istook
Janklow
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
King (1A)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk

Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
LaHood
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas (OK)
Manzullo
McCotter
McCrery
McHugh
Mclnnis
McKeon
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle

Hyde

Miller, Gary
Reynolds
Rogers (MI)
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Osborne

Ose

Otter

Oxley

Paul

Pearce
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts

Platts
Pombo
Portman
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schrock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Smith (MlI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Sweeney
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Toomey
Turner (OH)
Upton
Vitter
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—10

Tauzin
Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN PRO

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr.
OTTER) (during the vote). The Chair
would advise there are 2 minutes left in

this vote.

TEMPORE
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So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Are
there any other amendments? If not,
is on the committee
in the nature of a sub-

the question
amendment

stitute, as amended.

The committee amendment
nature of a substitute, as amended, was

agreed to.

in the
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The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Under
the rule, the Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
QUINN) having assumed the chair, Mr.
OTTER, Chairman pro tempore of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 766) to provide for a
National Nanotechnology Research and
Development Program, and for other
purposes, pursuant to House Resolution
219, he reported the bill back to the
House with an amendment adopted by
the Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

Is a separate vote demanded on the
amendment to the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute
adopted by the Committee of the
Whole? If not, the question is on the
committee amendment in the nature of
a substitute.

The committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.
The question was taken; and the

Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, on
that | demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15-
minute vote will be followed by a series
of two 5-minute votes on motions to
suspend the rules postponed earlier
this afternoon.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 405, nays 19,
not voting 10, as follows:

[Roll No. 167]
YEAS—405

Abercrombie Blackburn Capuano
Ackerman Blumenauer Cardin
Aderholt Blunt Cardoza
Akin Boehlert Carson (OK)
Alexander Boehner Carter
Allen Bonilla Case
Andrews Bonner Castle
Baca Bono Chabot
Bachus Boozman Chocola
Baird Boswell Clay
Baker Boucher Clyburn
Baldwin Boyd Cole
Ballance Bradley (NH) Combest
Ballenger Brady (PA) Conyers
Barrett (SC) Brady (TX) Cooper
Bartlett (MD) Brown (OH) Costello
Barton (TX) Brown (SC) Cox
Bass Brown, Corrine Cramer
Beauprez Brown-Waite, Crane
Becerra Ginny Crenshaw
Bell Burgess Crowley
Bereuter Burns Culberson
Berkley Burr Cummings
Berman Burton (IN) Cunningham
Berry Buyer Davis (AL)
Biggert Calvert Davis (CA)
Bilirakis Camp Davis (FL)
Bishop (GA) Cantor Davis (IL)
Bishop (NY) Capito Davis (TN)
Bishop (UT) Capps Davis, Jo Ann
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Davis, Tom Kaptur
DeFazio Keller
DeGette Kelly
Delahunt Kennedy (MN)
DeLauro Kennedy (RI)
DeMint Kildee
Deutsch Kilpatrick
Diaz-Balart, L. Kind
Diaz-Balart, M. King (1A)
Dicks King (NY)
Doggett Kingston
Dooley (CA) Kirk
Doolittle Kleczka
Doyle Kline
Dreier Knollenberg
Dunn Kolbe
Edwards Kucinich
Ehlers LaHood
Emanuel Lampson
Emerson Langevin
Engel Lantos
English Larsen (WA)
Eshoo Larson (CT)
Etheridge Latham
Evans LaTourette
Farr Leach
Fattah Lee

Feeney Levin
Ferguson Lewis (CA)
Filner Lewis (GA)
Fletcher Lewis (KY)
Foley Linder
Forbes Lipinski
Ford LoBiondo
Fossella Lofgren
Frank (MA) Lowey
Frelinghuysen Lucas (KY)
Frost Lucas (OK)
Gallegly Lynch
Garrett (NJ) Majette
Gerlach Maloney
Gibbons Manzullo
Gilchrest Markey
Gillmor Marshall
Gingrey Matheson
Gonzalez Matsui
Goode McCarthy (MO)
Goodlatte McCarthy (NY)
Gordon McCollum
Goss McCotter
Granger McCrery
Graves McDermott
Green (TX) McGovern
Green (WI) McHugh
Greenwood Mclnnis
Grijalva Mclntyre
Gutierrez McKeon
Gutknecht McNulty
Hall Meehan
Harman Meek (FL)
Harris Meeks (NY)
Hart Menendez
Hastings (FL) Mica
Hastings (WA) Michaud
Hayes Millender-
Hayworth McDonald
Hensarling Miller (MI)
Herger Miller (NC)
Hill Mollohan
Hinchey Moore
Hinojosa Moran (KS)
Hobson Moran (VA)
Hoeffel Murphy
Hoekstra Murtha
Holden Myrick
Holt Nadler
Honda Napolitano
Hooley (OR) Neal (MA)
Houghton Nethercutt
Hoyer Ney
Hulshof Northup
Hunter Norwood
Inslee Nunes
Isakson Nussle
Israel Oberstar
Issa Obey
Istook Olver
Jackson (IL) Ortiz
Janklow Osborne
Jefferson Ose
Jenkins Otter

John Owens
Johnson (CT) Oxley
Johnson (IL) Pallone
Johnson, E. B. Pascrell
Johnson, Sam Pastor
Jones (NC) Payne
Jones (OH) Pearce
Kanjorski Pelosi
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Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Reyes
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (Ml)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Sandlin
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sessions
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stupak
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Turner (OH)
Turner (TX)
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Vitter

Walden (OR) Weiner Wilson (NM)
Walsh Weldon (FL) Wilson (SC)
Wamp Weldon (PA) Wolf
Waters Weller Woolsey
Watson Wexler Wu
Watt Whitfield Wynn
Waxman Wicker Young (AK)
NAYS—19

Cannon Flake Petri
Coble Franks (AZ) Royce
Collins Hefley Sensenbrenner
Cubin Hostettler Shadegg
Deal (GA) Miller (FL) Tancredo
Duncan Musgrave
Everett Paul

NOT VOTING—10
Carson (IN) Hyde Miller, George
DelLay Jackson-Lee Reynolds
Dingell (TX) Young (FL)
Gephardt Miller, Gary

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
QUINN) (during the vote). Members are
advised 2 minutes remain in this vote.
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Mr. TANCREDO changed his vote
from ““yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on motions to suspend the
rules previously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H. Con. Res. 53, as amended, by the
yeas and nays; and

H.R. 866, by the yeas and nays.

Postponed votes on H.R. 874 and
House Resolution 213 will be taken to-
morrow. The following votes will be
conducted as 5-minute votes.

———

AUTHORIZING USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR GREATER WASH-
INGTON SOAP BOX DERBY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 53,
as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
LATOURETTE) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the concurrent
resolution, H. Con. Res. 53, as amended,
on which the yeas and nays are or-
dered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 422, nays 0,
not voting 12, as follows:

[Roll No. 168]
YEAS—422
Abercrombie Akin Andrews
Ackerman Alexander Baca
Aderholt Allen Bachus

Baird
Baker
Baldwin
Ballance
Ballenger
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Bass
Beauprez
Becerra
Bell
Bereuter
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Bradley (NH)
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (OH)
Brown (SC)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burns
Burr
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carson (OK)
Carter
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chocola
Clay
Clyburn
Coble
Cole
Collins
Combest
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Cox
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DelLauro
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doolittle

Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr

Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes

Ford
Fossella
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris

Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger

Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden

Holt

Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Inslee
Isakson
Israel

Issa

Istook
Jackson (IL)
Janklow
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller

Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
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King (1A)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Lynch
Majette
Maloney
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCotter
McCrery
McGovern
McHugh
Mclnnis
Mclintyre
McKeon
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
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Platts Schiff Thomas
Pombo Schrock Thompson (CA)
Pomeroy Scott (GA) Thompson (MS)
Porter Scott (VA) Thornberry
Portman Sensenbrenner Tiahrt
Price (NC) Serrano Tiberi
Pryce (OH) Sessions Tierney
Putnam Shadegg Toomey
Quinn Shaw Towns
Radanovich Shays Turner (OH)
Rahall Sherman Turner (TX)
Ramstad Sh_erwood Udall (CO)
Rangel Shimkus udall (NM)
Regula Shuster Upton
Rehberg Simmons Van Hollen
Renzi Simpson Velazquez
Reyes Skelton Visclosk
: y

Rodriguez Slaughter Vitter
Rogers (AL) Smith (M) Walden (OR)
Rogers (KY) Smith (NJ) Walsh
Rogers (MI) Smith (TX)
Rohrabacher Smith (WA) Wamp
Ros-Lehtinen Snyder Waters
Ross Solis Watson
Rothman Souder Watt
Roybal-Allard Spratt Waxman
Royce Stark Weiner
Ruppersberger Stearns Weldon (FL)
Rush Stenholm Weldon (PA)
Ryan (OH) Strickland Weller
Ryan (WI) Stupak Wexler
Ryun (KS) Sullivan Whitfield
Sabo Sweeney Wicker
Sanchez, Linda Tancredo Wilson (NM)

T. Tanner Wilson (SC)
Sanchez, Loretta Tauscher Wolf
Sanders Tauzin Woolsey
Sandlin Taylor (MS) Wu
Saxton Taylor (NC) Wynn
Schakowsky Terry Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—12

Carson (IN) Jackson-Lee Miller, George
DeLay (TX) Reynolds
Dingell Kennedy (RI) Young (FL)
Gephardt McDermott
Hyde Miller, Gary

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members are advised 2 min-
utes remain in this vote.
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So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the concurrent resolution, as amended,
was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

WASTEWATER TREATMENT WORKS
SECURITY ACT OF 2003

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
QUINN). The pending business is the
question of suspending the rules and
passing the bill, H.R. 866.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
DUNCAN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 866, on
which the yeas and nays are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 413, nays 2,
not voting 19, as follows:

[Roll No. 169]
YEAS—413

Abercrombie Andrews Ballance
Ackerman Baca Ballenger
Aderholt Bachus Barrett (SC)
Akin Baird Bartlett (MD)
Alexander Baker Barton (TX)
Allen Baldwin Bass

Beauprez
Becerra
Bell
Bereuter
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Bradley (NH)
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (OH)
Brown (SC)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burns
Burr
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carson (OK)
Carter
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chocola
Clay
Clyburn
Coble
Cole
Collins
Combest
Cooper
Costello
Cox
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
Delauro
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English

Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr

Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes

Ford
Fossella
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris

Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger

Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden

Holt

Honda
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Inslee
Isakson
Israel

Issa

Istook
Jackson (IL)
Janklow
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller

Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind

King (1A)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos

Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Lynch
Majette
Maloney
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCotter
McCrery
McGovern
McHugh
Mclnnis
Mcintyre
McKeon
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
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Reyes Shimkus Tierney
Rodriguez Shuster Toomey
Rogers (AL) Simmons Towns
Rogers (KY) Simpson Turner (OH)
Rogers (Ml) Skelton Turner (TX)
Rohrabacher Slaughter Udall (CO)
Ros-Lehtinen Smith (M) Udall (NM)
Ross Smith (NJ) Upton
Rothman Smith (TX) Van Hollen
Roybal-Allard Smith (WA) Velazquez
Royce Snyder Visclosky
Ruppersberger Solis Vitter
Rush Souder
Ryan (OH) Spratt wg:gﬁn ©R)
Ryan (WI) Stark Wamp
Ryun (KS) Stearns Waters
Sabo Stenholm Watson
Sanchez, Linda Strickland
T. Stupak Watt
Sanchez, Loretta Sullivan Wa?<man
Sanders Sweeney Weiner
Saxton Tancredo Weldon (FL)
Schakowsky Tanner Weldon (PA)
Schiff Tauscher Weller
Schrock Tauzin Wexler
Scott (GA) Taylor (MS) Whitfield
Scott (VA) Taylor (NC) Wicker
Sensenbrenner Terry Wilson (NM)
Serrano Thomas Wilson (SC)
Sessions Thompson (CA) Wolf
Shaw Thompson (MS)  Woolsey
Shays Thornberry Wu
Sherman Tiahrt Wynn
Sherwood Tiberi Young (AK)
NAYS—2
Flake Paul
NOT VOTING—19
Carson (IN) Hyde Miller, George
Conyers Jackson-Lee Norwood
DeLay (TX) Reynolds
Dingell Kennedy (RI) Sandlin
Gephardt McCarthy (MO) Shadegg
Hooley (OR) McDermott Young (FL)
Hunter Miller, Gary

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members are advised that 2
minutes remain in this vote.
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So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 898

Mr. CARSON of Oklahoma. Mr.
Speaker, | ask unanimous consent to
have my name removed as a cosponsor
of H.R. 898.

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

There was no objection.

———
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

———

IN HONOR OF EDWARD LAGE, JR.
ON THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF
HIS PUBLIC SERVICE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.
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Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Speak-
er, | rise this afternoon to recognize an
outstanding Oregonian and public serv-
ant on the occasion of the 50th anniver-
sary of his service to the Pine Grove
Fire Department. Friends and col-
leagues of Edward Riddell Lage, Jr.
will soon observe the passage of the
half-century milestone in which he has
helped protect the lives and property of
his fellow citizens. Like each of them,
I stand in awe of Eddie’s remarkable
dedication to others. | take great pride
in adding my voice to the chorus of Or-
egonians who have expressed gratitude
for his many contributions to his com-
munity.

Mr. Speaker, Eddie Lage is a fourth-
generation farmer who was born July
28, 1936, into a well-respected Oregon
farm family. As a young man, he joined
the all-volunteer Pine Grove Fire De-
partment on May 12, 1953, beginning
what would come to be a lifetime spent
in community service. Eddie’s fellow
volunteers describe him as a tireless
and faithful firefighter with a near per-
fect record of attendance at drills and
other meetings. This commitment
would ultimately be rewarded with Ed-
die’s appointment as fire chief as well
as to a position on the department’s
board of directors. He remains a fixture
among the community’s volunteer fire-
fighters, inspiring them with his self-
less dedication to others. Perhaps most
remarkably, he has no plans to give
himself a well-deserved rest.

Eddie exemplifies the spirit of vol-
unteerism and good citizenship, and
the Oregonians he helps keep safe owe
him a tremendous debt of gratitude. In
addition to his service on the Pine
Grove Fire Department, he has also
served as a member of the National Ski
Patrol for 25 years, as well as the Crag
Rats, an outfit in the Columbia Gorge
that rescues climbers from nearby Mt.
Hood. If there is an organization dedi-
cated to helping Oregonians in their
hour of need, chances are that Eddie is
a member of that organization. As with
his service as a volunteer firefighter,
the work he has done as a rescuer has
been totally without pay. The satisfac-
tion of helping others is the only com-
pensation that he desires.

Mr. Speaker, Eddie Lage has served
as a board member and past president
of the Washington/Oregon Canning
Pear Association, where he advocated
on behalf of his fellow Northwest or-
chardists. Eddie has also served the
young people of his area, donating his
time and energy to helping ensure
bright futures for those who come after
him.
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He has been active with the Boy
Scouts of America and served as a
member of the Columbia Pacific Coun-
cil. He has held the role of an advisory
member of the Future Farmers of
America; and perhaps most admirably,
Eddie served for 8 years as a member of
the Oregon National Guard, proudly
wearing the uniform of these United
States.
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Eddie Lage personifies the well-
trained and highly motivated public
servant who is dedicated to the protec-
tion of his community. He has sac-
rificed his time, risked his life, endured
discomfort, and shouldered tremendous
burdens for no other reason than his
commitment to others.

Mr. Speaker, most of us spend our
lives hoping that we will leave the
world a better place than we found it.
Eddie Lage need not entertain such a
hope. In his case, it has long since been
fulfilled. 1 am grateful for Eddie’s devo-
tion to his fellow citizens. | am hon-
ored to represent such a fine man in
the United States Congress and to call
him a friend.

——————

THE FORGOTTEN EXODUS: JEWISH
REFUGEES FROM ARAB LANDS

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, as
Israel and Palestine take steps towards
peace and as President Bush and the
State Department released the road
map for peace in the Middle East, |
would like to draw attention to an im-
portant issue in the peace process. The
issue of refugees is widely regarded as
one of the most contentious aspects of
the Arab-Israeli dispute.

However, up until now the debate has
focused primarily on the plight of Pal-
estinian refugees and the question of
the right of return. Mr. Speaker, it is
critical that future peace negotiations
and discussions, specifically on the
rights of refugees, address both sides of
the issue, both Arab and Jewish. Many
people do not realize that during the
years following the establishment of
the State of Israel, more Jews than
Arabs became refugees. It is estimated
that over 900,000 Jews were stripped of
their property and expelled from Arab
nations. Approximately 600,000 refugees
were absorbed and assimilated by
Israel, and the remaining 300,000 fled to
other nations, including the United
States and Canada.

At a time, Mr. Speaker, when Jews
face severe persecution, economic dep-
rivation, discrimination, and expulsion
from Arab lands, Jews turn to Israel as
a place to begin their lives anew. Israel
opened her arms and welcomed the ref-
ugees, granting Arab Jews citizenship
and welcoming them into Israeli soci-
ety. Jews in Arab nations were forced
to forfeit the lives they had worked so
hard to achieve, to abandon their
homes and livelihoods. They had to
turn their backs on centuries of Jewish
history, culture, and community. They
had to leave behind schools, syna-
gogues, hospitals, and businesses, all
without compensation and all con-
fiscated by the various Arab govern-
ments.

However, the fact that Israel chose to
absorb and assimilate the refugees
from Arab nations does not lessen the
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fact that they were all expelled or oth-
erwise compelled to leave their home-
lands.

I have personally spoken with several
of my colleagues in Congress about this
often-forgotten aspect of the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict. They agree on the
importance of holding a congressional
hearing on this subject and the need to
educate Members of Congress and to
ensure that they and the public are in-
formed of the issues at stake and the
sacrifices made by Jews from Arab
lands when they were forced to leave
their homes and countries.

Mr. Speaker, Congress cannot con-
tinue to be silent on the plight of Jew-
ish refugees. It is critical that Congress
address this issue while the refugees
are still alive. By doing so, we can en-
sure that justice for Jewish refugees
assumes its rightful place in the de-
bate. And this must be done while we
can still address their rights as vic-
tims.

——

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

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——

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

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

——
SUPPORTING THE TROOPS

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. Mr. Speaker, along
with nearly all Americans, | felt a
great sense of pride at the competence
and skill displayed by our military in
Afghanistan and Iraqg. It was extremely
gratifying to see nearly all Americans
united behind our troops. Even though
all did not agree with the idea behind
the war, at least they supported the
troops.

Over the last several months, a num-
ber of communities in my district pro-
vided meals for military personnel
being transported across Nebraska.
That is not a big deal, but this spirit of
support was really a rebirth of a
project called the North Platte Can-
teen. The North Platte Canteen’s his-
tory is as follows: just 10 days after the
Japanese bombed Pearl Harbor, North
Platte, Nebraska, residents learned
that on December 17, 1941, Company D,
Nebraska National Guard troops, were
scheduled to travel through North
Platte aboard a military train. Accord-
ing to sources, that train could pos-
sibly make a stop in North Platte on
its way to the west coast. So nobody
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knew because of secrecy whether they
were coming or not.

Because of the secrecy, it was un-
known when the train would actually
stop in North Platte, but hundreds of
family members from the area came
out with food, Christmas gifts, and bas-
kets of fruit to celebrate the troop
train’s arrival. When the train finally
arrived, the Nebraska troops were not
aboard. Instead, it was Company D, the
Kansas National Guard troops who
were heading west.

The crowd was disappointed but ral-
lied around the Kansas troops, gave
them the gifts and food that they had
prepared for the Nebraska National
Guard and sent them on their way. The
very next day, Rae Wilson of North
Platte contacted the local newspaper
to suggest that the community open a
local canteen to meet the troop trains
traveling in either direction across the
United States. With this humble sug-
gestion, the North Platte Canteen was
born.

The North Platte Canteen met every
troop train that stopped in North
Platte from Christmas Day, 1941, to
April 1, 1946, 5 years. While the volun-
teers never knew when the trains
would be coming through because of
national security, they were always
there to serve the military personnel
going off to war.

The canteen served approximately 6
million members of the Armed Forces
at the North Platte Canteen in the
Union Pacific Railroad station in
North Platte. So that really con-
stituted probably three-fourths to 80
percent of the total military personnel
in the United States Army at that
time.

There were approximately 55,000 vol-
unteers from nearly 125 communities
who helped to feed the troops that
traveled through North Platte. It is es-
timated that 23 trains a day traveled
through the community carrying be-
tween 2,000 and 5,000 troops each day. It
is also estimated that the troops each
month consumed 40,000 cookies, 30,000
hard-boiled eggs, 6,500 doughnuts, 4,000
loaves of bread, 3,000 pounds of meat,
450 pounds of butter, 1,350 pounds of
coffee, 1,200 quarts of ice cream and on
and on and on. And this was done at a
time when gasoline and food items
were rationed. The majority of the
items were donated to the effort, as the
North Platte Canteen did not receive
any Federal or any government assist-
ance of any kind.

Individual volunteers also helped to
get cards, letters, and phone calls to
family and friends of the service per-
sonnel when they stopped in North
Platte. The volunteers wrote the notes
and made the phone calls to loved ones
to let them know that the soldier that
they were interested in was doing well.

This week | introduced a resolution
honoring the outstanding efforts of the
individuals and communities involved
with the North Platte Canteen in
North Platte, Nebraska, during World
War Il. This is, | think, an example of
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the spirit of cooperation that we cur-
rently see across our country for our
troops; and it just shows what can be
done when partisanship is set aside,
when everyone is united in one pur-
pose. And these people, members of our
greatest generation, are now dis-
appearing very quickly. So I think it is
important that we recognize their con-
tribution at this time because many of
them in 2 years, 5 years, 10 years from
now will not be around. So their ex-
traordinary act of generosity and serv-
ice to the country, | believe, needs to
be recognized; and | urge support of
this resolution.
————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

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

——

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

—

HATE CRIMES LEGISLATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, we are
all part of a larger community. If the
rights of one are endangered, then ev-
eryone’s rights are endangered. That is
why we must be concerned that across
the country incidents of hate crimes
continue to rise. The San Francisco
Bay area, my own backyard, reported
more than 357 hate crimes last year.
This is up from 317 in the year 2001.
Last fall a transgender teenager, a 17-
year-old, from Silicon Valley was mur-
dered by four acquaintances. Earlier
this month, the body of a 30-year-old
bisexual man was found buried in a
shallow grave in Monterey County.

We must stop this. We must work for
tougher legislation to protect those
targeted for hate crimes. And we can
do this by passing a Federal hate
crimes law to protect all Americans.
No one in America should live in fear
because of his or her ethnic back-
ground, religious affiliation, gender,
disability, or sexual preference. That is
why it is important to pass meaningful
hate crimes legislation and pass it now.
We need to strengthen our existing
laws to protect people against all hate
crimes. We must send a message to all
Americans that hateful behavior is
wrong and will not be tolerated in our
Nation. Our law enforcement officials
need vigorous tools to fight and pros-
ecute hate crimes because existing
Federal law is inadequate.

That is why | have been, and will
continue to be, a strong supporter of
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the gentleman from Michigan’s (Mr.
CONYERS) Local Law Enforcement Hate
Crimes Prevention Act. With this bill,
for the first time under Federal law,
sexual orientation, gender, and dis-
ability would be added to the list of
categories covered by Federal civil
rights laws. In addition, Mr. Speaker,
it would expand Federal civil rights
laws to allow prosecution of hate
crimes even if the event did not occur
during a federally protected activity
such as while voting or attending
school. Also, the hate crimes bill would
expand the circumstances under which
the Federal Government could offer as-
sistance to State and local govern-
ments to help prosecute these crimes.

Last Congress we had 208 bipartisan
co-sponsors on this bill. This Congress
we need to pass it into law. The Repub-
lican leadership has cast this bill aside.
That is unacceptable. We have another
chance in the 108th Congress, and | will
continue to work with the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) until this
bill is passed into law.

Congress must make it clear that
there is no room for personal attacks
and bigotry in the United States of
America. We are all part of a greater
community, and we will only be pro-
tected from hate crimes when all our
neighbors are protected from hate
crimes.

———
THE MATRICULA CONSULAR

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

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, every
year or so for the last several years
there has been an attempt to bring
something before the body and, in fact,
it has come before the body and it is
referred to as amnesty, sometimes an
extension of 245(i), or that is the tech-
nical way of explaining it. But none-
theless, it is always a process, a desire
on the part of people here and maybe
even in the administration to grant
amnesty to people who are living here
illegally, that is, to reward people who
have broken our laws by coming into
the United States without our permis-
sion. It is a bad idea, and so far the
Congress of the United States has
failed to go along with it, thank good-
ness.

So what has happened in the last sev-
eral months really is that a new tactic
has been applied here, a new strategy
has been developed. Unfortunately, I
think even with the agreement of the
administration, something else is hap-
pening in order to accomplish exactly
the same thing. Instead of now passing
a bill through the House of Representa-
tives simply granting amnesty to ev-
eryone who is living here illegally and
rewarding them for that behavior,
there is another thing that is going on,
and what is happening is this: foreign
nations hand out to their nationals
something called the Matricula Con-
sular. That is what it is referred to by
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the State Department and by our gov-
ernment.

0 1600

It is acard. It is an 1.D. card. Foreign
governments now have every right to
give their nationals any kind of identi-
fication that they want to. But what is
odd and what has happened in the last
several months is that the government
of Mexico has charged its consular offi-
cials here in the United States with the
responsibility of going out and actually
lobbying State and local governments
to get them to accept this matricula
consular card from their nationals who
are living here illegally, because, of
course, that card has only one purpose.
If you are in the United States of
America, if you are a national from a
foreign country who is here and if you
are here legally, you have some docu-
mentation to that effect. We have
given you a green card. We have given
you a passport. Whatever it is, you
have documentation from the United
States that you are here legally.

If you are here illegally, you need
some sort of identification, and that is
what this card provides. Recognizing
that, and recognizing that they cannot
get amnesty through the Congress,
they have begun to go to State and
local governments all over the United
States, lobbying them to get them to
accept this card.

They have done it to the banking in-
dustry, and the banks have been all too
happy to go along with it, looking at
their bottom line, looking at profits,
even over the security of the Nation,
because there is nothing secure about
these cards. There is no way to guar-
antee that the person holding the card
is who in fact that card says he is. In
fact, we have already arrested people in
this country carrying three or four of
these identification cards. Their pic-
ture is on them, but different names on
each card. They are easily fraudulently
developed.

So the idea that they have some sort
of advantage because they have a se-
cure card is ridiculous. Beyond that, it
is again attempting to do exactly the
same thing we did not do in the Con-
gress, and that is to give everybody
amnesty. Because if you can use this
matricula consular card to obtain bank
accounts, to get your Kkids in school, to
get housing from the housing authority
in their area, get your driver’s license,
get your library card, everything that
a citizen of this country can use their
own identification for, if you can do
that using this matricula consular card
given to you by a foreign government,
then of course there is no reason to ac-
tually push for amnesty. You will have
achieved it. Everyone living in the
United States of America illegally, up
to 20 million people, will have this card
given to them by their government.

By the way, it is now just Mexico and
Honduras and | think there are five
other countries in South and Central
America providing this card now. What
is to say that other countries would
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not demand exactly the same thing
from the United States? Why would the
government of Syria not say that they
are going to give people living here in
the United States illegally this card?
How would we tell them that they can-
not do that or we will not accept it?
Not only that, we have found the ad-
ministration, just a little bit ago, we
found the regs that have been promul-
gated by the Department of Treasury
now allow the banks to accept these
cards. So our own administration, our
own government is in league with the
governments of these foreign countries
who have given these cards to their na-
tionals living illegally in the United
States. Our own government is helping
these people violate our own laws. That
is the truth of the matter. That is an
abomination, and that is something we
should not allow to go forward.
——

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HENSARLING). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. LIPINSKI) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(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 Minnesota (Mr. GuUT-
KNECHT) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GUTKNECHT addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

—————

REJECT UNFAIR REPUBLICAN TAX
CUTS

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

Mr. WYNN. Mr. Speaker, now that we
have declared victory over lIraq, the
country’s attention will turn once
again to important domestic priorities.
Unfortunately, we find our economy in
a great slump.

The President and my Republican
colleagues come before you with a pro-
gram that | believe is woefully inad-
equate, because all they have done is
trot out their all-purpose solution to
domestic problems: More tax cuts. |
would say to my Republican colleagues
that was then, this is now.

In the year 2000, we had a surplus, a
$5.6 billion surplus. At that time, then-
Governor George Bush said he wanted
to give the surplus back to the tax-
payers and invigorate the economy. I
would suggest that the economy has
not been invigorated. Two years later
millions have lost their jobs and we are
looking at deficits of $2 trillion going
forth over the next 10 years.

So the question Americans should
ask is, why do they want to cut taxes
now if the rationale for the tax cut in
2001 was that we had a surplus? We do
not have a surplus today. We have huge
deficits today. We also have a war
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against terrorism and a homeland secu-
rity program to fund.

Reducing government resources at a
time of war against lrag and a war
against terrorism just does not make
sense. It is kind of like George Bush
said when he was running for Presi-
dent, “It is fuzzy math.”

In the year 2001, President Bush
passed through his tax cut, $1.3 tril-
lion, saying it would stimulate the
economy. Again, 2 years later, eco-
nomic growth stands at a mere 1 per-
cent, compared to the 4 percent growth
from 1996 to 2000 during the Clinton ad-
ministration.

Additionally, despite President
Bush’s promise in his 2001 tax cut that
he would invigorate the economy, 2.7
million Americans have lost their jobs.
The stock market has lost about 40
percent of its value, roughly $7 trillion.

The tax cut program did not work.
Their all-purpose solution just does not
cut it. But that did not deter my con-
servative colleagues. This week on the
House floor we will hear more of the
same. We have the Bush tax cut, and
now we have the tax cut of the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. THOMAS).

Originally the Bush plan would pro-
vide a tax cut of $27,000 for households
earning more than $1 million a year.
The top 5 percent would receive 64 per-
cent of all the tax cut breaks. That
seems pretty bad. But along comes the
Thomas tax bill that we are going to
consider this week. It is even more un-
fair. According to the Brookings Insti-
tute analysis, the average tax cut of-
fered under the Thomas proposal for
households earning more than $1 mil-
lion would be, get this, $43,000 for peo-
ple earning more than $1 million a
year. The top 5 percent of American
households would get 75 percent of the
tax cut.

So when they tell you the tax cut is
for everybody, do not buy it. It is clear-
ly a tax cut for the rich. When you give
the Republicans these numbers, they
say okay, we are giving a tax cut to
the rich, but the rich create jobs and
the jobs will trickle down. Remember,
that was then, this is now. The tax cuts
in 2001, $1.3 trillion, did not invigorate
the economy, did not create jobs. Peo-
ple in fact lost jobs. Tax cuts for the
wealthy do not stimulate the economy.

Let me talk a little bit about why it
is even more unfair. They make the tax
cuts for the wealthy permanent. Re-
member that 75 percent goes to the
wealthy. Those are permanent. When it
comes to the child care tax credit that
could benefit working Americans, what
happens? Well, the child care tax credit
drops from $1,000 in 2005 to $700 in 2006,
and after 2006 the child care tax credit
is phased out, so working Americans
get nothing.

The same thing with small business.
My Republican colleagues say, well, we
will make the dividend tax cut for the
very wealthy permanent, but the small
business tax cuts and tax breaks to
provide more deductions for small busi-
nesses and help them expand and cre-
ate jobs, they phase out after 5 years.
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After 5 years,
nothing.

Now, there is another element to this
issue, and that is called State aid.
What is happening here is the Federal
Government is just passing along tax
increases to the States. They say ‘“‘we
are cutting your taxes.” But what hap-
pens when the States do not have
enough money, as is the case now?
They cut Medicaid, they cut child care
subsidies, they cut education. So that
means what, either you lose programs
at the State level, or you get a tax in-
crease at the State level, while the Re-
publicans tell you we are giving a tax
cut to the very wealthy at the Federal
level.

We Democrats believe that if we
want to stimulate this economy we do
a couple of things. We give money di-
rectly to the American working class.
Second, we give money to the States so
they can hire people, build roads, im-
prove our infrastructure. That is how
you create jobs.

There is a consensus among econo-
mists that this tax plan will not work.
I think this dog will not hunt. | think
we need to reject the Republican pro-
posal this week.

——

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

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

———

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

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

———

SUPPORT THE JOBS AND GROWTH
TAX ACT OF 2003

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

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to support H.R. 2, the President’s
Jobs and Growth Tax Act of 2003. There
is no need for further debate on this
bill: America needs economic stimulus,
and it needs it now. Congress cannot
stand on the sidelines while too many
of our fellow citizens cannot find work
or are on the verge of being laid off.
That is why | support the Jobs and
Growth Tax Act of 2003.

This important legislation will help
expand business investment by elimi-
nating the double tax on corporate in-
come. This plan encourages invest-
ments that help small businesses grow.
I believe more tax relief means more
jobs.

Small businesses are becoming more
and more important to the Nation’s
overall business activity. They create
the majority of new jobs and account

small businesses get
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for half the economy’s private output.
For this reason, this package gives
small businesses the ability to imme-
diately expense up to $75,000 instead of
the current write-off of $25,000 for cap-
ital purchases. This encourages small
businesses to buy technology, machin-
ery and other equipment that they
need to expand and meet the needs of
their consumers.

The Flower Mound Chamber in my
district expressed their support of the
provision since they have over 725 com-
panies that will be able to benefit.
These small businesses in my district
will receive a tax cut of at least $2,000
each, money that can be used to hire
additional workers, boost current
workers’ pay or reinvest in their com-
pany. Any amount of money that a
small business can save today will re-
sult in business growth and develop-
ment in the years to come.

The Jobs and Growth Tax Act will
create at least 1 million jobs by the end
of 2004, according to the Heritage
Foundation.

With the increase in the child tax
credit and elimination of the marriage
penalty, with those savings an addi-
tional 300,000 jobs will be created.

Over the recent district work period,
I conducted 10 town hall meetings in
my district. At almost every event con-
stituents asked about the economy and
asked about tax cuts for stimulus.
Many out-of-work or underemployed
people begged for relief soon. We can-
not let these Americans down.

Also, May marks the month hundreds
of students will graduate from local
colleges and universities and from the
two universities in my district. These
young people, having completed their
education, will enter the job market
eager to contribute. We owe it to fu-
ture generations to stimulate our econ-
omy now to ensure that jobs are avail-
able in the future.

————
ISSUES AFFECTING AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. KINGSTON) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, | am
certainly proud to be here this after-
noon, and wanted to talk some about
the issues that we are facing here in
Washington.

I am proud to say that while the na-
tional news has really focused, and
rightfully so, on the war in lIraq, the
House has not only supported our mili-
tary efforts, but we have been working
on a very good, pro-growth, pro-jobs
domestic agenda. We have a good jobs
package that will be voted on this
week, we have passed a good energy
bill, we have passed a good education
bill, and we will be working on a Medi-
care reform bill very soon. So | am op-
timistic about the things that the
House has been doing.

We hear a lot of partisan politics and
a lot of bashing. | guess one of the
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things that is frustrating to me is that
while we hear people, as one of the pre-
vious speakers was talking about tax
breaks for the wealthy, and that just
seems to be the Democrat buzz phrase
for hatred and division in society, what
I have been curious about is tear down
somebody else’s policy or plan, if you
want to, but offer your own.

It is always curious, we do not hear
too many alternatives from the other
party. | say, look, hey, this floor is the
great hall of debate. Whether you are
liberal or conservative, urban or rural,
bring your ideas to the floor. Offer
your ideas in the form of amendments.
Offer your ideas in the form of legisla-
tion, and let us see what we can do.
Bring the best of the Democrats, the
best of the Republicans, together to do
what is best for America.

It is always disappointing when you
hear people just attack legislation
when it is clear they have not even
read the bill. Yet on the other hand,
Mr. Speaker, you cannot take the poli-
tics out of politics, so what the heck,
let us just move on with it.

Mr. Speaker, | want to talk a little
bit about the war in Iraq. | have to
continuously brag about the 3rd Infan-
try Division in Hinesville, Georgia,
Fort Stewart. | am wearing their patch
on my lapel, which was given to me by
the wives organizations down there. |
am very proud of what they did. We fol-
lowed them up the Euphrates River as
they marched on to Baghdad.

O 1615

Also, Mr. Speaker, I am glad to say
that | have had more constituents in
the last month sleep in Saddam Hus-
sein’s palace than | have who have
eaten in French restaurants. That is
probably going to continue to be the
case as the months and weeks pass by.

But in terms of the mission in lIraq,
liberating Iraqg, one of the things that
we have had in Congress is many
former Iraqi citizens who have come to
seek refuge in the United States of
America, many women. And these are
women whose fathers or brothers were
abducted, sisters and cousins, and for
very small offenses, such as starting
peace movements or protesting this or
that. And they lived under the oppres-
sion of Saddam Hussein’s regime. And
it was a common practice that if he
had a critic he would take their wife or
their daughter and videotape sexual
abuses of them and show it back to the
male members of the family and say,
get in line, get behind our program, or
we will continue it. What a harsh way
to deal with enemies.

We are, of course, finding mass
graves. Amnesty International, which
is not exactly a pro-American organi-
zation, estimated that there are any-
where between 70,000 and 150,000 lraqis
who have disappeared, unaccounted for,
the highest number of any nation in
the world. And now we are seeing these
mass graves and trying to identify the
loved ones of the Iraqi people.

But all of these folks have told us
over and over again, we need an outside
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force to liberate us; we cannot do it
from within. That liberation has come.
From the left we heard all kinds of
criticism during the war: well, the war
is just going to be a blood bath, thou-
sands and thousands of people on both
sides will be killed. Yet, this was one of
the first, probably the first war in his-
tory where the regime was removed
with as little damage as possible to the
citizens. And that is very important,
because ordinarily we go in and we
wipe out a country as a way of remov-
ing the regime. In this case, histori-
cally, we were able to remove the re-
gime with almost a surgical removal
rather than just blowing up everything
and everybody.

Now, there was collateral damage,
but very minimal compared to other
wars in the past. The people there,
again, have responded very, very posi-
tively; and the liberation has begun.
But unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, we
cannot just add water and have a de-
mocracy overnight. Many people now
on the left are saying, well, it is going
to be a long time. Well, there are na-
tions in this world who do not want us
to succeed. Unfortunately, many of
them are democratic nations them-
selves who seem to be a constant
thorn, a constant critic. But we want
democracy, frankly, in all of the Mid-
dle Eastern countries, personally
speaking. But | think it is very impor-
tant to try to achieve that right now in
Iraq, and we are moving in that direc-
tion. Who should rebuild it? Well, the
U.N. again, not exactly a good catalyst
for peace in Iraq, an organization that
has spent a lot of time criticizing
America.

Incidentally, Mr. Speaker, | do not
know if my colleagues have heard, but
last Friday at the U.N., the food work-
ers union went on strike; and they
went on strike and closed down the caf-
eteria during Friday at lunch, and so
some supervisor at the U.N. said, well,
we are going to open up the cafeteria.
Guess what happened? All of these high
and mighty U.N. people decided to have
a run on the cafeteria. They looted the
food, they looted the wine, they even
stole the silverware, and the damages
and the food loss is anywhere from
$7,000 to $9,000. These are supposed to
be the people who have been criticizing
America. That was reported by the
Washington Times. So much for U.N.
foolishness. It is probably in line with
everything else.

But if we would look at what the
U.N. has done for Kosovo, we have been
out of it; and officially there has been
peace there since March 23, 4 years ago.
Well, pre-war Kosovo used to export
electricity. Now they have to have
every 4 hours a mandatory blackout,
rolling blackouts where they have to
turn off all of their electricity for 2
hours. That is Kosovo under U.N. re-
building. Elections, supposed to be free
elections; and yet under the U.N. man-
date, one has to have 30 percent of the
candidates be women. Now, maybe it
should be 100 percent. Maybe it is some

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

other formula. But in a free country,
you let the people, the electorate de-
cide; you do not have some U.N. bu-
reaucrat sitting in New York man-
dating the quota for Kosovo.

Also in Kosovo under the U.N., inter-
preters are paid $300 and $400 and $500 a
week, whereas former business people
are paid $100 a week. The economy has
not turned around at all. One of the
reasons is the U.N. is not supporting
the concept of private property and pri-
vate investment and insurance and
things that are fundamental to invest-
ment in an economy. The U.N. has not
done a good job of that. So | think the
U.N.’s role in terms of lIrag, they
should be there for humanitarian as-
sistance, should be there to com-
plement the U.S. efforts; but | do not
think they are any kind of organiza-
tion that can lead.

I frankly believe, Mr. Speaker, that
it is time that the U.S. Congress has
some hearings on the U.N. We pick up
25 percent of their tab. And yet, if you
ask the people of America should we
still be involved in it, I do not think
they would pass muster, if we threw it
out to the American electorate. | do
not want to throw the U.N. out, and |
do not want to give up on them vyet;
but | do think they are in dire, dire
need of some reforms.

We are going to be talking about our
jobs bill and we have been joined by the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MARIO
Di1Aaz-BALART), and he has been a very
hardworking freshman Member of this
body who has worked to help create
jobs in south Florida as well as the rest
of the country. | would certainly be
honored to yield any time to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MARIO DIAZ-
BALART), if he wants to talk about Iraq
or the jobs bill or whatever else is on
his mind.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, | thank the gen-
tleman from Georgia. Before | say any-
thing else, | think it is important to
once again commend the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. KINGSTON). | recall
his words before the war talking about
the importance of liberating the people
of lraqg and how frustrated | think
many in this country and the gen-
tleman was by the reaction of some of
the extreme left that was really just
denigrating really the Iraqgi people,
saying that they could not be free, say-
ing that they did not want to be free,
saying that they were not going to wel-
come the liberating troops. And the
gentleman was very clear then, and he
continues to be very clear; and | want
to thank him for that. It is amazing
how common sense does prevail.

The gentleman was just mentioning
that now that the left has to admit
that the people of Iraq deserve to be
free, wanted to be free, deserve to be
free, now they are saying, well, democ-
racy is going to be very difficult. | can
tell my colleagues one thing: it is not
going to be as difficult as it would have
been if Saddam Hussein were still
there. So | think it is once again the
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brave men and women of the United
States Armed Forces, who put their
lives on the line, once again, to protect
our freedoms, to protect our liberties,
and to liberate a people who have been
suffering for a generation, who deserve
our thanks and our praise.

I think our President deserves our
thanks and our praise for his leader-
ship, for the way that he has shown
steadfast leadership. | think we all
must admire his convictions and his
love for freedom. And | think the lIraqi
people as well as the American people
are so much better off, because we have
gotten rid of, through our armed serv-
ices, those brave young men and
women and the leadership of our Presi-
dent have gotten rid of a dictator who
was a threat not only to the Iraqgi peo-
ple and to the region, but clearly a
grave threat to the American people.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, the in-
teresting thing is we hear from some
people, well, we should not interfere in
Iraq. It is like oh, yes, these people de-
serve to be oppressed and put down,
and they do not deserve freedom; and
now that they have been liberated, we
are hearing the same people saying,
well, democracy will not work, as if
they are intellectually challenged, that
they cannot handle it. | wish these peo-
ple would just for one time turn their
wrath on France, just for the day, just
for the day and say, maybe France
should not have issued a passport to
Saddam Hussein and his family. Gee
whiz, boys, that was bad. Or, gee whiz,
garcon, | guess | should say. But it is
amazing. They are not going to quit
and they cannot stand the fact that the
Commander in Chief, the President of
the United States, was right. They can-
not stand that.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will
yield, not only can they not stand that,
but they also want to blame the United
States for all of the ills. | keep hearing
that the United States is to blame for
everything. The bad people in Iraq were
the brave men and women who were
there to liberate the Iraqgi people. Now,
it is pretty obvious when we see the
Iragi people’s reaction, tearing down
the statues, crying when they see these
unmarked graves where their relatives
were thrown in, probably taken in the
middle of the night by the Iraqgi re-
gime, it is pretty obvious who the bad
people were. It is pretty obvious who
the good guy is and has always been,
and that is the American people, the
American Gls and men and women who
liberated France once, twice; and yet
the French seem to believe that it is
okay for the U.S. to sacrifice blood to
liberate France twice, but it is not
okay for anybody else to be liberated.
It seems that only they have the God-
given right to be free.

Well, | say to my colleagues, that is
an attitude that | do not share, it is an
attitude that the American people do
not share, it is clearly not an attitude
and thank God that the American
President, our President does not
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share. Freedom is not something that
we can just throw away so easily; it is
something that is given by God. And
every once in a while, because of the
sacrifice, the patriotism, the love of
freedom of our men and women in uni-
form who are all volunteers, sometimes
some tough sacrifices are made to
make sure that our interests, our peo-
ple’s interests, our freedoms are pro-
tected and also at the same time that
we can liberate people who have suf-
fered so much.

The gentleman was just mentioning
the atrocities committed on women by
Saddam Hussein’s regime, the atroc-
ities committed on children, on every-
body. And thank God and thank our
Armed Forces and our President that
that nightmare is over. There are some
grave challenges ahead, because de-
mocracy is not easy.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, last
week | went to a memorial service for
the 34 soldiers from the third 1.D. at
Fort Stewart basically for their loved
ones, but the 34 soldiers who died. It
was interesting as | talked to the wives
and the mothers and the children of
these soldiers that none of them were
saying, well, he died in vain. It was not
that. It was, now we have to continue
working for Iragi freedom and for
Iraqg’s future and do everything we can.
Otherwise, he would have died in vain.
It was a very touching ceremony, be-
cause the patriotism of the families of
these fallen soldiers did not flinch one
bit. It was unwavering. Very, very cou-
rageous statement, just being there
and sitting in the stands during the
service; and there are 34 sets of boots
with the rifle and the helmet and the
dog tags jangling in the wind and yet,
at the same time, sadness and a great
promise of tomorrow juxtaposed. | be-
lieve that we have an obligation for
those soldiers to continue and do these
things.

The audacity of countries like
France. Now there is a French com-
pany that actually serves the United
States Marines. It is a multimillion
dollar contract that they have, | think
$81 million, just a tremendous amount
of money, a French company serving
the United States Marines. We are
going to continue to work on the De-
partment of Defense to give favoritism
to American companies, or allied com-
panies, or coalition companies, and not
countries like the French. I mean, can
we imagine that while these soldiers
were dying and the Marine Corps was
counting their casualties, the French
companies, on the backs of the Amer-
ican Marines, were counting their prof-
its? It is sickening for me to think
about in terms of the French dealing
with Iraq behind the scenes, the French
issuing passports. Unfortunately, we
have a lot of Democrat Members of
Congress who are real proud of this and
look to France for leadership. | just
think it is absolutely inexcusable.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. Well, if the gentleman will yield, |
have a hard time understanding in par-
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ticular how a country like France who
has twice had to first suffer the humil-
iation of being taken over and then had
to wait for the American Gls to lib-
erate them. How, out of anybody in the
world, how France, how France could
have taken up the attitude that they
did. Look, they have the right to do
what they want, they are free, they are
a democratic government; but | think
it is important that we recognize and
we realize what that attitude was.
Americans, bright, vibrant, with a life-
time to live, Americans gave their
lives, gave their lives to liberate the
people of Irag.
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And the French know it is not that
they were praising them, which is what
they should have been doing, they were
criticizing them. They were again
doing everything in their power to
make it not succeed to the point of giv-
ing passports to the leaders of that re-
gime. | have a hard time believing
that. Out of everybody in this entire
world, if there is one group of people
that should have understood the beau-
ty of freedom, how frail it is and how
sometimes you need some help from
outside, it is the French, it is the
French. And | will never forget the
writing, the graffiti on that grave of
British soldiers on French soil, British
soldiers that died also liberating
France in World War Il. The writing of
graffiti on this grave that basically
said take this trash, trash, these are
people who died to liberate a different
country, off our soil because it is pol-
luting our soil.

It is a very sad, sad, sad day for the
entire world when people just disregard
the truth, disregard reality, have no
semblance of gratitude, of respect, and
who, | guess, believe that they are the
only ones that deserve others to die for
their freedom and then they criticize
those that died for their freedom. That
is frankly for me very hard to stomach.
I am optimistic, | am hopeful that they
will realize how wrong they were. But
still those that painted that graffiti,
those have no forgiveness in my heart.

Mr. KINGSTON. It is sad when you
think France was the country home to
the great Lafayette who fought so hard
for American freedom and whose por-
trait hangs on the floor of this Cham-
ber. And yet look at the modern
Frenchmen. Boy, have they strayed
from the love of freedom. To them se-
curity and safety is paramount among
anything. And, unfortunately, you do
not see France really being a world
leader anymore. You see France being
a world critic. But there are a lot of
French companies that are doing busi-
ness in America who are suffering, and
there are a lot more who are going to
hear a lot more in the future, because
I think before the Department of De-
fense issues any more contracts to
French companies it will have to go
through a lot of congressional scru-
tiny.

Let me ask you this: In terms of the
economy right now, one of the things
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we want to do is create a lot of jobs as
possible. And I am glad that in the
House we have been working on a good
domestic agenda and we have got a
good jobs package that is coming up.
And | am going to be supporting that.
It has a lot of different elements in it
to give growth to our economy, but
there is a child tax credit, increasing
the child tax credit to a thousand dol-
lars.

Now, the gentleman is single, but |
have four children and | can tell you
that really means a lot to the families
of this country. Children are very, very
expensive. You have to buy washers
and dryers. You buy tennis shoes. They
lose tennis shoes. You buy a book bag.
They wear it out. You cannot buy a
sedan any more. You have to buy a sta-
tion wagon or a Suburban. You have to
have the extra seatbelts to drive car-
pool with. If the kid wants to take tuba
lessons and, God bless him, tubas are
very expensive, you have to pay for the
tuba rental and somebody to teach
them. You have to buy the school band
uniforms and the cheerleading uni-
forms. A thousand dollar tax credit is
actually very, very modest. And if it
had been indexed to inflation, it would
be worth probably 2 or $3,000 very eas-
ily from the time we put in the $500 tax
credit. But a thousand, making it im-
mediate this year, | think is a step in
the right direction.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. The gentleman just mentioned
part of this plan is to create jobs,
which is what we are talking about
here. The gentleman just mentioned a
big part of it and that is the thing that
our friends on the Democratic side say
is reckless. It is reckless to give that
tax credit. It is reckless to cut the
marriage tax.

You are taxing people because they
are married. What is that all about? It
is hard to believe. And yet when we
here in the House are focused on trying
to create jobs and we are focused on
trying to get some tax relief to fami-
lies, get rid of some of those just in-
credible taxes, they say that we are
reckless. Reckless because you want to
give a tax break for the children that a
family has? Is that reckless? By the
way, what is a tax break? It is not a
gift. All we are saying is we are going
to allow those families to keep a little
bit more of their money and not bring
it up here. That is reckless?

Mr. KINGSTON. | am glad you men-
tioned that. We had a speaker pre-
viously today who was talking about a
Democrat proposal. He kept saying, We
give this, we give this. Well, you do not
give anything. You take it away and
then you redistribute it. That is all it
is, redistribution of wealth. It is not
our money to give. We just want to
take less of it. And | think the folks
back home, the families raising chil-
dren, know how to spend this thousand
dollars a heck of a lot better than any
brilliance we have on any committee in
Washington.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. | think that is a big part of the
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problem here, a big part of the philo-
sophical difference between the two
sides. The other side, and they have the
belief that every dollar the government
has is government’s money, that it is
government’s right to have that
money, that that is where it belongs.

We believe, which what | think is
pretty obvious, that is not govern-
ment’s money. Government takes it
from the people, by the way, forcefully
takes it from the people. The people do
not have a choice. They have to send it
up here; otherwise the IRS will be
knocking on their door soon. So, no, it
is not government’s money. It is the
people’s money.

So they claim we are reckless be-
cause we want government to take a
little bit less of their money so they
can reinvest it in their children? So
they do not get taxed, we take less
money, and the government takes
more when they get married? No. No.
It is not government’s money. If the
issue is, well, the government does not
have enough money, hey, we all under-
stand that we have to do what we have
to do. But when you look at the fraud
and the waste that exists within our
government, and | have been doing a
little bit of work on that and doing
some research, it does not take long,
you do not have to scratch real deep to
see where some of the money is just
thrown away, bucket loads of money is
thrown away.

If you ask the American people is the
government, is their government, the
U.S. Federal Government, is it totally
efficient? Do we not waste any money?
Of course we waste money. The Amer-
ican people know that and they do not
have the ability to see what we get to
see on a daily basis where the money is
wasted.

So for anybody to say that, no, we
cannot let the people keep a little bit
more of their money and we are going
to take it because they got married, we
are going to take it and not allow them
to spend it on their Kids because it is
the government’s money, | think that
is what is reckless. That is what is ir-
responsible, particularly in a time like
this, and that is why | have to com-
mend one more time our President.

Our President has had a lot on his
mind, a lot on his plate, and yet he has
maintained a strong focus on the war
on terrorism. He said what he was
going to do, and | know a lot of people
are not used to this, he said what he
was going to do and he has done what
he said. But he has also maintained his
focus on making sure we can provide
jobs for the American people.

Some | guess are happy with the sta-
tus quo. The President and this House,
the majority in this House are not con-
tent with the status quo. People need
to be able to find jobs, high paying
jobs, productive jobs. The plan this
House has passed and we continue to
work on provides jobs. And those that
want to criticize his plan are basically
saying we think the situation is fine.
Everybody is okay. What we need to do
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is just take more money. No, we need
to take less money, provide more jobs,
and leave more money in their pockets.

Mr. KINGSTON. It is amazing. One of
the other common sense solutions we
are doing to create jobs is ending the
marriage tax penalty.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. It does not affect me.

Mr. KINGSTON. One day you will be
lucky enough to join the ranks of all of
us who are married. And when that
happens, you and your wife will start,
well, let us say right now you are in
the 20 percent tax bracket and she is in
the 20 percent tax bracket, but when
you get married and your income be-
comes one, suddenly you will be in the
25 percent tax bracket. And the only
thing that happened is you walked
down the aisle together and made an
oath, and that is not right. It penalizes
people from getting married. It encour-
ages people to live together. It does not
make sense. We are trying to end the
marriage tax penalty.

Another thing we are proposing to do
in order to create jobs is to reduce the
tax rates. Rates going from 28 to 25
percent, from 31 to 28 percent, from 36
to 33 percent and 39.6 to 35 percent.
Again, it is common sense. And the in-
teresting thing is that Democrats have
already voted this on a bipartisan
basis. All we are saying is let us accel-
erate this because the economy needs
help now. And, unfortunately, some-
times you wonder in this town because
everything else under the sun seems to
happen, you wonder if people would
rather have the economy stay in the
tank so that their political party is
benefited. And | think that is a sick
thing to do if you are playing with peo-
ple’s jobs and people’s future just so
your party can do well.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. One of the things that strikes me
is what you just said. They have al-
ready voted for a lot of these proposals.
They were in favor of these proposals.
And now all of the sudden they say
that those same proposals that they
voted for are reckless. Again, we have
to repeat what they are, the marriage
tax. They say that is reckless, again,
even though many of them already
voted for it. That is why you have to
ask the question or pose the question
that you just posed to us. Why all the
sudden? And they will give you dif-
ferent excuses at different times.

Well, when the economy is not doing
well this is not the time to lower taxes.
Excuse me? When the economy is not
doing well is not the time to
incentivize the economy? If this is not
the time, when is the time? Clearly we
need to incentivize the economy. |
think that what happens also is up here
in D.C. we sometimes forget reality.
We are okay up here. We are able to
discuss these things on a theoretical
level. But for those hard working
American families who are paying
those taxes, some of them may have
lost a job or fear that they are losing
their job. This is not theory. This is
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not something you can just talk about.
They are desperately looking at ways
we can get this economy going. They
need this economy to do better. They
need their taxes to be cut so they can
keep a little bit more of their money.
This is not theory. This is practice.
This is practice.

I think a lot of times up here though,
you are right, maybe it is because they
want their party to do better and they
want the economy to be in the tank for
the elections. Maybe they have forgot-
ten or lost touch with reality. But
when you go home and talk to these
people who lost their jobs and are fear-
ing about losing their jobs, and you ask
them, should we now do something or
not do something to get this economy
going, | think the answer is pretty
clear that they want this economy
moving despite what the politicians
may say.

Mr. KINGSTON. The other things we
are doing in order to help small busi-
nesses and we think it is very impor-
tant to help small businesses because
that is still 70 percent of the employ-
ment in this country, and, unfortu-
nately, large businesses come and go.
And it is a tremendous loss. We just
lost a paper mill in St. Mary’s, Georgia
that | represent, 903 jobs. Those jobs
are probably gone permanently. We
hope something will happen to make
that statement not the case, but unfor-
tunately that is what it is looking like
right now.

Small businesses, you can lose one or
two of them and the economy still
moves along. But depreciation, faster
depreciation, increasing the bonus de-
preciation from 30 to 50 percent and ex-
tending it another few years, again so
small businesses can make investments
and write them off faster, and we be-
lieve that is going to be very healthy
for small businesses. Also allowing
them to have a 5-year net operating
loss carry-back for 3 years, and that
will help small businesses recover from
some of the losses they have suffered
under in this post-9/11 economy. And
then, finally, increasing the expensing
from 25 to $100,000.

All of this is going to help your bicy-
cle shop, your pet store, your clothes
store, your tire store, all the small
Main Street businesses back home. And
we believe if you can help them you
will do a lot for that NASCAR race fan.

| always say what we need to do is
build tax policy around the NASCAR
race fan. The mom and dad have a
household income, one of them makes
$50,000 and the other makes about
$60,000, the household income anywhere
from 75 to $120,000. They have two and
a half kids. They are the first in coun-
try, first in church, first in patriotism,
first in paying their taxes, first in roll-
ing up their sleeves, doing a fair job,
and also do not ask for the government
for this or that. They do not come to
see you and me in Washington, D.C.
They do not have an agenda. They do
not come here to lobby for this loop-
hole or for that expenditure. They are
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just good folks in America. You can
find them all around the country, from
Miami to Savannah, from Maine to San
Francisco.
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They might not truly be a Nascar
race fan, but if you go up there and
stick and use that as your guide, you
are going to take care of America; if
you take care of that family, and by
taking care of small business | believe
we are taking a major step in that di-
rection.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. The gentleman knows that in the
State of Florida, | think it is probably
similar to your State, small business is
the economy of Florida. It is an incred-
ible percentage, and yet when we try to
help small business again by allowing
those businesses to keep a little bit
more of the money that they generate
of their money, we are told that we are
helping the rich. We are not helping
the rich. We are helping the small busi-
ness people in this country in the State
of Florida that create the economy,
that hire the people, that pay the
wages, that provide the health care,
that pay the taxes.

I wish that the opposition would do a
couple things. First, that they would
bring up a plan of their own, which
they have not done. Number two is
that they would talk and discuss the
ideas as opposed to just throw out la-
bels to see if they will stick that are
just not based on fact because some-
body should tell them that small busi-
ness people in this country are not
rich. They are struggling to earn a liv-
ing. They are struggling to pay the
rent. They are struggling to keep their
employees and pay their employees and
pay their insurance.

You better believe it that I am proud
that this plan helps those businesses. It
provides relief for those small busi-
nesses, but they do not want to talk
about the issues and the specifics be-
cause they lose on that. So, therefore,
they have to say it is irresponsible and
reckless to provide tax relief to small
businesses. It is not reckless, but they
cannot talk about the specifics; there-
fore, they have to throw out words hop-
ing that, like a big PR campaign, peo-
ple will buy it and people will not look
at the facts.

The problem is the American people
are very wise.

Mr. KINGSTON. The Chair is an in-
telligent man and he has seen the
Pelosi-Gephardt plan. There is not one.
Has the gentleman seen one from the
other body? There is not one. What do
we have? Nine Democrats, | had not
read the paper in a week, might be up
to 10 or 12, nine Democrats are running
for President of the United States; and
I have not seen one of them introduce
a plan, and | believe at least two of
those candidates are Members of this
body.

It is good that they are running for
President because it gives more com-
petition, and more competition is good
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for the political process, like anything
else; but while you are a Member of
this body, should you not be intro-
ducing your own jobs tax relief plan,
growth plan? We do not see it and you
would think if there are any Democrats
who are going to offer a plan, it would
certainly be the ones who are running
for President; but we have not seen it.

Another thing that is in this plan
that | think will help the economy is
what the gentleman from California
(Mr. THoMAS) calls a 515 plan and that
is reducing the tax rate and the capital
gains rate on dividends and capital
gains: if you are in the 10 percent
bracket, down to five; if you are in the
20 percent bracket, down to 15.

Again, | think it is real common
sense that why would you reduce the
capital gains tax. The idea is if I can
sell something and keep more of the
profit in my pocket, then I am more
likely to sell it, and when 1 sell it and
that dollar turns over, it stimulates
the economy, and it is great for small
business, great for the American mid-
dle-class taxpayer.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. Also, we have to remember it is
their money. It is not a gift. That is
the thing that | keep hearing. | keep
hearing it over and over again how gov-
ernment is going to give these people
this capital gains reduction money. No,
no, no.

All we are talking about is we are
going to allow the people who own that
money to be able to keep it, as opposed
to send it to Washington so Wash-
ington can spend it on all sorts of
things. No, we are going to allow the
people to keep a little bit more of their
money. It is not a gift. It is not govern-
ment’s money. It is their money.

We should not be apologetic to want
to take less of the people’s money, in
particular when we see some of the
waste and the fraud that goes on in
Washington where we spend money on
things that are frankly, for example,
the debit cards that we have seen re-
cently where people have used them to
buy and to use them for personal
issues, including some rather offensive
things. We are talking about millions
of dollars. And so we need to take more
money from the people to do more of
that? No, no. We need to make sure the
people keep their money, as much of it
as possible.

I for one think we should do a lot
more of that and allow people to keep
even more of their money because that
stays in the economy. They use it to
buy things, to save and provide more
jobs. That is the way this country was
built. That is the greatness of this
country, and for anybody to say that
that is reckless is hard for me to be-
lieve.

Mr. KINGSTON. It does get ridicu-
lous. We are also doing something |
think that is real important, and that
is, we have passed H.R. 6, our energy
bill. One of the things that small busi-
ness people need and middle-class
American tax payers need are lower en-
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ergy prices, in the gasoline for their
car and the heat and oil for their house
and the electric bill for their air condi-
tioner, whatever it is.

If we could get an abundant, inexpen-
sive, clean energy supply, it will really
help the economy, really help create
jobs; and our energy package does
lower our dependency on foreign Mid-
dle East gasoline and fossil fuel, which,
of course, gets into national security
and all other Kinds of issues; but it also
searches for alternatives like hydrogen
fuel, fuel cell vehicles, and puts in lots
of money for research so that we can
get off fossil fuel and improve tech-
nology for smart buildings and energy-
efficient houses and structures of all
nature. That is going to help create
jobs, and I am glad that we were able
to pass that out of the House.

We need it passed by the other body,
and we need to get it to the President
for signature. The faster we do that,
the less dependent we will be on fossil
fuel, the more energy alternatives
there will be.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. That is one of those issues that the
other side continually criticizes and
yet has no answers for. They always
talk about how dependent we are on
foreign oil, and there | think we all
agree that we need to look at ways to
be less dependent, which is why this
bill is the right legislation at the right
time. It has some provisions there that
I think make so much sense.

It would allow us to be less depend-
ent on foreign sources of oil and also of
other energies. It is done in a respon-
sible fashion, to protect the environ-
ment, which | think is something that
is very, very important; and once
again, it shows what you can do. You
can come up with answers, reasonable
answers that are good for the country
that will also provide jobs, and that is
again a big focus of this Republican
majority is to provide jobs. Not only
now, but particularly now; and if you
look at the legislation that has come
out of this body so far, including that
one, there is a real strong common de-
nominator.

Along with the other things that it
does, that legislation would also pro-
vide jobs for the American people,
high-paying jobs, by the way, for the
American people; and, again, | just
think we need to continue to empha-
size that. I for one am not content at
how the economy is going. | for one
think that we need to do more, that we
need to incentivize the economy. |
think the American people agree with
that, and clearly, the leadership in this
House has said that, the President has
said that; and there are a number of
pieces of legislation that go way be-
yond talk.

These are results. These are things
that we have passed that the commit-
tees have debated, that have been
worked on for a long, long time; and so
talk is cheap as they say, but in this
case, in the energy bill, in the budget,
in the jobs creation bill and so many
others, it is not talk. It is results.
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Mr. KINGSTON. Another way we are
working in the House to help create
jobs is with a good roads program, good
infrastructure. Not everybody wants to
live in the city, and yet we all have to
kind of go to the city eventually.
Maybe it is for a particular hospital op-
eration, maybe just to buy something,
maybe for entertainment, maybe for a
job; but if you can have good roads
that connect small towns to the large
city, it is good for the economy in both
places.

| represent the Port of Savannah and
actually all of coastal Georgia, but I
also have rural areas. 1 have 29 dif-
ferent counties in the first district that
I have the honor of representing. One
of the things | want to do and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BURNS)
wants to do is get a way so that the
producer of Vidalia onions can get it
overseas faster. Agriculture right now,
so much of our market is a matter of
overseas. | think this roads transpor-
tation program incentive for alter-
native uses like bicycles and electric
cars, | think all that is going to help
creates jobs, too.

In Atlanta right now there is a
project called Atlantic Station. It is
right here where 1-85 and 1-75 split in
downtown Atlanta, and it was a
brownfield. Then they went in there
and reclaimed the land and cleaned up
the polluted areas; and now they are
building a regular community that will
have some high-rise office buildings,
some condominiums. It will have some
retail places, a movie theater, parking
underground; and the bridge that goes
over I-75 and 1-85 linking that to the
traditional downtown part of Atlanta,
more of the road is used for pedestrians
and bicycles than it is actually for
trucks and cars.

That is an example of something
under our transportation bill that can
happen all over the country. | hope
that when you are visiting Georgia
sometime you will have the time to see
it because it is actually tomorrow’s
road for tomorrow’s economy and to-
morrow’s community, and it is some-
thing exciting; but our TEA-21, which
is our roads bill, again jobs, and it is
going to be passed out of the House. So
we are going to continue to do every-
thing we can for small businesses.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. Transportation is key for all of it,
key for all of it. Matter of fact, you
look at Florida and the rest of the
country, but if you look at Florida, if
you look at the three biggest indus-
tries, among them are agriculture, like
it is in your State, commerce, and
tourism. You cannot do any of those
without a good infrastructure, and the
gentleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) is
working awfully hard coming up with a
package that | know we will all feel
very proud of to make sure we have the
infrastructure and, again, that also
provides jobs. The building of those
roads provides jobs and then every-
thing that goes along with that.

Mr. KINGSTON. | know | can leave
my house in Savannah, Georgia, basi-
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cally take maybe two or three roads to
get to 1-95 and 10 hours later I am
going to be in Miami, Florida; and if |
go north on it, 10 hours later or de-
pends on how fast you drive, of course,
but I can be north of Washington, D.C.,
almost in New York City, can go up to
Maine.

Interstate highways started as na-
tional defense, moving our military for
safety, lots of ideas, but behind the
interstate highway system for national
security, under President Eisenhower;
but today, they have also been a huge
boon to rural economies. Anywhere
that there was an exit ramp, there is
now a truck stop, a gas station, a con-
venience store, a fast food store, a re-
tail outlet; and interstates have cre-
ated tons of jobs in the United States
of America.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. It is amazing how almost every job
out there, whether we know it or not,
is dependent on that transportation in-
frastructure. Without that we would
not be able to get products in and out,
people in and out, nothing. It is totally
dependent.

Mr. KINGSTON. | want to say this:
on 1-95 in coastal Georgia, we have
something like 55,000 cars a day that go
down, and all that we are asking them
is to stop and leave a little bit of their
money in Georgia before they go to
Florida and spend all of it.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. We thought it was the other way
around, but there are obviously major
infrastructure problems, and we clearly
need to emphasize the roads; and |
know that this Congress will be doing
that, and the gentleman from Alaska’s
(Mr. YOUNG) committee, that | have
the privilege to serve on, is going to be
working on that. There are areas,
whether it is Miami or Collier County
where you have 1-75 as well, that needs
a lot of help; and | am optimistic that
we will be able to do that for the
economy’s sake, for jobs’ sake, and also
to be able to get goods and people in
and out.

I have an unrelated question, and I
do not know if this is the right time to
ask it. One of the things that has
struck me in all the debates out there,
and | frankly admit it caught me a lit-
tle bit by surprise is when you see the
increases that our budget has put for
Medicare, for example, and Medicaid
and also Medicare would drop, and on
top of that we are doing the drug pre-
scription plan, and yet | keep hearing
the other side saying that we are actu-
ally cutting those programs, which is
just factually incorrect.

I have to admit to you that | have
never seen a place where everywhere
except for government where huge in-
creases, certain people say are cuts,
and | just want to make it very clear
that we have not cut. Not only have we
not cut all those things that we keep
hearing about, we have increased fund-
ing for all those things; and yet | keep
hearing the Democrats saying that we
are cutting.
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The Democrats keep saying we are
going to do all of these horrible things;
we are cutting these funds. That is not
what we passed. That is not what has
been on the table.

Is that something that is usual here?
Do the Democrats always just make up
the facts? Is their attitude do not let
the facts confuse the issue?

Mr. KINGSTON. Absolutely. | have
been here 10 years; and according to
the liberal, big-government types in
Washington, anything they are not
happy with they call a cut. There are,
frankly, excesses in the Federal Gov-
ernment system that should be cut.
But it does not matter what it is; ev-
erybody who is against something, that
is a cut. That is a cut. Yet veteran
spending has increased. Education
spending has increased. Medicare has
increased. Our prescription drug plan,
which will help seniors get affordable
prescription drugs, and it should not be
partisan, Americans should not have to
choose between food and medicine, and
we all have parents and grandparents
who need these drugs, and we all hope-
fully will be seniors ourselves, we do
not need partisan rhetoric. We need re-
sponsible legislation.

To answer the gentleman’s question,
it is the standard around here. Every
time somebody does not like some-
thing, it is a cut. It is a tax break for
the wealthy, or it is going to kill the
environment. Or that the seniors and
the children are going to go starving.
One gets used to it and kind of moves
on.

I wanted to mention to the gen-
tleman that one of the other things
that we are doing, not just Medicare,
we are trying to come up with an af-
fordable and accessible health care.
That is very, very important for small
businesses in America. Small busi-
nesses in America now have a huge
burden when they try to provide health
care for their employees. Yet when you
are in the job market, you have to look
not just at the salary but at the benefit
packages. By making health care more
affordable and more accessible, that is
another way we in Congress are going
to help create jobs.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, | worry if we do not
do that a lot of people depend on their
jobs to provide health care. If it gets to
where it is not affordable to employers,
they are not going to provide that ben-
efit.

Just like it took this leadership to fi-
nally forget about all of the rhetoric, it
took the Republican leadership to fi-
nally pass a Medicare prescription drug
plan. And with all due respect, the
Democrats were here for 40 years. They
always talked about it and never did it.
I can understand it falling through the
cracks 1 or 2 years, but they never did
it. It took the Republicans to do the
prescription drug plan under Medicare.
I was hoping that those that legiti-
mately wanted to do it for 40 years,
would have said, wow, it is about time,
as opposed to criticizing it.
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I am confident it will have to be,
once again, the Republican leadership,
the Republican Congress that is going
to have to lead to make sure we have
health care that is accessible, afford-
able, that is quality health care for
Americans. | do not know of a more
important issue for American families
and American small businesses, and,
frankly, for even some of the larger
businesses as well than to provide good
quality, affordable health care. But
there again, the Republican Party is
going to show the leadership that it
has shown on every single issue from
welfare reform to Medicare prescrip-
tion drug benefits, and health care is
one of the issues that the Republican
Party is showing that it can tackle
with results.

Mr. KINGSTON. It is too bad that
there needs to be popularity in the
polls to get elected. But this is not
about popularity, and leadership is not
a popularity contest. Sometimes you
have to make difficult decisions, and
there is not going to be 100 percent ap-
proval ratings on every package. Part
of leadership is to move the agenda for-
ward.

I know that the gentleman has spent
a lot of time in support of the judicial
nomination of Mr. Estrada, and the
gentleman has expressed a lot of dis-
appointment that the other body has
not moved. We create and protect jobs
by law and order. If people know that
there is lower crime because there is
justice when you are brought in front
of a judge and there are good judges,
we will reduce crime in communities
back home. Here we have Washington,
D.C., a very high crime rate area, they
have a judicial opening, a vacancy; and
yet we have liberals in Washington,
D.C. who will not let Mr. Estrada get
on the bench, and yet he is highly
qualified. He went to Columbia and
Harvard. He actually had the same
qualifications of a judge who has been
supported by the Democrat Party, the
only difference he is Hispanic. For
some reason that is a big issue. Some
liberals in Washington cannot stand
the fact that President Bush would
have a great Hispanic nomination.
What is happening with that right
now?

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. It is even worse than the gen-
tleman states. It is not only that they
do not want to vote for him, they do
not want a vote to take place; and they
are doing all of these parliamentary
procedures to avoid taking a vote on
Mr. Estrada. It has been a very inter-
esting ride we have been watching.
Every excuse in the book has been used
against this gentleman, and they are
just excuses because they are not based
on facts.

As we are speaking, there is kind of
a pattern emerging. For some reason,
they do not want to discuss the facts;
and, therefore, they throw out other
things. One of the reasons that they
said Mr. Estrada should not be a judge
on this court in D.C. is he is not quali-
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fied enough because he had never been
a judge before. | would not have a prob-
lem if that is the standard. It just hap-
pens to be on that same court those
same people that are saying that about
Mr. Estrada supported other judges
that were never judges before that now
sit on that court. If it is okay for them
not to have had previous judicial expe-
rience to sit on that bench, why is it
not all right for Mr. Estrada? What is
the real reason?

They say there are certain memo-
randa that he has. That is the criteria.
If the Department of Justice does not
show us certain memoranda that were
internal memoranda that were written,
that would disqualify him. If that is
the standard, | do not have a problem;
except there are seven judges currently
that have come out of that same office
where Mr. Estrada was and those docu-
ments were never requested. That is
clearly not the reason. If that was the
reason, the other judges would not
have been able to move forward.

There is a real weird double standard
with Mr. Estrada, and it is so much so
they do not even want it to come up for
a vote on the floor. I do not have a
problem with objecting to somebody. I
do not have a problem with disagreeing
with somebody. Thank God we can do
that here in a free Democratic society.
But they do not want to discuss it or
debate it. They do not want to vote on
it. I do not know what their agenda is.

I know that the reasons that they
give are not the real reasons, and that
is a sad statement. It is also particu-
larly sad because Mr. Estrada is a man
who got here at age 17. He studied and
worked. He did very well for himself.
He went to Columbia and then Harvard
Law School and graduated magna cum
laude. He worked as a clerk for a U.S.
Supreme Court Justice. He worked as a
prosecutor in the State of New York.
He worked in the Department of Jus-
tice under two Presidents, one Repub-
lican and one Democrat; and all of
those people that he worked for him
said this man is a man of integrity and
would be a great judge. Yet the Demo-
cratic leadership does not want him to
even have a vote. That is difficult to
believe.

Mr. KINGSTON. Here we are, we have
just come through a war, we have jobs
that we need to create. We have an
economy that we need to turnaround,
and yet there are Members apparently
of the other body who are content to
make one of the most highly qualified
judicial nominees a big issue. It is such
a double standard. If he had not been
Hispanic, in your opinion, would he
have been approved by now?

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. 1 can tell the gentleman without
any doubt that the reasons that they
are going to block even the possibility
of him having a vote on the floor of the
other body to the point of using par-
liamentary procedures that have not
been used for a candidate of that court
before, | can tell the gentleman the
reasons they are giving are not the real
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reasons because we have gone through
them and analyzed them. We have
talked about them here on the floor of
this Chamber, and the bottom line is
those are not the real reasons. If those
are not the real reasons, then what is
the real reason?

It is very sad that a person like Mr.
Estrada, who has worked so hard and
studied so hard and who has lived his
little part of the American dream, has
done what this society has asked him
to do and much more, has been an ex-
ample to so many, that his case is not
even being allowed to be debated on the
floor and is not allowed to have a vote.
The reasons given are not the real rea-
sons.

It is a sad day for the country. He is
41 years old. He had argued 15 cases in
front of the Supreme Court of the
United States before he was 40. Think
about that. It is a shame not to have
somebody of that quality on the court.
It is also a shame for those of us who
believe in diversity, who believe that
one should be judged by your qualifica-
tions and not by your race.

| say that because people have used
race publicly. They have said that one
of the reasons that he should not be on
there is because of his race, and that to
me is highly offensive. You should not
get a position because of your race, and
you should not be denied a position
that you are qualified for because of
your race. Yet those are the reasons
that they have given. They have given
others, by the way as well, but those
have proven to be false. The only one
that still remains out there is when
they have said that Mr. Estrada should
not be on that court because of his
race.

Mr. KINGSTON. It is very dis-
appointing, but | hope that the Presi-
dent can work with them and see if he
can get something done. The other
thing is the President was elected, and
let him get his team in place. It should
be that simple.

| just wanted to cover these topics
and wanted to ask the gentleman if he
had some other topics that he wanted
to conclude with.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, 1 would just like to
state one more time that every day
that goes by, we have to remember
there are thousands of men and women
in uniform that heroically defend our
freedoms, and they do so without ask-
ing for anything. They do not get paid
a lot of money. They are not there for
the publicity.

Every day our freedoms are being
protected by men and women in uni-
form who are heroes every single day.
Sometimes they are asked to put their
lives on the line to protect our free-
doms and to even sometimes within
that scope of protecting us, to protect
and liberate other people. They have
been doing it for generations. They
continue doing it today.

Right now as the lIraqgi theater is
looking good and the Iragi people are
free and they are celebrating their
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freedom, we have to remember today
there are men and women who are in
harm’s way. We cannot forget that for
one single moment, and we have to be
grateful and thankful that there are
people like them who are willing to do
one of the greatest sacrifices one can
ever do to protect our freedoms, and we
can never thank them enough.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, | know
for the 34 constituents that | lost in
Iraq, and | believe the six to 12 in Af-
ghanistan, | am certainly not going to
forget them; and I am going to do ev-
erything | can to help promote Iraqi
democracy and also jobs in America.
We have got a good bill on jobs this
week. | am looking forward to voting
on it and supporting it.

———————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HENSARLING). Members are reminded to
refrain from improper references to the
Senate.

———
0 1715

DEMOCRATS EXAMINE WAYS AND
MEANS TAX PLAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HENSARLING). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, the
gentlewoman from Ohio (Mrs. JONES) is
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
came here to talk about the proposed
tax cuts, but as | sat here on the floor
and listened to my colleagues, | would
be remiss if I did not respond to a cou-
ple of issues that they raised. One of
them was that they accused the Demo-
cratic Party of wanting the economy
to stay in the dumps just so that we
could be successful. | dare either of the
gentlemen that just finished speaking
to find any member of the Democratic
Party that would want this economy to
stay in the dumps just so we can be
successful. But the Democratic Party
is going to be successful on the issues
and that is what | want to talk about.

Let me do one more thing, though.
One of the things that was discussed,
and this is called misrepresentation.
One of my colleagues who spoke before
me said that the Democrats were hold-
ing up the appointment of Justice
Estrada at a time when justice needed
to be dispensed in the District of Co-
lumbia and at a time when law and
order was out of place and that he
could be there trying cases. | just want
to remind my colleague that Justice
Estrada was being considered for an ap-
pellate court, not a trial level court
and that justices on the appellate court
do not do trial of fact. So that is again
a misrepresentation that people make
when they are trying to make one
party different than the other. But I
am not going to spend my time today
in response to some of those things. |
would just suggest that everyone needs
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to pay attention and listen to the real
words that people are saying.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today to express
my concerns about the Chair of the
Committee on Ways and Means’ plan
that was unveiled this week, marked
up in a lively session of the Committee
on Ways and Means yesterday and will
be considered on this floor shortly. In
my own city, the City of Cleveland,
53,900 people have lost their jobs since
this President took office. That is 4.7
percent of the workforce. In my State,
the State of Ohio, 167,000 people have
lost their jobs since this President
took office. That is 3 percent of the
workforce. The Committee on Ways
and Means considered over the past
couple of days the plan of Chairman
THoMmAs. Unlike the Democratic stim-
ulus plan that will be fast acting, fair
and fiscally responsible, let me say
those three Fs again, fast acting, fair
and fiscally responsible, the Repub-
lican plan is another in a series of GOP
tax plans that is economically irre-
sponsible, narrowly tailored to benefit
the wealthiest percentage of the popu-
lation, and will not provide the imme-
diate stimulus our economy needs in
the form of job creation and produc-
tivity growth.

The chairman’s bill has been referred
to as a compromise to the President’s
so-called economic stimulus plan, per-
haps with the hopes that Democrats
would respond favorably to any com-
promise to the President’s fiscally
reckless plan. While Chairman THOMAS’
bill does indeed have a different ap-
proach to some of the proposals offered
by the President, the end result is still
the same. It is poorly timed, short-
sighted and narrowly designed to ben-
efit only a small percentage of the pop-
ulation.

This compromise reminds me of an
old witticism: You can hang a sign on
a pig saying that it is a horse but it is
still a pig. The gentleman from Cali-
fornia has hung a sign on a bad eco-
nomic policy and proclaimed it to be a
fix that our economy needs. But just
like the pig with the sign around its
neck proclaiming it to be a horse, this
plan has problems.

Let me talk about just a few of them.
The treatment of dividends and capital
gains. The GOP plan is not fair. The
President’s proposal for exempting
dividends from being taxed was the
centerpiece of his economic stimulus
plan. While the Thomas bill does not
contain that proposal and | believe it
does not contain that proposal because
in committee meeting after committee
meeting, | kept saying to members of
the committee and witnesses before the
committee, do you understand the im-
pact that the dividend tax cut will
have on low-income housing credits?
Do you understand the impact that a
dividend tax cut will have, in fact, on
annuity programs? And | think he fi-
nally got it. While the Thomas bill
does not contain the same dividend tax
cut proposal that was presented by the
President, it revolves around reducing
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the tax on capital gains and dividends
as the cornerstone to sound economic
policy.

Under current tax laws, capital gains
are taxed at 20 percent. Dividends are
treated and taxed as income at the ap-
plicable tax rate. The Thomas plan will
lower the capital gains tax rate to 15
percent and also provides that all divi-
dends be taxed at the same rate. Unlike
the President’s plan, the Thomas plan
provides dividend tax relief regardless
of how much Federal income tax is
paid by a corporation. In this regard,
the Thomas plan does not have as great
an adverse impact on low-income hous-
ing tax credits and other corporate tax
benefits that would have resulted
under the President’s plan. But this is
the least egregious aspect of the plan
and it is overshadowed by so many
more unwise proposals.

The chairman’s dividend capital
gains proposal will cost approximately
$300 billion of the total $500 billion cost
of the plan. He boasts that this is less
than the nearly $400 billion cost of the
President’s dividend proposal. But he is
relying on accounting gimmicks and
unrealistic expiration dates. Many of
the aspects of his plan are set to expire
in 2006. But will these provisions really
be allowed to expire? Most likely not.
The more realistic outcome is that
they will become a part of the ever-in-
creasing number of tax provisions that
are extended every few years. A more
realistic estimate of the Thomas plan’s
economic impact on the Treasury must
assume that its provisions will be ex-
tended beyond 2005. Under this realistic
assumption, the $550 billion cost of the
Thomas plan not only exceeds the $726
billion cost of the Bush plan but sud-
denly results in a total cost of about $1
trillion through 2013, as indicated in
the chart that | am about to show my
colleagues.

This chart breaks down certain ele-
ments of the Thomas plan as compared
to the Bush plan and concludes with
the result of the Thomas plan being
even more expensive than the Bush
plan. For example, under the Bush
plan, the dividend and capital gains tax
cut would have been $396 billion. Under
the Thomas plan, $296 billion of the tax
cuts do not expire. However, the top
bracket rate reductions effective only
for 2003 will be the same and the child
tax credit increases will be the same.
But here is where we have to take a
look and go further. Under the Thomas
plan, we widen the 10 percent bracket
effective 2003. It is $45 billion. Under
the Thomas package, it is $18 billion.
But if the tax cuts do not expire, it will
go back up to $45 billion as proposed in
the President’s plan.

Tax breaks for married couples.
Under the Thomas proposal, it expires
in 2005. The impact under the Bush pro-
posal is $55 billion. The Thomas, $45
billion. But if this 2005 date is ex-
tended, the tax break for married cou-
ples will cost us $55 billion.

Again, let us take a look at the busi-
ness expensing. Proposed to expire in
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2005, it would only cost $9 billion under
the Thomas plan but if in fact these
cuts do not expire it will be $29 billion.

I could go on. I know people get tired
of a lot of humbers but | need to show
the comparison of the tax cut pack-
ages.

Let us put up chart 2. IRS data shows
that households with incomes over
$500,000 get, on average, 41 percent of
their income from capital gains and
dividends. On the other hand, house-
holds with incomes between 40 and
$75,000 get only 4 percent of their in-
come from those sources. The gen-
tleman from California’s claims will
not be the panacea for our struggling
economy. For example, if you make
over $500,000, according to this, 40 per-
cent of your income comes from cap-
ital gains and dividends. If you make
only between zero and $20,000, your in-
come from capital gains or dividends is
only 4 percent. So clearly the package
as proposed by the gentleman from
California is going to benefit folks who
make over $500,000. I do not know
where many of you come from, but
clearly this is not a package that will
benefit the bulk of Americans.

The same IRS data shows that the
$500,000 income and higher households
enjoy average capital gains and divi-
dends of $70,000 while the 40 to $75,000
households have average capital gains
and dividends of $2,000. Under the GOP
plan, millionaires will receive over
$100,000 from the new tax structure.
But if you make $50,000, you will re-
ceive about $400. Or if you are in the
lowest income strata, the new tax
structure will give you back just $53.
We heard the earlier speakers talk
about the benefit of putting the money
back in the taxpayer’s pocket. How
much is $53 going to buy? Especially
when you think about collectively if
we took all of our $53 and left them in
the pot, perhaps our senior citizens
might have an opportunity to get a
prescription drug benefit. Perhaps we
might be able to fund the No Child Left
Behind program. Perhaps we might be
able to fund health care for more
Americans. And perhaps we might be
able to extend the unemployment com-
pensation to Americans across this
country.

Let me go to this chart very quickly.
For example, taxpayer year 2003, if you
made between 10 and $20,000, you are
getting $53. If you made between 75 and
$100,000, you are going to get $1,600. But
if you are part of that fortunate few
that this tax plan favors, you will get
probably $105,000 from this particular
tax cut. Those taxpayers who will reap
the highest gains from the Thomas
plan account for .5 percent or one-half
of 1 percent of taxpayers. Let me say
that again. Those taxpayers who will
reap the highest gains from the Thom-
as plan account for just .5 percent or
one-half of 1 percent of taxpayers. Yet
they will receive over 57 percent of all
of the capital gains and dividends.

When we talk about a plan being fair,
this plan is not fair. Quite the opposite
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is true for taxpayers in the 45 to $75,000
income bracket who comprise 21 per-
cent of all taxpayers and account for 24
percent of income from all sources. Yet
they will only receive 7 percent of the
capital gains and dividends.

Let us try chart 4. Finally, the
Thomas plan will benefit the wealthi-
est one-half of 1 percent of taxpayers
nearly universally, as 94 percent of
that group of taxpayers receives divi-
dends or capital gains whereas just
one-third of the 45 to $75,000 income
range taxpayers have investments that
yield dividends or capital gains. For
example, if we look at chart 4, we can
see how much income is derived from
capital gains and dividends based on in-
come levels. It is a little different ori-
entation from the chart | showed you
that was chart 2. For example, if in
fact you make over $500,000, you are
coming above almost 100 percent, you
will receive that amount from your
capital gains or dividend income as
compared to people at the lower brack-
et.

The Republican Party will claim that
the majority of senior citizens will
benefit from dividends and capital
gains taxes being reduced, but only 26
percent of seniors in this country re-
ceive dividend income that would be af-
fected by this proposal. Let me say
that again. Only 26 percent of seniors
in this country receive dividend in-
come that would be affected by this
proposal. Republicans cite the fact that
more and more people have a vested in-
terest in the stock market. Yeah, we
sure had a vested interest in the stock
market and look what happened:
Enron, Global Crossing, WorldCom, the
list goes on, and that they would now
benefit from this proposal. Maybe this
proposal should have come around be-
fore all of us lost the money we lost in
the stock market. While they are cor-
rect in the assertion that over 50 per-
cent of the population is in the market,
Republicans distort or ignore the man-
ner by which people do participate in
the market.

———
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The majority of this participation is
through a 401(k) plan or pension plans
and other retirement accounts that are
exempt from this taxation anyway, and
most of the people who receive money
are in a pool wherein those dollars ac-
crue to their retirement plan or a pen-
sion plan but not to them individually.

Let me talk about deficits for a mo-
ment because one of the things that |
said when | started was that any plan
that stimulates the economy, it must
be fast, it must be fair, and then it
must be fiscally sound.

The GOP plan is not fiscally respon-
sible. While the Thomas bill claims to
offer a compromise to President Bush’s
irresponsible plan on the subject of div-
idend tax reform, which it really does
not, it certainly does not compromise
on the subject of being fiscally irre-
sponsible and harmful to the longer-
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term state of the economy. Republican
lawmakers in general, and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. THOMAS) is
certainly no exception, are under the
frightful illusion that deficits do not
matter. Did the Members hear that?
Deficits do not matter. Even Mr.
Greenspan has said that deficits are
important, but Republicans are now
saying they do not matter. Keep in
mind when we had a low deficit, our
economy was doing better. Keep in
mind that as we continue to have
greater deficits, | anticipate that our
economy will have more trouble.

The Republican economic plans push
for tax cuts that will put the Federal
Government in a position of having to
borrow $1.5 trillion over the next 10
years. Let us count that, $1.5 trillion
over the next 10 years, with no bal-
anced budget in sight. The resulting
debt load on the fiscally ignorant Re-
publican plans being presented to us
will be about $50,000 per American
household. Talk about putting our
grandchildren and our children in debt.

When asked to account for this fiscal
lunacy, the Republicans claim that the
tax breaks offered now will compel peo-
ple to save more in anticipation of
leaner times to come. The speculative
statement on the psyche of the Amer-
ican taxpayer just does not make any
sense. By borrowing this additional $1.5
trillion over the next 10 years and sad-
dling American households with $50,000
of that debt load, Republicans are plac-
ing a cumbersome tax burden on future
generations of children. To cover the
interest costs alone on that debt will
require us to zero out all unemploy-
ment compensation plus other pro-
grams such as SSI to the tune of $400
billion, the refundable earned income
child tax credit of $357 billion; food
stamps, $274 billion; family support,
$259 billion; and student loans, State’s
children’s health insurance, and vet-
erans’ pensions, $149 billion.

Cutting any of these programs is nei-
ther compassionate nor is it conserv-
ative, but it will be a reality if this fis-
cal recklessness gets enacted into law.

I have now just seen that my col-
league from the great State of Lou-
isiana (Mr. JEFFERSON) has joined me
as we do this Special Order. | yield to
him.

Mr. JEFFERSON. Mr. Speaker, |
would like to thank the gentlewoman
from Ohio for yielding to me and for
the wonderful work that she is doing in
this area and for the Special Order that
she has taken out this evening to ex-
plain to the American taxpayers and to
the American people just what is at
risk by these Republican policies.

I know she has covered a great deal
of territory already, but | want to just
talk about things perhaps that have
not yet been discussed or, if they have
been, discussed tangentially. And that
is the issue of what the government
ought to be doing with respect to tax
policy. | had the good fortune, the gen-
tlewoman might remember, of doing a
great deal of work on this tax policy.
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Having spent time in school to work on
it and having gotten a master’s of laws
in taxation and having studied the
issues of what tax policy ought to be
involved with, what | found out was
this: that there is a legitimate concern
on the part of government to have a
tax policy that is fair in the first place,
to have a tax policy that is simple in
the second place, to have one that does
not intrude into the private sector de-
cisionmaking of people in the third
place; and perhaps if we find a social
policy we all agree on, we found it le-
gitimate to use the Tax Code some-
times to encourage certain behavior on
the part of the public.

The one thing on the fairness | think
the gentlewoman has spoken very well
about how this policy violates the Fed-
eral standard of fairness any number of
ways, and | want to talk about one last
way it does a little later; but the one
thing that | think it does that people
ought to recognize, and it has effects
for the deficit, for the interest burden,
all the rest, is that it puts the govern-
ment into a position where it is going
to compete with the private sector for
money. It is going to drive up demand
for money because we are going to have
to borrow money. There is only so
much of it out there. We have to bor-
row money to fund the government’s
operations. When we do that, we drive
up the demand for money; and when we
do that, we drive up interest costs. No
question about it. And so this govern-
ment is going to compete with the pri-
vate sector. It has to because there is
not enough money to fund this tax pol-
icy. We are going to put a tax policy
together and borrow money to pay for
it. It does not make any sense at all.
But the biggest problem is that it is in-
escapable that it is going to drive up
demand for money out of this economy,
and we are going to borrow money
from our banks here and make it tough
on our country, and we can also borrow
money from foreign governments and
make it tough for steel. So this is an
antitax policy, logically thinking,
when we go this route.

The second thing, there has been a
debate for many years about whether it
is a good idea or a bad idea to tax cap-
ital gains or a bad idea or a good idea
to tax dividends, dividend income. All
of this has been the subject of debate
for many years. And one of the reasons
why people have avoided dealing with
it is because it is so expensive to fix it,
to deal with it, to try to come up with
a solution for it. So every time we have
a tax reform session, people gripe one
side or the other about these questions;
but they never deal with it because
they are so horrendously expensive.

Here we have now a President in the
middle of a recession, certainly in a
huge downturn in our economy, talk-
ing about restructuring the Tax Code,
essentially is what is happening here,
in the middle of a recession. This is not
about stimulus for the economy. This
is not about giving people jobs. It real-
ly is all about restructuring the system
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that some people think penalizes rich
people more than it should, and there
are all sorts of debates, as | said, about
that and we can come down a lot of dif-
ferent ways on the question. But this is
no time to do tax reform when we need
a stimulus package for the government
and for our people. This is no time to
take these issues that we fought over
for many years, not new issues, and
bring them to the floor now under the
cloak of a stimulus package and of job
creation. This is not what it is.

And the last question | have that I
want to just raise with the American
people is this one: everybody at the
upper levels gets a tax break from this
President’s proposal. The folks at the
very highest level, 38.6 percent, get a
3.6 percent tax break and down the line
to those who are at around the 25 per-
cent rate; and they all get a 2 percent
tax breakdown to 25. The folks who are
on the bottom, the 15 percent tax rate,
that bracket, and the 10 percent brack-
et get nothing. They get no help. They
get no break under this President’s
plan. They are not touched at all. So
those folks do not have any unearned
income to speak of, very little, mini-
mal, 7 percent, less than that of in-
come, the whole group, and almost all
of it, 2 percent of the folks, are getting
that in that little bracket. They are
just a handful of people in that brack-
et. So what we are doing is moving
from a system where we are taxing un-
earned income one way and to a system
where we are only going to tax wages
of working people. So as we lower the
capital gains taxation from 20 to 15 and
the upper brackets by 2 percent in
some cases, 3 percent in one case, we do
nothing for the folks at the very end.

So my question is if we are going to
give a tax break, why not give it to ev-
eryone, an income tax break? Then
there are other folks who do not pay
income taxes. In my district there are
35 percent of the folks who work every
day, 40 hours a week or more, who
never make enough to pay income
taxes; but they are paying the payroll
tax through the nose, and the difficulty
is we do not touch that issue either.
These folks get no break under the
President’s system.

It is just unfair for them not to get a
break, but beyond that, it is nonsen-
sical for a stimulus package not to in-
clude these people because, as the
Members know, these are the ones who
actually would spend their money if
they got the money from the govern-
ment, got something back from the re-
fundable credit on the payroll taxes or
refundable credit in some other cases.
They would use their money to buy the
refrigerator they need or the child’s
clothes for school or something that is
a household need that they cannot now
meet because they do not have much
money. So if we really wanted to stim-
ulate the economy and we wanted to
stimulate consumption, which is what
this is all about, either consumption by
the State governments or local govern-
ments or by individuals or businesses,
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in this case individuals, we would put
money in the hands of the people who
actually spend it and consume some of
the goods and services out there in the
country that they need to consume.

So apart from all of the issues that
the gentlewoman has raised, and they
are wonderful issues and ones that we
have heard a great deal about in our
caucus and in our debates in the Con-
gress, and they are the central ones in
this debate, but | wanted to bring these
other issues out to discuss them be-
cause | cannot find one way that this
deal makes any sense for the American
people, and |1 do not understand, frank-
ly, how the other side can put these
proposals forward with a straight face.

On every level | have been able to ex-
amine, it does not make any sense, and
I hope that when the American people
have the time to examine this argu-
ment that we are making here, exam-
ine the issues here, that they will come
to the same conclusion that the gentle-
woman and | have come to, that this
policy is a bad policy for America. It
does not stimulate the economy. It is a
terrible intrusion into the tax system
that is going to end up with the private
sector competing with the government
or the other way around, and it is
going to drive up the cost of interest in
the long term, and of course it is an
issue of getting involved in a struc-
tural tax debate that we have had on
the table for I do not know how long
and we are now trying to fix under the
cloak of a stimulus package.

So | want to again thank the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Mrs. JoNEs) for
what she has done this evening in giv-
ing us a chance to talk about these
issues, and | want to implore the Amer-
ican people to really examine this very
closely because it is a critical point in
the history of our country. We are
about to make decisions now that are
going to saddle our children and grand-
children for years to come, and people
really ought to pay attention to what
is happening in this House.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it
is very interesting, has the gentleman
been able in this plan anywhere to find
any benefit for unemployed workers
who are out of money who would spend
their money right away if they were
able to get any of this money?

Mr. JEFFERSON. Mr. Speaker, of
course not. It is not mentioned in the
package, and as most of the experts
have said, this is the greatest multi-
plier effect of most of the things we
can put on the table to do, and that is
to put money into the hands of people
again who have been out of work, who
have been strapped, who do not have
enough money to pay for the things
that they need to take care of in their
households, who we know will consume
if they get the money.

Stimulating the economy is all about
stimulating consumption. It is not
about anything else. And if we are not
smart enough to give people money
they can use now, and these are not
people who are sitting around looking
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for welfare, looking for a handout from
the government; these are hard-work-
ing people who have worked for many
years, in most cases, who now because
of economic hard times and down turns
in the economy, layoffs all over the
place, have ended up without a job.
These are folks who are actively seek-
ing work, going out looking for a job
every day, going to the unemployment
offices, unemployment services, look-
ing for help, looking for a job, and they
have not been able to find work be-
cause this economy has lost 2.6 million
jobs in the last couple of years. So it is
just hard to find a job out there.

This ought to be in this package. If
the other side were serious about stim-
ulating the economy, this is the best
way to stimulate consumption, and the
fact that it is not in the bill argues
that they are not really serious about
getting this done.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
what else was very interesting, | saw
the other day, was an article that was
discussing not only the fact that the
low-income workers are not getting
any benefit from the tax plan, that the
IRS is now making proposals that peo-
ple who get an earned income tax cred-
it must have more documentation to
show that they are raising their grand-
daughter’s children or raising their
cousin’s children and on and on and on
as if they are the tax cheaters instead
of people who are at the top of the lad-
der who have something to cheat
about.

Mr. JEFFERSON. Mr. Speaker, one
of the smartest things we did in this
Congress was to pass the EITC and the
next smartest thing we did was to ex-
pand it in the last few years to make
sure we had more people covered. And
it is a way to reward people for work-
ing. It was always designed to take
low-income people and encourage them
to stay on jobs that did not pay much
because the welfare was competing
quite handsomely with folks who were
making such a low income until they
might as well have stayed home if they
were just looking at it on the basis of
what is the better thing to do, stay
home with the children, stay home and
do whatever, or go to work. EITC is a
conservative idea.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
just to be clear for everybody, the gen-
tleman is a tax man. Will the gen-
tleman tell them what it is.

Mr. JEFFERSON. The earned income
tax credit is a conservative idea. It is
an idea to reward people for working,
to award poor people staying on the job
instead of choosing welfare. It ought to
be embraced by the Republicans full
throttle, and it ought to be as simple
as it is to do anything else under the
tax regime. Not that things are all that
simple, but one of the major tenets of
tax policy is to keep it as simple or to
make it as simple as we can.
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The fewer resources one has, and we
know poor people have fewer resources
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than the people who are wealthier, the
simpler we ought to make it for them.
That is why we invented this short
form of tax reporting; that is why you
have this easy way to do your standard
deduction, because you figure that
these are the people who are not going
to have a lot of money for tax prepara-
tion or access to accountants and law-
yers and all the rest of it. So you make
it as simple as you can for people who
you know are going to be principally
their own tax preparers, and you hope
they can understand it without having
to expend much money to do it. Up the
line, people who have all these various
deductions and exemptions they can
take and all the rest, they are folks
who usually can pay for the lawyers
and accountants and the rest and get it
all figured out and worry about saving
money.

So | think the gentlewoman is dead
right, that instead of making it more
complicated for the poorest people in
this country who are going to work
every day, who are working hard every
day, and who we have encouraged
through the EITC to stay on the job
rather than to accept welfare, we ought
to make it simple for them to get their
reporting done.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. | thank the gen-
tleman so much for his leadership and
insight on this issue. | appreciate his
assisting me with this special order.

Mr. JEFFERSON. | thank the gentle-
woman for what she is doing.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, let
me continue to speak on some of these
issues. Again, let me reinforce the
statement that | made at the begin-
ning. We believe that a stimulus pack-
age must be fast, it must be fair and it
must be fiscally responsible. The Re-
publicans ignore the tried and true
logic that long-term deficits are bad
for future economic and job growth.

The Federal Reserve Chairman, Alan
Greenspan, has repeatedly voiced his
assessment that persistent budget defi-
cits hurt economic growth over the
long term because of the drain they
cause on private savings that could,
and should, be used for capital forma-
tion.

The Thomas bill ignores the dilemma
it will create when the expiration of
unemployment benefits and state cuts
in Medicare occur. Just as it makes no
sense to down a few more drinks before
hitting the road, it makes no sense for
a country that is currently running a
$436 billion trade deficit and depends on
$474 billion in borrowing from abroad
to adopt a budget that will borrow an
additional $1.5 trillion over the next 10
years.

Even the Congressional Budget Of-
fice, now headed by a Republican ap-
pointee, has found that the Republican
budgets will have little positive effect
on the country’s economic growth. The
tax cut being offered do not come any-
where close to paying for themselves
by expanding the economy as Repub-
licans claim they will.

Deficits do matter. Sound economic
policy recognizes that sometimes def-
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icit spending, to a certain degree,
makes short and long-term sense. But
in this current climate, the proposed
deficit spending will not result in a
short-term stimulus because only a
small percentage of the tax cuts being
offered would take effect this year.

In the long term, American tax-
payers can expect to see an increase in
taxes and interest rates and a drop in
funding for education, Social Security
and other social initiatives, as more of
their earnings go simply toward paying
off the interest on an increased deficit.
Let me repeat that. American tax-
payers can expect to see an increase in
taxes and interest rates and a drop in
funding for education, Social Security
and other social initiatives, as more of
their earnings go simply toward paying
off the interest on an increased deficit.
This deficit matters, and this deficit
makes no economic sense.

Yes, deficits matter. Chairman
Greenspan has recognized this funda-
mental truth, cautioning repeatedly

about the perils of increasing deficits
without corresponding spending cuts.
Yet the Republicans have taken every
opportunity to distort his comments to
suit their wayward economic agenda.

Let us take a look at chart 5. The
President has stated that we have defi-
cits because we have been through a
war. This is a shameless untruth. The
Congressional Budget Office and the
President’s own budget acknowledge
that deficits started well before the
conflict in Irag and are projected to
continue indefinitely because of the
President’s own fiscal policies. Even
without taking into account any of the
costs of the Iraq war, the CBO has pro-
jected in early March that the Presi-
dent’s budget would result in a $1.8
trillion deficit over the next 10 years.

Let me refer to chart 5 on deficit pro-
jections. This chart has three projec-
tions. The dark line shows how the def-
icit will continue to increase under
current economic conditions. The other
line shows what will happen to the def-
icit under optimistic and pessimistic
conditions. However, the optimistic
scenario is unlikely because increased
deficit spending and more tax cuts will
not create an economy of growth and
job creation.

For example, the dark line, as | said
previously, shows how the deficit will
continue to increase under current eco-
nomic conditions. In other words, it is
going to go from where it is right now,
down to 2050, down this far to minus
maybe about 14 percent.

Under the best economic conditions,
based on the deficit spending we are
doing, there will still be a deficit of
about minus 0.3 percent. Then if you
look under the lowest productivity
growth, it will even be further. It
moves further into the minus spending,
down to minus 15 percent.

So the reality is that no matter what
the economy does with the deficit
spending we are doing right now, we
are going to be in bad shape, and our
children will continue to pay and pay
and pay.
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This bill claims to be about jobs, re-
taining them and creating them. Last
week it was announced that the Na-
tion’s unemployment rate reached 6
percent. In the last 2 years, over 2 mil-
lion jobs have been lost nationwide.
Districts with heavy manufacturing in-
dustries have seen an even bigger job
loss rate than the national average.

This Congress needs to pass a bill
that will bring those who lost their
jobs back to work and keep them at
work. But will the bill that has been
introduced by the gentleman from
California (Chairman THomAS) do that?
Only if you think that giving over $350
billion worth of capital gains and divi-
dend tax exemption to the wealthiest
one-half of one percent of the popu-
lation will create jobs.

What kinds of jobs will this create?
The only type of job I think that would
be created would be hiring people to
carry the buckets of money this
wealthiest fraction of the country will
receive to the bank. But with most of
those gains being transferred electroni-
cally, even those types of jobs will not
be available.

Economists from all slants, conserv-
ative and liberal, have reached a broad
consensus that cutting the tax on divi-
dends will not create jobs. In fact, sev-
eral Wall Street analysts have rated
this tactic as one of the least effective
options in terms of stimulating eco-
nomic growth.

The tax cuts being offered by the
President and the gentleman from
California (Chairman THOMAS) are not
about jobs. Instead, these tax cuts are
about partying it up now and ignoring
the consequences.

This so-called jobs bill starves the
government of revenue so that social
priorities suffer, priorities like funding
promised benefits for baby-boomers,
cushioning the hardship of the unem-
ployed, enhancing educational oppor-
tunity and improving homeland secu-
rity. Just ask any mayor or local fire
chief or local police chief about what
money they got from homeland secu-
rity. They are the first responders, and
they are still waiting for this govern-
ment to give them the money they
need to do their job.

Other people have noticed that this
plan would not create jobs, not just
those of us here in Washington. This
past weekend, the Detroit News pub-
lished an editorial from the President
of the Economic Policy Institute that
empirically described how these Repub-
lican plans will hurt the economy, will
cause more jobs to be lost and dig our
deficit hole deeper.

This article cited a recent joint
statement signed by 10 Nobel Laure-
ates in economics and 450 other econo-
mists stating there is widespread
agreement that the purpose of the
President’s tax plan is for permanent
change in the tax structure of the
country, not the creation of jobs and
growth in the near term.

Let me repeat that: That the purpose
of the President’s tax plan is for per-
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manent change in the tax structure of
the country; not the creation of jobs
and growth in the near term. These in-
dividuals single out the permanent re-
duction in the dividends and capital
gains tax rates as not being credible as
short-term stimulus. The Republicans
claim that their plans will generate
more growth in gross domestic product
and in jobs in the next 2 years, ignor-
ing the horizon beyond those 2 years.

Before |1 go on to that subject matter,
| see that | have been joined by another
colleague of mine, the gentlewoman
from Georgia (Ms. MAJETTE). | yield to
the gentlewoman.

Ms. MAJETTE. Mr. Speaker, I am
honored to be a new Member of the
House of Representatives. | know that
each of us takes this responsibility
very seriously. Each of us wants to rep-
resent our constituents to the best of
our ability, and we all want to do what
is right for our country. Yet this Con-
gress cannot seem to do the right
thing.

This so-called tax cut is a perfect ex-
ample of what | am talking about. Vir-
tually every reputable economist
agrees that it is the wrong thing for
our economy. Alan Greenspan agrees
that it is the wrong thing to do at this
time, yet the President has seen fit to
have Mr. Greenspan serve for another
term while choosing not to listen to his
advice. Republican and Democratic
Members of the House are going along
with the President’s tax policy, and
that, Mr. Speaker, will sink this ship of
state into a sea of red ink.

To me, this tax plan is about simple
math and basic accounting. More im-
portantly, it is about common sense. If
you borrow money, somebody has to
pay it back. This tax plan will result in
the biggest increase in debt that our
country has ever seen. Somebody is
going to have to pay it back, and those
somebodies are our children and our
grandchildren.

Many in our country are worried
about the problem of predatory lend-
ing, but what they should be worried
about is predatory borrowing. We are
causing our children and grandchildren
to incur huge debts in the future just
so we can line the pockets of a precious
few today.

This predatory borrowing will doom
the economic fortunes of generations
to come because we refuse to get our
fiscal house in order. Do not get me
wrong, Mr. Speaker; like anyone else, |
could use a tax cut, and many of my
constituents could use tax relief too.
But this is not tax relief.

Do | support relief from the marriage
tax penalty? Of course | do. Do | sup-
port increasing the amount of the child
tax credit? Of course | do. Do | support
giving small businesses relief for their
expenses? Of course | do. These are all
tax cuts that help working families, ex-
actly those families who are hurting
and who are struggling to make ends
meet.

Unfortunately, none of these tax cuts
is permanent in this bill, and in 3 years
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most of these cuts will evaporate and
working families will be right back
where they are today.

But the Republican tax bill does not
stop there. This tax bill will give huge
tax relief to those who need it least,
the wealthy; those people who already
have an annual income of $1 million a
year. The dividend and capital gains
tax cuts, which are made permanent,
by the way, will pile on debt for our
children and our grandchildren.

Long-term success in this country
depends on high quality education, on
stable and high paying jobs, and access
to quality health care. But because of
these tax cuts for the wealthiest Amer-
icans, we are not investing in those
things that will secure our children’s
future.

Not only are we abdicating our re-
sponsibility for our children’s future,
we are forcing them to pay the bill.
What we need today is a renewed com-
mitment to fiscal responsibility. Let us
restore the pay-as-you-go rules that led
to the fiscal discipline during the 1990s
and the first surpluses we saw in dec-
ades, surpluses that have totally evap-
orated under this President’s economic
programs.

For the first time in decades, we have
had the opportunity to begin to pay
down the massive multi-trillion dollar
debt and to begin to bring some finan-
cial stability to Social Security and to
Medicare. But, instead, today we are
being asked to incur more debt and to
cast even further doubt on the viability
of those programs.

What we have here is a failure to
communicate with the American peo-
ple. So let me just make it plain: This
is not really a tax cut we are talking
about today. Read my lips; this will be
the largest tax increase that the world
has ever seen, only it is a tax increase
on our children, our grandchildren and
our great grandchildren.
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This tax plan is a sham and a shame,
and the American people deserve better
than this.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
would like to thank the gentlewoman
from Georgia (Ms. MAJETTE) for com-
ing out to help me with this hour.

As | stated before she started, this
article cited a recent joint statement
signed by 10 Nobel Laureates in eco-
nomics and 450 other economists stat-
ing that there is widespread agreement
that the purpose of the President’s tax
plan is for permanent change in the tax
structure of the country and not the
creation of jobs and growth in the near
term. Now, if that is what he wants to
do is to change the tax structure, just
step on up there and say it, but do not
put it under the veil of creating jobs
and growth in the near term. These
scholars single out the permanent re-
duction in the dividends and capital
gains tax rates as not being credible as
short-term stimulus.

The Republicans claim is that their
plan will generate more growth in
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gross domestic product and in jobs in
the next 2 years. In fact, even under
the most forgiving analysis of these
plans, gross domestic product and jobs
will decline in 2005, 2006, and 2007. Re-
spected economic analysts have shown
that any positive impact in the first 2
years of this irresponsible plan will be
followed by a gross domestic product
decline of .25 percent per year, there-
after resulting in a gross domestic
product loss of 1 percent and 750,000
jobs by 2013.

There are two reasons why this hap-
pens. First, tax cuts without spending
cuts lead to sustained budget deficits.
These deficits in turn raise long-term
interest rates, suppress investment,
and stop productivity growth. The sec-
ond reason is that the administration’s
proposal is ineffective at raising long-
term growth. Much of the package in-
volves items that are already scheduled
to be implemented, so their effect is
minimal and illusory. Further, many
economists, including the Nobel Laure-
ates and other scholars mentioned pre-
viously, believe that dividend exclusion
will actually depress investment.

It is easy to understand why the Re-
publican proposals are so ineffective at
creating jobs in the near term. First,
very little of the package stimulates
the economy this year when jobs are
needed most. Let me say this again.
Very little of this package stimulates
the economy this year when jobs are
most needed. This stimulus package
only offers $31 billion toward the short-
term growth efforts. All of the other
dollars, whether it is $550 billion, $726
billion, goes to other issues.

Further, the proposed tax cuts are in-
effective at stimulating consumption
because they are so heavily targeted at
the wealthiest members of our popu-
lation who will likely take that extra
money and put it into savings rather
than consume goods and put that
money into the stream of commerce.

One of the biggest concerns of Ameri-
cans today is whether they will have a
job tomorrow, whether this stagnant
economy will engulf their job, their
savings, and their livelihoods, or
whether Congress will do something
that will secure their employment and
economic future. The Republican plans
do not provide that security to our
citizens. It is a carrot for the middle
class and nothing for the lower class.
The gentleman from California (Mr.
THOMAS) has attempted to veil some of
the aspects of his plan as benefiting the
middle class, in essence, dangling a
carrot in front of them. But when the
truth is peeled away from his plan, it
becomes clear that members of the
middle class will never get this carrot.

Republicans have concealed the true
nature of their tax cuts and the effect
those cuts will have on the middle
class, using clever gimmicks and ruses
to trick working families into thinking
they will enjoy a permanent benefit
under their plan.

For instance, the child tax credit of-
fered in the plan is a hoax. Rather than
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making tax cuts for families the cen-
terpiece of an economic stimulus plan,
they have made the increase in the
child tax credit a temporary after-
thought so that the amount of the
child tax credit will drop from $1,000 in
2005 to $700 in 2006 while, at the same
time, the tax breaks to the wealthiest
citizens are being made permanent.
They are willingly going along with a
plan that will sacrifice increases in the
child tax credits that would add an im-
mediate beneficial impact for all of our
working families to make room for the
President’s plan to put even more
money in the pockets of wealthiest
Americans.

Now, do not misunderstand me. |
think wealthy Americans ought to be
wealthy if they work to get to be
wealthy, but they ought to share the
brunt of tough times, tough economy,
with all of us; and they ought to for-
give or give up the opportunity to get
these tax cuts to bring our country
back to the best.

The Republican plan jeopardizes So-
cial Security to make room for tax
cuts for the wealthy. Just as baby
boomers are approaching retirement,
the GOP is offering a plan that will
borrow and spend all of the money
from the Social Security trust fund
over the next 10 years. The long-term
cost of the Republican tax cuts is more
than three times the entire long-term
Social Security shortfall. And what
does this pay for, one might ask? My
answer is obvious: tax cuts for the
wealthy.

As | mentioned earlier, it was just
announced that the Nation’s unem-
ployment rate has reached 6 percent.
This figure seems to not have reso-
nated with Republican Members of
Congress. Even with this new high in
unemployment, with the economic
slump continuing, the GOP plan allows
extended unemployment benefits to ex-
pire at the end of this month. Nowhere
in their plan is there money to extend
unemployment benefits. Nowhere in
their plan are they even thinking
about the people that are unemployed,
other than saying, | am going to prom-
ise you a job later on based on the
trickle-down theory. In just over 3
weeks, millions of families across the
Nation will be denied desperately need-
ed unemployment insurance. Extending
these benefits will not only help the
families of the nearly 4 million out-of-
work Americans pay their bills, but it
will also help the economy by putting
money into the pockets of consumers
who will spend it.

Remember the ‘‘stream of com-
merce” | talked about earlier? That is
where the money from these unemploy-
ment benefits will go. But the Repub-
lican message to these families is crys-
tal clear. The message to these fami-
lies is, Well, we are going to create you
some jobs, but you can eat crumbs
until we get those jobs in place. The
Republican message to these families
is, We would rather put more money
into the pockets of the wealthy than to
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put immediate dollars into your pocket
in an unemployment plan. The message
to these families is, Tough luck.

Now, let us talk about what the mes-
sage is to the States. The message to
the States is the same as the message
to the poor: tough luck. Despite the
fact that economists statistically rate
aid to the States as one of the most ef-
fective immediate economic growth
measures available for the money, the
Republican economic plan, while call-
ing for $1.2 trillion in new tax cuts,
fails to include a single penny for State
aid. States are facing the worst fiscal
crisis since World War 11, but the Bush
administration is refusing to provide
them any aid. As a result, States
across the country are cutting edu-
cation and health care programs, rais-
ing taxes and other fees, and putting a
further drag on the sluggish economy.
And with the GOP’s refusal to include
any help to the States in their eco-
nomic plan, economic growth is under-
mined, not fostered.

I have spent most of my time talking
about what is wrong with the Repub-
lican plan, and believe me, | could talk
for much longer, but | want to take
some time now to discuss a Democratic
plan that is fair, fast-acting, and fis-
cally responsible. | see that | have been
joined by the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. INSLEE), and | would like to
yield to him.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, | appre-
ciate the gentlewoman coming here to
talk about this important issue. | just
have two comments to make about the
majority party’s plan. We are talking
about a way to get our economy going
again and to me, the acid test of any
economic plan is, is it going to work.
This should not be based on idealogical
principles; it should not be based on
partisan politics; it should not be based
on sort of a pie-in-the-sky theory. The
question should be: Does it work?

The two points | would like to make
is first off, we have very good evidence
that it does not work. We are all talk-
ing about the best way to administer
medicine, if you will, to the economy;
and it kind of reminds me, what the
majority party is doing reminds me of
the physicians in the 18th century.
When you were sick in the 18th cen-
tury, you went to a doctor; they bled
you. They put leaches on you. And if
you did not get better, they put more
leaches on you. And if you still did not
get better, they would put more
leaches on you, and they would bleed
you some more, because it is all they
knew how to do.

Well, what we saw in the year 2001
when the Republican Party did this big
tax cut, a trillion dollar tax cut plan,
told the American citizens it was going
to create tens of thousands of jobs, and
the economy has gone south. It has
gone south like it has not at any time
since World War Il. We have had the
largest number of job loss; over 2.5 mil-
lion Americans have lost their jobs
since that ill-conceived plan by the Re-
publican Party. It is the largest job
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loss since Hoover was President of the
United States. And here we have the
doctors to the economy, they want to
do it again when it was so damaging to
the economy in the first place. The def-
icit has skyrocketed. It has gone from
a $5 trillion surplus to deficits of $300
billion, at least, probably more. And so
we want to see this sort of application
of this 18th century medicine again
when it did not work the first time.

We should not repeat the mistakes,
and the reason it was a mistake then,
and they are repeating exactly the
same failure this time, number one,
their plan is too late. It is too late be-
cause almost 95 percent of the benefits
are in the years after this year when
we need the stimulus this year; and,
number two, it goes inordinately to
people who are not going to put the
money right back into the economy. So
we are repeating a failure of 2001, as
the doctors of the 18th century repeat-
edly bled people if they did not get bet-
ter, and they just kept bleeding them.
And that is what the Republicans are
doing to the Federal budget.

The second point | would make is,
this is called a tax cut. But it is really
not a tax cut to Americans over the
long term. If anything, it is a tax in-
crease. And the reason is that our chil-
dren are going to have to pay and we
are paying today the burden of not bal-
ancing the Federal budget. Right now,
because we pay interest on the Federal
debt, 1 have some really bad news for
Americans. Of every $100 Americans
paid, they paid $100 on April 15 in
taxes, $14 went to pay interest on the
Federal debt. For that $14, you got no
soldiers, no sailors, no police officers,
no nothing. It went down a black hole.
And now it is going to increase because
the Republicans’ own numbers, these
are not Democratic numbers, the Re-
publicans’ own numbers demonstrate
another $1 trillion of indebtedness they
will create that American taxpayers
are going to have to pay at some point,
only now they are going to have to pay
interest on top of that.

So this really is not a tax cut. At
best, it is a tax transfer. It is a transfer
from us baby boomers on to our chil-
dren’s shoulders, which is immoral,
number one; and, number two, it is a
tax increase by increasing the interest
payments we have to pay on the Fed-
eral debt. It is an increase on what we
call the debt tax. We all pay the debt
tax now because we pay interest on the
Federal debt. This could be called at
worst a tax increase and at best a tax
transfer to our children. Both are
wrong; it should be rejected. Let us not
repeat the failure of 2 years ago.

Mr. Speaker, | appreciate the gentle-
woman addressing this important
issue.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentleman for his leadership
on this issue.

This past January, Democrats pre-
sented a fair, fast-acting, and fiscally
sound economic plan that would jump-
start the economy, create jobs imme-
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diately, and promote long-term eco-
nomic growth. The President then in-
troduced a highly divisive plan that
does not create jobs in the short term
and endangers our economy by sad-
dling us with these deficits. Much-
needed immediate action on the econ-
omy is being thwarted because the Re-
publicans disagree about the Presi-
dent’s controversial plan and because
the President is still pushing for a $550
billion package that Members of both
parties in both Houses of Congress have
soundly rejected.

The past Democratic plans have in-
cluded $32 billion in immediate tax re-
lief to small businesses to generate in-
vestments. Only $29 billion of the GOP
plan is targeted to small enterprise. Fi-
nally, the GOP plan will negatively af-
fect investment in small business and
their access to capital because it will
increase interest rates and make in-
vestment in big business more attrac-
tive.

There is no bang, but there certainly
are bucks in the GOP plan. At least
there are bucks for the wealthy. Econo-
mists have estimated that for every
dollar spent on the dividend tax cut,
only 9 cents in economic growth will be
generated. Even the economists that
the White House relied on for their job
growth numbers ‘‘predicted that if the
tax cuts were not offset within a few
years, interest rates would rise, private
investment would be crowded out, and
the economy would actually be worse
than if there had been no tax changes
at all.”

There is no focus in the GOP plan,
there is no fairness in the GOP plan,
and there is no fiscal responsibility.
For the sake of our country, our health
care and our infrastructure, | call on
all Members of Congress to reject the
Thomas plan just as you rejected the
President’s plan.

Mr. Speaker, the Democratic plan will create
1 million jobs by the end of the year and is
paid for through responsible tax policy that
puts money in the hands of people who need
it most.

The Democratic plan is focused on job cre-
ation and long-term growth. By providing an
immediate stimulus, the plan will create jobs.
The Democratic plan will not leave States be-
hind—instead it will provide $18 billion for
Medicaid assistance to the States, $26 billion
for infrastructure development, homeland se-
curity, education, and other needs jobs will be
retained and created, our economy will revive
itself. By extending unemployment insurance
benefits, money will be put in the hands of
those who need it most at the time it is need-
ed most. Recipients of those benefits will be
able to buy needed consumer goods, pay their
bills, and be able to survive in these tough
economic times. The Democratic plan will ben-
efit small businesses by creating credits for
businesses who hire the long-term unem-
ployed and increase the expensing limits small
businesses are able to claim. Further, it will
temporarily increase the bonus depreciation
for all businesses, which will in turn enable
businesses to retain more capital for expan-
sion and hiring.

The child credit the Democratic plan has will
accelerate to $800 and will directly benefit the
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families of 1.75 million children. Over the
course of 10 years this will put $50 billion into
taxpayers’ hands that will in turn be used for
savings and consumption.

Today’s New York Times cited the Presi-
dent’s plan, the House Republicans’ plan, and
the Senate Republicans’ plan as putting $400
per child into taxpayers’ hands as this year’s
rebate. This is part of the “carrot” that Repub-
licans are dangling in front of the middle and
lower class taxpayers. And while they may in
fact get this money this year, Republicans are
remaining silent on what they will get next
year, or 5 years from now, or 10 years from
now. The reason for that silence is because
next year, and 5 years from now, and 10
years from now they will not receive anything.
Instead, they will be forced to pay more for
health care, they will be forced to pay more for
education, they will be forced to pay more for
infrastructure development, and they will be
paying more toward reducing the national
debt—a payment that will not yield any tan-
gible, graspable benefit.

——
[0 1815

PRESIDENTIAL TAX PLAN
CREATES JOBS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KLINE). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 7, 2003, the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. MCINNIS) is
recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, | am glad
I am going to get an opportunity to
rebut the gentlewoman from Ohio’s
(Mrs. JONES) statements. Obviously,
there are a number of exaggerated
statements in my opinion. | want to go
through a few things.

First of all, in regards to the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Mrs. JONES), she
talks about the deficit, she talks about
the deficit as if she is a leading exam-
ple of programs and her voting is a
leading example of votes that are cast
to reduce any of these programs. |
would challenge the gentlewoman from
Ohio to go ahead and present to her
colleagues exactly what programs in
discretionary spending, keep in mind
the biggest part of that budget is non-
discretionary. So if you are going to do
the kind of cuts that she talks about, |
think that the gentlewoman should ac-
cept the challenge and step forward
and show exactly which programs she
is going to eliminate or which pro-
grams she is going to substantially re-
duce in order to eliminate that deficit
in this budget.

The fact is she will not even come
close. I know it and you know it. I
think it would be interesting, and | in-
tend to do it, pull the gentlewoman’s
voting record from Ohio and see how
many votes she has made to reduce
programs. | also am going to pull the
bills that the gentlewoman from Ohio
has introduced and take a look at what
those bills, bills that she is the sponsor
of, bills that she is the proponent of,
what Kind of costs those bills add to
the deficit. | think you would find, |
have not looked at them but I think it
is a pretty good guess that the gentle-
woman from Ohio has a number of bills
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that she has introduced that add to the
deficit, that under her definition of
what which ought to be doing in eco-
nomic sense and accounting and so on
would defy her own, the discipline that
she is up here preaching about that we
have to exercise.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McINNIS. | will be happy to yield
in a couple of minutes if the gentle-
woman would like to stay around, be-
cause | have a number of points that I
would be happy to address with you.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. All | want to
say is pull my record, sir.

Mr. MCINNIS. If the gentlewoman
would stay around | would be happy to
yield in a couple of minutes.

But what | want to say is it is okay
to say something but your action
ought to follow it. This is not a per-
sonal attack. This is a professional dis-
agreement. My point is if you are going
to stand up and preach fiscal discipline,
you ought to practice it yourself.

Now, let us talk about, she says, the
Democratic tax cut. Yesterday in the
Committee on Ways and Means of
which the gentlewoman from Ohio was
present, she was there, there was testi-
mony from the Democratic Party that
ran the deficit, increased the deficit
about $10 billion and that the Repub-
lican tax cut proposal increased the
deficit by about $11 billion. Well, based
on the woman’s strong statements
about fiscal discipline, 1 would fully ex-
pect that the gentlewoman will be vot-
ing no against the Democratic tax cut
bill. And | would fully expect that the
gentlewoman from Ohio will take the
same microphone that she has taken
for the last hour and preach against
the Democratic tax cut which also adds
$10 billion dollars to the deficit. 1
would venture to say that she will not
accept the challenge on either one of
those occasions.

| also want to mention here, by the
way, a little rhetoric of your colleague,
the gentlewoman from Georgia (Ms.
MAJETTE) whose statement | thought
was pretty interesting, and | under-
stand that she is new to the Congress,
but she says that this tax increase is
the largest tax increase in the history
of the world, in the history of the
world. Now, where does that come
from? Rhetoric is not what is going to
allow us to get this economy back
growing again.

| see that the gentlewoman has left.
I was more than happy to yield a cou-
ple of minutes to her but it is clear
that apparently that is not going to
happen. Oh, here she comes again.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, is
the gentleman ready to yield to me
right now?

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, | would
be happy to. | have not yielded yet. A
couple of conditions | will yield to you
under. One is the time.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. | just need a
couple of minutes.

Mr. MCINNIS. 1| yield the gentle-
woman a few minutes. At such time, if
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you are not completed, |1 will consider
yielding more time. | will be happy to
hear from you on any of the points |
brought up.

Mr. Speaker, | yield to the gentle-
woman.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Sir, | will give
you a tax plan that will be paid for be-
fore the week is out. | will give it to
you before the week is out.

Mr. McCINNIS. Before the what?

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Before the week
is out, that will be totally paid for, be-
fore the week is out.

Let me also say to you, sir, that on
the floor of the House you are entitled
to talk about whatever it is you want
to talk about as long as you do not get
personal with your colleague, and | en-
courage you to pull my record. | en-
courage you to pull my voting record.
I encourage you to look at the bills
that | have introduced, and | encourage
you to let the American public know
that | am here fighting for the working
class people of this country, that | sup-
port business, and that | believe that
tax cuts would be appropriate if we
were not in the situation that we are in
right now. And that if we are going to
have tax cuts, they must be fair, they
must be fiscally responsible, and they
must be fast acting.

Now, | must leave. | have been here
for an hour. If you had been here while
I was speaking for an hour, | would
have gladly yielded time to you as
well. But | am looking forward to con-
tinuing the debate because the people
of the United States need to under-
stand that this Congress must do some-
thing to stimulate the economy and
that what we do must be a stimulus. It
must not be a facade. It must not be a
charade. It must do what it is supposed
to do. And | challenge you to tell the
American public how much of the Re-
publican bill that is being presented
actually goes to economic stimulus,
and how much of the rest of it goes to
giving dividend cuts and capital gains
cuts to the most wealthy Americans in
the country.

I look forward to debating with you,
and | look forward to serving in the
U.S. Congress with you because | know
my constituency knows | am doing
their job on their behalf.

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentlewoman would remain around for
about 30 more seconds.

I would be happy to engage on a spe-
cial order, we can make some accom-
modation in the next few days. You
will take a half hour. I will take a half
hour. | would engage the entire Demo-
cratic Party if they want to engage in
a debate. But let me say one thing
about personal. Looking at your record
is not a personal attack on my col-
league. In fact, I am kind of impressed
by the energy that my colleague exer-
cises. | think she is persistent. Cer-
tainly, | have never questioned your in-
tegrity. | think your integrity is above
question. But | would point out that if,
in fact, you were suggesting a violation
of the rules, you probably came the
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closest to it. | did not ask to take down
your words as | was tempted to do
when you made a comment that the
President, and | missed the middle
word was a shameful untruth. You are
not allowed to call the President
shamefully untruthful on the House
floor.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
did not say he was shamefully untruth-
ful. | said the representation of the tax
package was untrue. But write it down.
Call me out.

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I
not yielded to the gentlewoman.

I would suggest to the gentlewoman
that you and | both know the rules. |
think we are both observing the rules
and 1 am more than happy to engage
with you in the next week or so on a
debate on any subject that you would
like. So have your office contact mine.
| appreciate the gentlewoman partici-
pating.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it
is nice to talk with the gentleman also.
Have a wonderful evening.

Mr. MCcINNIS. Reclaiming my time,
let us talk a little bit about the pro-
gram and let us talk about the budget
program and the stimulus.

First of all, in regards to the gentle-
woman from Georgia’s (Ms. MAJETTE)
comments, she kept referring to the
people, the lowest income people in the
country. Remember that the tax cut is
targeted at people that pay taxes. If
you take a look, the lowest income cat-
egories of wage earners in the United
States do not pay Federal income
taxes. They do pay sales taxes, al-
though they get certain credits, and
they pay tax, for example, when they
buy gasoline and so on, but under our
system we believe that the lowest in-
come earners of this country should
not be subject to Federal income taxes.
My philosophy is tax cuts should not
be given to people that do not pay
taxes. That is a welfare program. And |
do not object to all welfare programs.
Although, | can tell you that every
time that you give money to somebody
who is not working, you are taking
that money from someone who is work-
ing. And under certain circumstances
most people agree. For example, if you
have a wage earner who is incapable of
working for some reason, they are
physically or mentally disabled and
cannot work, gainful employment, | do
not know anybody, Republican or Dem-
ocrat, that objects to assisting those
people, to put them on welfare. But,
frankly, we have got some people out
there who are living off the system.

Now, we did welfare reform several
years ago and welfare is to give money,
that is not a tax cut. It is a welfare
program. If the gentlewoman or any of
the other Democrats wants a welfare
program to stimulate the economy,
they should call it a welfare program.
They should not come up and advocate
giving a tax cut to people who do not
pay the tax.

Now, our economy today, first of all,
it is not in dire straights. Certainly we

have
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have people unemployed, and if you are
unemployed | can see your interpreta-
tion of dire straights; but on an eco-
nomic, from a historical point of view,
on an economic basis, when you take a
look at our economy, our economy has
some positive things about it. | am op-
timistic about our economy. We have
got to do some jump-starting.

When you jump-start something, it is
like when your battery of your car is
dead or when the battery of your car is
low you do not attach the jumper ca-
bles to the bumper of the car. You at-
tach the jumper cables to the battery
SO you can jump-start the car. That is
where the word jump-start came from.
You need to target.

Now, the Democrats say, wait a
minute. You jump-start all over the
car. We are saying, let us jump-start
that portion of the car that will give us
the biggest buck, that will get the car
moving again. We have got a dead bat-
tery or a low battery. That is where we
need to target it. That is exactly what
this tax cut is. It is targeted as a stim-
ulus. And, of course, it has a major im-
pact on the tax structure in the future.
You cannot do it any other way.

So my position is on the tax cut and
the President’s tax cut, first of all, |
have got a lot of trust in this Presi-
dent. | have a lot of trust in his admin-
istration. He has done a tremendous
job, a job that the criticism is mini-
mized, a job of which | hold great
honor to him for, and that is leading
this country, leading this country after
September 11, leading this country
through the Afghan war and a victory,
leading this country in the lraqi war.
This is a guy who time after time after
time proves that his leadership is capa-
ble of asking all of us to follow him. We
have a pretty good bet going with this
President.

This President has said to us, look,
this is the kind of tax cut we need to
have if we are going to try and jump-
start the car. He is the one who has
said to us, put the jumper cables on the
battery and | think we can get this car
jump-started. Why my friends on the
other side, outside partisan advan-
tages, in other words, attack the Re-
publicans no matter what they do, why
some of my colleagues, by the way, |
think our tax cut will pass with bipar-
tisan support, but why some of my col-
leagues are continuing to put road-
block after roadblock and continuing
to insist that we attach the jumper ca-
bles to the bumper is beyond me, other
than the fact that they want to play
partisan politics.

This is not a time for rhetoric. When
we put that tax cut, when you take a
look at capital gains, for example,
sure, not every taxpayer in our country
gets the advantage of capital gains be-
cause they do not have an asset that
has appreciated in value to the extent
that it has incurred a capital gains tax-
ation.

But the fact is if you look histori-
cally, and | think we need to look at
history here, if you look at economic
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history, every time, no exceptions,
every time we have reduced capital
gains taxation, we have seen an imme-
diate uptake in the economy. Every
time. No exception. This tax package
lowers that from 18 percent to 15 per-
cent, 20 percent in some cases, but
would take it down to 15 percent.

Now, the gentlewoman from Ohio
(Mrs. JONES) was very correct in saying
that our taxes in this country should
be fair taxation. Well, the most unfair
taxation is when you are taxed twice,
taxed twice. How many of you have out
there would be happy going to the gro-
cery store? They ring up a dollar’s
worth of merchandise and they say, all
right, the tax is 7 cents. So you owe me
$1.07. So you pay her the 7 cents in tax;
and she says, oh, by the way, we are
going to tax you again so give me an-
other 7 cents. You would say, What are
you talking about? You do not charge
me double taxation at the counter.
That is double taxation.

Well, there is one place in our tax
structure that we double tax and that
is dividends. Just based on fairness
alone, and | am in complete agreement
with the gentlewoman from Ohio, the
Democrat, who says we need to be fair.
And following exactly what she
preaches, in other words doing what
you say, if we do that we will get rid of
that double taxation on dividends. It is
imperative, | think, that we do it.

The President in our tax package
that we passed out of the Committee
on Ways and Means, after lots and lots
of research, after lots and lots of dis-
cussion, that bill is what we need to
help stimulate. We want jobs. There
are a lot of people in this country who
need jobs. You do not create jobs by
building the government. You create
jobs by letting the private market-
place, by letting small business, and
that is what our tax bill does. Our tax
bill appeals to the small business peo-
ple out there. It is a bill that says,
small business, you are great at cre-
ating jobs. We want you to create more
jobs.

[ 1830

Once you create more jobs it has a
trickle down effect. Somebody who has
a job does use that money, does spend
that money or even if they do not
spend the money, even if they just put
the money in a savings account, that
money still circulate through the econ-
omy.

The other point | want to make is
that the gentlewoman has said to me
that she will within the next four
working days present me with a tax
cut that pays for itself.

The Democratic tax cut, by the way,
the proposal that their party has made
does not pay for itself. Yesterday, in
their own admission in the Committee
on Ways and Means, they estimated
the cost of the deficit of an increase of
$10 billion. They were pointing out that
their plan added $10 billion to the def-
icit. The Republican plan added $11 bil-
lion to the deficit. So | am assuming
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that the gentlewoman from Ohio will
vote no on the Democratic tax plan, as
will her colleagues on the Democratic
side of the aisle who are preaching this
fiscal discipline.

So | look forward to receiving her tax
cut that pays for itself.

We have a lot of people who stand up
here and talk about how terrible the
deficit is. | happen to agree that the
deficit is something we have to keep
our eye on. Clearly, you should not
borrow more than you can pay back,
but keep in mind that a lot of people
that say to you here how much they
hate the deficit and how we should not
contribute to it, take a look at the
bills that they sponsor. Take a look at
their voting pattern. Somebody told
me once when you come back to your
district talk conservative, talk fiscal
responsibility; when you are back in
Washington vote for spending. | mean
that is what goes on here a lot, and |
think that it is fair game.

When somebody stands up at this
microphone and talks to my colleagues
here, their voting record is fair game,
and we ought to do a comparison on it
because my guess is that you will find
most of the people that make those
kind of statements, most of the people
have a voting record that does not re-
flect fiscal discipline. They have a
record of bill introduction of whose
bills do not reflect fiscal discipline. A
lot of people talk about fiscal dis-
cipline as long as you cut somebody
else’s budget.

| have people that come in, they may
be with transportation, and say we
want fiscal discipline but by the way
do not cut my highways out. An educa-
tor may come in and say, by the way,
you have to get this economy going,
you need fiscal discipline, but we need
more money for education. The Depart-
ment of Defense will come in and say
we agree with fiscal discipline, just do
not cut the Department of Defense. It
is human nature.

So | am not defying human nature. |
am saying we clearly ought to define it
right here on the floor when somebody
says one thing and does something
else.

So that was my intent this evening
by the way was not to talk about the
tax cut, but for one hour, one hour, the
Democrats have assailed, have as-
saulted the President’s tax plan and
the plan that went out of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means yesterday
from the Congress and | think will pass
on a bipartisan plan. So there is a ne-
cessity for some rebuttal. There is a
necessity for some clarification of
what we are intending to do.

In summary, what we are attempting
to do with this on a bipartisan effort,
what we are attempting to do with this
tax reduction is to stimulate an econ-
omy that needs some stimulation, and
as | said earlier, it is like you do not
need to rebuild a whole new car. Our
economy is not in a depression. In fact,
interest rates are the lowest they have
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been in 41 years. There is a lot of posi-
tive things out there about our econ-
omy, but it is just like the dead bat-
tery on a car. You do not need to re-
build the car. The car is in good shape.
You have got one part of the car, the
battery, that has gone dead on you. We
need to jump start.

Common sense is a word often re-
ferred to by the other side during the
previous hour. Common sense would
dictate that you take your jumper ca-
bles and attach them to the battery.
You do not take your jumper cables
and attach them to the door handle. It
may be nice. It is not going to get the
car started and you can attach them to
the bumper. It is not going to push the
car anywhere. The fact is you have got
to target your tax cut. We are not say-
ing you can jump the car anywhere. If
you target it, it will move that car. We
think that battery will get started.

If you have got an idea, as | said to
the gentlewoman and | have said to
most of the liberal side to the left, if
you have got a better idea how to
jump-start the car without butting the
battery cables on the battery, come up
with it, but the fact is most of what
they are saying unfortunately is rhet-
oric.

The issue that | wanted to visit with
about tonight is | come from the West.
The State | represent is the State of
Colorado. My colleagues know that. My
district is a very large district. In fact,
they are voting to change it today so |
do not know whether it is larger or
smaller than the State of Florida, but
it is about the size of the State of Flor-
ida. It is a big district.

In the West, because of governmental
actions clear back in the 1800s, there is
a lot that is different in the West than
there is in the East. We live under dif-
ferent regulations in the West than you
do here in the east. You say how is that
possible? Let me just give you a little
history.

What happened in the early days of
this country when we wanted to grow
our country with the Louisiana Pur-
chase and things like that, back then
ownership of property, if you had a
deed for a piece of property, it did not
mean a lot. In order for you to own
property, you needed to get some kind
of deed, put a stake in the ground, and
frankly, most of the time, you needed
to be on the ground with a six shooter
strapped to your side.

This country, in its infancy, had its
population really isolated in the small
sliver on the East Coast, and the lead-
ers of our country decided we want to
create a United States. We wanted to
create an expansive country. We want-
ed to go into the frontier. We wanted
to go West and make it a part of our
country, and going West back then
would be going to Ohio or to Virginia.
You did not have to go very far to be
into new settlements of this country,
and in order to do that, the govern-
ment said to itself how do we give in-
centive for people to leave this relative
safety and comfort of their home on
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the east coast and move out West
where you get bit by snakes, you have
got to go out there by wagon, no indus-
try out there, you are going to have to
be settlers and deal with the Native
American people that live out there
currently right now. You have got
harsh weather, altitude, elevation you
have never been faced with in your en-
tire life. How do we give people that in-
centive to go out there to be the fron-
tier people? How do we do it?

Somebody said what every American
dreams of, in fact, one of the basic con-
cepts that this country was founded
upon, was the concept of owning your
own piece of property. I can remember
when | was in high school, in fact, |
drew it in art class. | was not very tal-
ented in art, but in art class, | drew my
first home, a picture of what | wanted
to own, my own house, and | think that
is the American dream, own your own
little piece of property, own your own
little farm or condominium that is
your piece of property, that is yours,
and our forefathers realized that is
what the Americans wanted. They
wanted that ability of owning private
property.

So what they did is they said, all
right, let us create what we called the
Homestead Act. Let us give some land
away and actually it was not new. We
actually tried to bribe British military
people by offering them free land in
this new country we are creating if
they would defect. That is the first use
interestingly of what we now call the
Homestead Act. That is the first use of
the government giving away land, and
that was to try and bribe British sol-
diers to defect and come over to our
side, and we give them land as a re-
ward.

So they decided to do this, to give
land to people to give them the incen-
tive to move West. They said, okay,
you go out West and you can settle or
you settle 160 acres or 320 acres and
you live on it for 5 years and you cul-
tivate it and you get to keep that land.
You know what? It was a tremendous
success. Not a complete success but a
tremendous success. Why was it not a
complete success? Because when the
population got to the Rocky Mountains
or to the West, they found out that,
hey, in Kansas, even in eastern Colo-
rado, in Ohio and the valleys of Ten-
nessee and the wonderful bluegrass of
Kentucky, 160 acres, you can feed a lot
of cows on 160 acres. You can feed a lot
of pigs and sheep on 160 acres, but when
they got to the Rocky Mountains, they
discovered, wow, it takes four acres to
feed one lamb. In some places it takes
over a hundred and some acres to feed
one cow. You cannot survive on 160
acres.

So they go back to Washington, and
the bureaucracy says, wow, this is
working until we hit the Rocky Moun-
tains. People are not going into the
Rocky Mountains. What do we do?
Someone said, well, let us give them a
proportion of the amount of land, not
an equal amount in acreage but an
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equal amount that a family could sub-
side on. So if it takes 160 acres in Ohio,
it may take 3,000 acres in the Colorado
Rockies or the Montana Rockies or
New Mexico. It may take 3,000 acres.

Somebody else said, no, no, there is a
problem with that. The public is very
angry at the government right now be-
cause there is a perception out there
that the railroad barons, to get our
railroad built across the Nation, which
was a huge achievement and a huge dif-
ference in the history of this country,
we Kkind of gotten taken to the cleaners
of the land we gave to the railroad bar-
ons. So people are not very excited
about us giving more land away.

What happened was they made a deci-
sion. Somebody said, okay, to get
around that problem, let us go ahead
and we will keep ownership of the land.
The government will keep the lands,
and we will allow people the use of the
land. Let us call it multiple use, the
concept of multiple use, a land of many
uses.

Let me show you now my poster.
Take a good close look at this poster of
where the government lands are in this
country. The color on this poster, these
are government lands. Some of it is
BLM land. Some of it is Forest Service
lands. Some of it is State forests and so
on.

By the way, down here in the left,
and | hope you can see that, that is the
State of Alaska. | think the State of
Alaska is 98, | think it is 98 percent of
the State of Alaska is owned by the
government, not by the people, not by
the private individuals who build a
home but by the government.

Take a look at this comparison. This
is what happened. People got here. This
is when the conscious decision was
made not to preserve this land so that
humans never walk on it for future
generations, although that happened
correctly with wilderness areas. It hap-
pened correctly with our national
parks. It happened correctly with our
national monuments. This land, the
only reason this land does not look like
this land is because of the pressure as
a result of giving too much land away
to the railroad barons. So now let me
go on to my point why it is different in
the West under regulations and rules
than it is in the East.

If you look in the east anywhere east
of Denver, Colorado, with the exception
of perhaps the Everglades down here
and the Shenandoah and a little area in
the Northwest, when you want to put a
fence up and let us say you have some
trees and you want to thin your trees
out or you want to treat your trees,
first of all, if it is a private forest, you
go do it and you do it because it is log-
ical to do it. If you want to make an
addition to your house, you go to your
local planning and zoning commission
down at the courthouse or over at the
county courthouse. This is not what
happens in the West.

In the West, because the government
owns the land, you know where our
planning and zoning office is? Right
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here, little tiny government town
called Washington, D.C., they are the
ones who dictate what happens out
here in almost half of the country.
Keep in mind, our big population cen-
ters are in California and on the East
Coast. Out here in the West, it is pret-
ty sparsely populated. So all of the
sudden you have a majority of people
that do not live in the West dictate
how people in the West live on govern-
ment lands.

One of the big problems that we have
suffered as a result of this disparity
has been reflected in the forest fires
that we have had over the last several
years. | am experienced in forest fires.
| fought forest fires. | used to be a vol-
unteer fireman, municipal volunteer
fireman. | used to be a police officer. |
have personally seen the ravages that
fires do to, first of all, human lives. |
have removed bodies off mountains as a
result of a fire on that mountain. |
have seen what it does to wildlife. |
have seen what it does to pollution. |
have seen what it does to watersheds.

Do you know that the leading Killer
of endangered species in our country
is? Wildfire. Kills more endangered spe-
cies than any other threat across this
Nation.

What happened in these big fires that
we have seen are really a combination
of a number of factors. One, around the
turn of the century, we used to lose to
fire, this is an extraordinary number,
hard number to believe, but we used to
lose to fire about 45 million acres a
year.

[0 1845

Back in Washington and across the
country we said look, we have to start
fighting these fires. That is where the
birth of Smokey the Bear came from,
by the way. So we adopted a very in-
tentional policy to put out fires. What
we did not know was putting out these
fires over decades and decades allowed
a large accumulation of trees that was
unnatural. It was not native to the for-
est. It allowed a large accumulation of
trees.

We were allowing an acre that maybe
had 60 trees on it, we were allowing 600
trees on that acre. Combined with the
environmental movement in the 1970s,
1980s, and 1990s that did everything
they could, the radical aspect of that
environmental movement, to push out
timbering, to say cutting down a tree
was bad. Keep in mind also in our early
days, we used wood for everything. We
used it to heat the house, build the
house, for the fence, wagon. Wood was
much more widely used in proportion
to the population than it is today.

What happened is we have now dis-
covered if we want to avoid these fires,
we have to manage the forests. What
happened in the 1970s as a result of a
radical environmental movement, we
had a group of people say we will never
be able to be smarter than the Forest
Service because the Forest Service, the
BLM people, the Fish and Wildlife, the
State foresters, they have been edu-
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cated in the management of the forest.
They have experience in the forest.
Many of those people who work for our
Forest Service, it has been their life-
long dream to be a forest ranger. You
are not going to be able to debate these
people on the merits of how to manage
a forest. They have a good idea how to
manage it. Certainly they have a bet-
ter idea how to manage it than Earth
First or the Sierra Club. These groups,
like Earth First, knew you were not
going to win the argument at the local
level with the forest ranger, so they
had to get it away from science and get
the decision made based on emotion.

The way to do that was to move the
decisions being made on the forest to
Washington, D.C. because back here in
the Nation’s capital many of our deci-
sions are based on emotion. Sometimes
that is good, but most of the time it is
not. There is a balance in there. They
were very successful over a period of
time of several years of taking the re-
sponsibility of managing our forests
away from the U.S. Forest Service and
away from our forest rangers and mov-
ing that to the United States Congress.

I am chairman of the subcommittee
that has oversight on all of the Na-
tion’s forests. We have continual de-
bates in the United States Congress in
my subcommittee, which by the way I
do not believe anybody in my com-
mittee has a major or even a minor and
certainly not any kind of experience to
speak of in managing forests, and we
have on a regular basis bills to restrict
the Forest Service from cutting trees.
Remember on public lands, and you do
not have much of it here because these
are private forests, so it is primarily in
the West, we actually have bills that
envision restricting the Forest Service;
they cannot cut any tree more than 4
inches wide, regardless of whether the
science says it is healthy to thin some
trees out.

In the 1970s, several environmental
organizations were correct, clear-cut-
ting was devastating and the clear-cut-
ting in the West was an abuse. Now in
some cases it was the science of the
day so | am not calling these people
criminal, as some of the radical organi-
zations would. But the fact is when we
learn something you are doing is not
good, stop doing it.

So the effort to stop clear-cutting in
the West on massive parcels was well-
intended; and, frankly, it was correct.
But now the pendulum has swung so far
the other way that in the State of Col-
orado we have no major timber indus-
try left in that State. None. We have a
matchstick company which employs 30,
40 people down in the southwest corner,
but we have to pay people to come and
cut those trees and take them out. We
have to pay them. They have been very
successful.

Just like the condemnation of min-
ing, how terrible mining companies
are, how terrible timber companies are,
how terrible ski areas are. There is
really an attempt, instead of having
land of many uses, to putting out a
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sign in the West that says no trespass.
Well, what has happened is unfortu-
nately many of these efforts have been
successful. As a result of that, we have
not managed our forests. We have not
managed them by science. We can get
away with it for a while; but at some
point it catches up with us, and that is
what has happened in the last few
years.

In my district we had several major
fires. | mean, fires where the smoke
plumes looked larger than the atom
bomb. They would be 30, 40 feet in the
air. These smoke plumes get so high in
the sky they actually form an ice cap
on top of them, and the ice cap eventu-
ally collapses inward, comes out the
bottom and creates hurricane-like
winds and spreads the fire. Only one or
two were started by man, and most are
as a result of mismanagement, of not
going out and thinning the forests, of
not letting the forests do what nature
had them do.

Some people say the answer is con-
trolled burns. Keep in mind that one
out of five of our controlled burns gets
out of control. We know what happened
in New Mexico. We almost wiped an en-
tire town out. It is difficult to manage
a controlled burn; but controlled burns
are useful as a tool, but we also need to
be able to go in and clear these forest
floors and thin out trees. If there is an
acre that has 600 trees on it, and his-
torically its natural holding of trees is
more like 60 trees, it needs to be
thinned.

So we have introduced legislation, bi-
partisan legislation. This is a bipar-
tisan bill to thin these forests, to let us
go into these forests and manage these
forests as we need to do. That bill is
called the Healthy Forest Bill. That
bill will come to the House floor some
time in the next week or two. | look
forward to being part of an effort by
the United States Congress to transfer
from emotion back to science the man-
agement of our Nation’s forests.

If we look at the Hayman fire in Den-
ver, Colorado, that is the one that
most people saw on television. Hun-
dreds of thousands of acres were on
fire. Unfortunately, we lost some lives
last year in Colorado, airplane crashes,
a tree fell on a firefighter in Durango.
But when we look at the losses in the
Hayman fire, let me point out some
other losses. Obviously Members are
aware of the human loss. That is the
highest priority of losses. The most ex-
pensive loss in monetary terms outside
of the loss of human life was the pollu-
tion in the watershed, in the water sup-
ply for the city of Denver. The water
supply for the city of Denver looks like
a thick chocolate malt.

Other damage was the pollution.
Look what happened to our clean air.
In Denver, Colorado, there was more
pollution off the Hayman fire than
there was from all of the vehicles com-
bined from the city of Denver in 1 year.
Other damage was the horrible devas-
tation to our wildlife and wildlife habi-
tat. Could this have been avoided? |
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think so. Let me show an example of
thinning a forest.

This poster to my left is Mesa Verde
National Park. It is down in the Four
Corners of Colorado; and just for some
promotional purposes, it is the only
place in the Nation one can stand in
four States at once. | hope people come
and spend a little money in Colorado
on tourism. This is Mesa Verde. It may
be hard to see, but this area that looks
kind of dark gray, that is all burned
out. A couple of years ago the super-
intendent of the Mesa Verde National
Park decided they needed to protect
antiquities and protect employee hous-
ing and the lodge and government
buildings up here. They ought to thin,
and so they thinned the forest. You
know how you can tell where they
thinned, to the line of thinning, that is
exactly where the fire stopped. The fire
did not burn through here. Why? Be-
cause it was properly spaced. Why? Be-
cause it was much more in its natural
setting. It was not a fire-break that
was built like you would imagine,
something as wide as an interstate
highway. It is because this area was
thinned. There was not the underbrush
and all of the waste on the forest floor.
They cleaned this area out.

When the fire started on Mesa Verde,
we would have lost lots of history, lots
of wonderful artifacts had that park
superintendent not thinned this area.
This is what happens when you thin.
This is good forest management. This
is how we ought to manage our forests.
By the way, this type of management,
this park superintendent’s action was
not directed to him by the United
States Congress. It actually would
probably have been opposed by some
Members of Congress, what he did. It
would probably have been aggressively
opposed by the Earth First organiza-
tion and other radical environmental
groups; but this park superintendent,
who knows a lot more about that
ground and a lot more about a forest
and management of these public lands,
got to make the decision. He made a
good decision. He did not act capri-
ciously or recklessly. Rather, he made
a prudent decision.

That is why | am advocating the
Healthy Forest Bill. It is time to take
the management of our forests and re-
turn it to the green hats, the Forest
Service people, who | have the highest
respect for, our BLM people, our wild-
life people, our State forest people.
Why am I, from the West, complaining
about this? Because in the East, your
forests are better managed. Why? They
are in private hands. In the East where
there is not much government lands,
people who own homes understand that
there is going to be a big fire if they do
not keep the forests clean.

Nobody is suggesting that we clear-
cut this area so it does not burn. That
is like tearing down your house so it
does not catch on fire. We are not sug-
gesting that. Not at all. That is an ab-
surd argument made by some of the
more radical organizations.
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You will find with interest when you
see press releases about thinning of the
forests, you will find that several na-
tional organizations, including the na-
tional Sierra Club, including Earth
First and some other radical groups,
that in their first paragraph of every
press release they issue: one, timber
because that has a negative connota-
tion to it; two, clear-cutting because
that has an extremely negative con-
notation to it; three, developers, which
has an extremely negative connotation
to it.

You can see that they will continue
to battle and battle and battle so that
the management of our forests is based
on emotion instead of having the man-
agement of our forests based on
science.

My bill is very simple. My bill says
run these forests with the right kind of
management that is based on science.
Let us, to the extent we can, take the
emotion out of it. Let us manage these
forests in such a way that we again
here in the West, and frankly at dif-
ferent spots in the East, that we will
not face the kind of devastating forest
fires that we saw in the West last year.

Look, just because we are on public
lands, that land is owned by the people
of the United States Government. It is
not just owned by the people of Mon-
tana or the people of Colorado or Utah,
but the fact is we need to respect the
opinions of the people that manage
those lands. If one lives in New York
State, you should yield to the judg-
ment of the park superintendent at the
Mesa Verde Park on which is the best
way to manage that because if you live
in New York, or South Carolina, you
probably do not know a lot about the
forest. It is a very arid region out
there. That is what we are asking in
this bill. We are using a commonsense
approach to the management of the
forests.

[J 1900

I would urge all of my colleagues, al-
though a number of them have already
signed onto this bill, we have lots and
lots of cosponsors from both sides of
the aisle, 1 would urge my colleagues
to stand up to the barrage of press re-
leases that are going to come out from
the Earth First type organizations
about how terrible it is to let the local
forest guy manage that forest. Or gal,
by the way. | do not intend to discrimi-
nate on gender there. | ask that my
colleagues stand up to this, that they
take and they adopt the approach of
management of the forest by science,
management of the forest by people
that have been educated on the forest
and people that have worked in the for-
est from day to day. If we do that, we
will once again return to the forests of
this country, of which we now have 190
million acres at high risk. If we allow
our Forest Service and our BLM people
to manage the area that we have given
them the responsibility to manage, if
we allow them to manage it, in return
we will be the big winners because we
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will have healthy forests, we will not
have these horrible type of forest fires,
we will not have the kind of devasta-
tion we have seen on wildlife, we will
not have the kind of devastation we
have seen to the watersheds, to the
water supply system, we will not see
the kind of devastation we have seen to
the wildlife habitat. It is positive, posi-
tive, positive. It is our opportunity to
make a change. We should not in the
United States Congress be managing
the day-to-day operations of a forest

out in western Colorado or eastern
Utah.
This bill is a good bill. 1 urge all of

my colleagues to join the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN), who has
put hundreds of hours into this bill.
The gentleman from Oregon has actu-
ally been one of the top leaders on the
House and Senate side on this issue,
that they join the gentleman from Or-
egon, they join myself, they join the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. GoobD-
LATTE), chairman of the Committee on
Agriculture, they join the gentleman
from California (Mr. POMBO), chairman
of the Committee on Resources, in our
effort to make these forests manage-
able by science, manageable by com-
mon sense, managed by the people that
really understand it.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 1261, WORKFORCE REINVEST-
MENT AND ADULT EDUCATION
ACT OF 2003

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio (during Special
Order of Mr. McCINNIS), from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 108-92) on the
resolution (H. Res. 221) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1261) to
enhance the workforce investment sys-
tem of the Nation by strengthening
one-stop career centers, providing for
more effective governance arrange-
ments, promoting access to a more
comprehensive array of employment,
training, and related services, estab-
lishing a targeted approach to serving
youth, and improving performance ac-
countability, and for other purposes,
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

——

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Ms. CARSON of Indiana (at the request
of Ms. PELosI) for today on account of
official business in the district.

Mr. TANNER (at the request of Ms.
PELOsI) for May 6 on account of tour-
ing the tornado damage in Tennessee.

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California (at
the request of Mr. DELAY) for today
and the balance of the week on account
of illness.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida (at the request
of Mr. DELAY) for today after 2:00 p.m.
on account of awarding the Purple
Heart citations to veterans of Oper-
ation Iraqi Freedom.
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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 request of
Mr. PALLONE) to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material:)

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. FILNER, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. LIPINSKI, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. WyNN, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. INSLEE, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. WALDEN of Oregon) to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:)

Mr. SOUDER, for 5 minutes, May 8.

Mr. TANCREDO, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. GUTKNECHT, for 5 minutes, today
and May 8.

(The following Member (at his own
request) to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:)

Mr. BURGESS, for 5 minutes, today.

———————

SENATE BILL REFERRED

A concurrent resolution of the Sen-
ate of the following title was taken
from the Speaker’s table and, under
the rule, referred as follows:

S. Con. Res. 42. Concurrent resolution wel-
coming the Prime Minister of Singapore, His
Excellency Goh Chok Tong, on the occasion
of his visit to the United States, expressing
gratitude to the Government of Singapore
for its strong cooperation with the United
States in the campaign against terrorism,
and reaffirming the commitment of Congress
to the continued expansion of friendship and
cooperation between the United States and

Singapore; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.
——
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, | move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 5 minutes p.m.),
the House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, May 8, 2003, 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:

2060. A letter from the General Counsel,
Department of the Treasury, transmitting a
draft bill entitled, “Rural Electrification
Act Amendments of 2003’’; to the Committee
on Agriculture.

2061. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting a letter
on the approved retirement Vice Admiral
Paul G. Gaffney Il, United States Navy, and
his advancement to the grade of vice admiral
on the retired list; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

2062. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting an an-
nual report on the STARBASE Program for
FY 2002; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.
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2063. A letter from the Program Manager,
Pentagon Renovation Program, Department
of Defense, transmitting the thirteenth an-
nual report on the renovation of the Pen-
tagon Reservation; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

2064. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s STARBASE Program Manage-
ment Report; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

2065. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Personnel and Readiness, Department of De-
fense, transmitting the Department’s report
entitled, ‘“Review Of Active Duty And Re-
serve General and Flag Officer Authoriza-
tions’’; to the Committee on Armed Services.

2066. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Financial Institutions Examination Council,
transmitting the Examination Council’s 2002
annual report, pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 3332; to
the Committee on Financial Services.

2067. A letter from the Executive Director,
Federal Financial Institutions Examination
Council, transmitting the 2002 Annual Re-
port of the Appraisal Subcommittee, pursu-
ant to 12 U.S.C. 3332; to the Committee on
Financial Services.

2068. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Regulatory Law, Department of
Energy, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Energy Conservation Program for
Consumer Products: Test Procedure for Re-
frigerators and Refrigerator-Freezers [Dock-
et No. EE-RM/TP-02-001] (RIN: 1904-AB12) re-
ceived April 28, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2069. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Cold,
Cough, Allergy, Bronchodilator, and Anti-
asthmatic Drug Products for Over-the-
Counter Human Use; Final Monograph for
Combination Drug Products; Correction
[Docket No. 76N-052G] (RIN: 0910-AAO01) re-
ceived April 28, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2070. A letter from the Inspector General,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s Annual Superfund Report
to the Congress for Fiscal 2002; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

2071. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting copies of international
agreements, other than treaties, entered into
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C.
112b(a); to the Committee on International
Relations.

2072. A letter from the White House Liai-
son and Executive Director, White House
Commission on the National Monument of
Remembrance, transmitting the first Annual
Report of the White House Commission on
the National Moment of Remembrance, pur-
suant to 36 U.S.C.116 note Public Law 106—
579, section 6 (b)(1); to the Committee on
Government Reform.

2073. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, transmitting the Department’s FY
2004 Annual Performance Plan; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

2074. A letter from the Legal Counsel,
Equal Employment Opportunity Commis-
sion, transmitting a report pursuant to the
Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the
Committee on Government Reform.

2075. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Mine Safety and Health Review Commission,
transmitting the Commission’s Annual Per-
formance Plan for FY 2004 and the Program
Performance Report for FY 2002; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

2076. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Trade Commission, transmitting the Com-
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mission’s FY 2002 Performance Report; to
the Committee on Government Reform.

2077. A letter from the Acting Chairman,
National Transportation Safety Board,
transmitting the Board’s 2002 FAIR Act In-
ventory; to the Committee on Government
Reform.

2078. A letter from the Coordinator for the
FEC Forms Committee, Federal Election
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
revised Forms and instructions, along with
their Explanation and Justification, imple-
menting the Bipartisan Campaign Reform
Act; to the Committee on House Administra-
tion.

2079. A letter from the Director, Office of
Surface Mining, Department of the Interior,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Wyoming Regulatory Program [WY-030-FOR]
received May 01, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources.

2080. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting the redesignation as ‘‘foreign
terrorist organizations’ pursuant to Section
219 of the Immigration and Nationality Act,
as added by the Antiterrorism and Effective
Death Penalty Act of 1996, and amended by
the lllegal Immigration Reform and Immi-
grant Responsibility Act of 1996, and by the
USA PATRIOT Act of 2001; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

2081. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone: Pro-
tection of Alaska Marine Highway System
(AMHS) Vessels M/V Columbia, M/V Kenni-
cott, M/V Malaspina, and M/V Matanuska, in
Southeast Alaska Waters [COTP Southeast
Alaska-03-001](RIN: 1625-AA00) received April
28, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

2082. A letter from the Program Analyst,
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Estab-
lishment of Class E surface area airspace and
modification of Class E airspace; Jefferson
City, MO [Docket No. FAA-2002-14129; Air-
space Docket No. 02-ACE-14] received April
28, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

2083. A letter from the Program Analyst,
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Saab Model SAAB
SF340A Series Airplanes [Docket No. 2000-
NM-420-AD; Amendment 39-13092; AD 2003-06-
05] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received April 28, 2003,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

2084. A letter from the Program Analyst,
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Raytheon Model
Hawker 800XP and 800 (Including Variant U-
125A) Airplanes [Docket No. 2001-NM-18-AD;
Amendment 39-13093; AD 2003-06-06] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received April 28, 2003, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2085. A letter from the Program Analyst,
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Airbus Model A300 B2
and B4 Series Airplanes; and A300 B4-600, B4-
600R, and F4-600R (Collectively Called A300-
600) Series Airplanes [Docket No. 2001-NM-
378-AD; Amendment 39-13091; AD 2003-06-04]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received April 28, 2003, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

2086. A letter from the Program Analyst,
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Boeing Model 757-200,
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757-200CB, and 757-200PF Series Airplanes
[Docket No. 2002-NM-315-AD; Amendment 39-
13104; AD 2003-07-08] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received
April 28, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2087. A letter from the Chairman, Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, transmitting the
Department’s report of the chairman; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

2088. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule — Disclosure of Re-
turns and Return Information to Designee of
Taxpayer [TD 9054] (RIN: 1545-AX85) received
April 30, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON RE-
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLU-
TIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 221. Resolution providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 1261) to en-
hance the workforce investment system of
the Nation by strengthening one-stop career
centers, providing for more effective govern-
ance arrangements, promoting access to a
more comprehensive array of employment,
training, and related services, establishing a
targeted approach to serving youth, and im-
proving performance accountability, and for
other purposes (Rept. 108-92). 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. BLUNT (for himself, Mr. FORD,
Mr. HuULSHOF, Mr. WYNN, Mr.
HASTERT, Mr. GORDON, Mr. DELAY,
Ms. NORTON, Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, Mr.
MEEKS of New York, Mr. CANTOR, Mr.
CRANE, Mr. RAMSTAD, Mr. ENGLISH,
Mr. FOLEY, Mr. SHAYS, Mr. SMITH of
Texas, Mr. UPTON, Mr. WOLF, Mr.
GILLMOR, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. CAMP,
Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. MCHUGH, Mr.
BACHUS, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland,
Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mrs. MYRICK,
Mr. NORwOOD, Mr. SOUDER, Mr.
TIAHRT, Mr. WAMP, Mr. WICKER, Mr.
DOOLITTLE, Mrs. NORTHUP, Mr. PE-
TERSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. PIcK-
ERING, Mr. PITTS, Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr.
SESSIONS, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. GREEN of
Wisconsin, Mr. HAYES, Mr. ISAKSON,
Mr. TERRY, Mr. AKIN, Mr. BOOZMAN,
Mr. FORBES, Mr. GRAVES, Ms. HART,
Mr. KELLER, Mr. PENCE, Mr. SCHROCK,
Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. BARRETT of South
Carolina, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Ms. GINNY
BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. BUR-
GESS, Mr. CHOCOLA, Mr. GARRETT of
New  Jersey, Ms. HARRIS, Mr.
JANKLOW, Mrs. MUSGRAVE, Mr. RENZI,
and Mr. FOSSELLA):

H.R. 7. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide incentives for
charitable contributions by individuals and
businesses, and for other purposes.

By Ms. HART (for herself, Mr. CHABOT,
Mr. NEY, Mr. FORBES, Mr. ADERHOLT,
Mr. AKIN, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. BAKER,
Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr.
BLUNT, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. BUR-
GESS, Mr. BURR, Mr. BURTON of Indi-
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ana, Mr. BUYER, Mr. CAMP, Mr. CAN-
TOR, Mr. CARTER, Mr. COLE, Mr.
COSTELLO, Mr. CRANE, Mrs. JO ANN
DAvis of Virginia, Mr. DEMINT, Mr.
DOOLITTLE, Mrs. EMERSON, Mr.
ENGLISH, Mr. EVERETT, Mr.
FOSSELLA, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona,
Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. GARRETT of New
Jersey, Mr. GOODE, Mr. GOODLATTE,
Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin, Mr. GuT-
KNECHT, Mr. HASTINGS of Washington,
Mr. HAYES, Mr. HAYWORTH, Mr.
HEFLEY, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr.
HOSTETTLER, Mr. HULSHOF, Mr. HYDE,
Mr. ISTOOK, Mr. JANKLOW, Mr. JOHN,
Mr. JoNEsS of North Carolina, Mr.
KELLER, Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota,
Mr. KING of New York, Mr. KING of
lowa, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. KLINE, Mr.
LAHoOD, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr.
MCCOTTER, Mr. MILLER of Florida,
Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. NORWOOD, Mr.
OBERSTAR, Mr. OTTER, Mr. OXLEY,
Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania, Mr.
PENCE, Mr. PICKERING, Mr. PITTS, Mr.
RENzI, Mr. REYNOLDS, Ms. ROs-
LEHTINEN, Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin,
Mr. RYUN of Kansas, Mr. SHIMKUS,
Mr. SmiTH of New Jersey, Mr.
SOUDER, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. STENHOLM,
Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr. TERRY, Mr.
TIAHRT, Mr. VITTER, Mr. WELDON of
Florida, Mr. WELLER, Mr. WICKER,
Mr. WIiLsON of South Carolina, Mr.
WOLF, Mrs. CUBIN, Mr. LucAs of Ken-
tucky, Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. CUNNINGHAM,
Ms. HARRIS, Mr. LINCOLN DiAz-
BALART of Florida, Mr. DELAY, Mr.
ROGERs of Alabama, Mr. TURNER of
Ohio, Mr. FEENEY, Mrs. BLACKBURN,
Mr. BEAUPREZ, and Mr. GINGREY):

H.R. 1997. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, and the Uniform Code of Mili-
tary Justice to protect unborn children from
assault and murder, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and in
addition to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. BILIRAKIS (for himself, Mr.
BROWN of Ohio, Mr. YOuNG of Florida,
Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. HOUGHTON, Mr.
HOYER, Mr. GREENWOOD, Mr. WAX-
MAN, Mr. FOSSELLA, Mr. TOWNS, Mr.
ENGEL, Mr. STRICKLAND, Mr. RUSH,
Mr. EVANS, and Mr. FILNER):

H.R. 1998. A bill to enhance and further re-
search into paralysis and to improve reha-
bilitation and the quality of life for persons
living with paralysis and other physical dis-
abilities, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. VISCLOSKY (for himself, Mr.
ENGLISH, Mr. QUINN, Mr. KUCINICH,
Mr. MURTHA, Mr. NEY, Mr. CARDIN,
Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. BROwWN of Ohio,
Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. LAHOOD, Mrs.
JoNES of Ohio, Ms. HART, Mr. STU-
PAK, Mr. STRICKLAND, Mr. LEVIN, Mr.
DINGELL, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. RANGEL,
Mr. RAHALL, Mr. LEwiS of Georgia,
Mr. SPRATT, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. DAVIS
of Illinois, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. JACKSON
of Illinois, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. LYNCH,
Mr. MATSUI, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. FROST,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. KENNEDY of
Rhode Island, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr.
HOLDEN, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. THOMPSON of
California, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr.
ISRAEL, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. WYNN,
Mr. CONYERS, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of
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Florida, Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. HOOLEY

of Oregon, Ms. MILLENDER-MCDON-
ALD, Mr. PALLONE, Mr.
RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. SANDERS, Mr.

OLVER, Mr. BACA, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr.
MCNULTY, Mr. ENGEL, Ms. NORTON,
Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. GREEN of Texas,
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. MATHESON,
Ms. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. MICHAUD,
Mr. KILDEE, Mr. REYES, Ms. MCCAR-
THY of Missouri, Mr. ALLEN, Ms.
WOOLSEY, Mr. EVANS, Mr. CRAMER,
Mr. FILNER, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr.
GUTIERREZ, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BISHOP
of Georgia, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. KiL-
PATRICK, and Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi):

H.R. 1999. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand the availability
of the refundable tax credit for health insur-
ance costs of eligible individuals and to ex-
tend the steel import licensing and moni-
toring program; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. DINGELL (for himself, Mr.
BROWN of Ohio, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr.
BOUCHER, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. TOWNS,
Ms. MCCARTHY of Missouri, Mr. RUSH,
Mr. MARKEY, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr.
ALLEN, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. STRICKLAND,
Mr. GORDON, and Mr. ENGEL):

H.R. 2000. A bill to amend title XIX of the
Social Security Act to provide fiscal relief
and program simplification to States, to im-
prove coverage and services to Medicaid
beneficiaries, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in
addition to the Committee on Ways and
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. BAKER:

H.R. 2001. A bill to amend title 32, United
States Code, to revise the matching funds re-
quirements for States participating in the
National Guard Challenge Program and to
authorize appropriations for the program for
fiscal year 2004 and thereafter; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

By Ms. BERKLEY:

H.R. 2002. A bill to establish a pilot pro-
gram for the promotion of travel and tour-
ism in the United States through United
States international broadcasting; to the
Committee on International Relations, and
in addition to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. BERRY:

H.R. 2003. A bill to clarify the criminal in-
tent required to be established to prove a
criminal violation for wrongful disclosure of
individually identifiable health information;
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committees on Ways
and Means, and the Judiciary, 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 Ms. BORDALLO (for herself and
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN):

H.R. 2004. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to increase the number of per-
sons appointed to the military service acad-
emies from Guam and the Virgin Islands
from nominations made by the Delegate in
Congress from Guam and the Delegate in
Congress from the Virgin Islands; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. COLLINS:

H.R. 2005. A bill to support the public edu-
cational programs of the Army Aviation Her-
itage Foundation, a nonprofit organization
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incorporated in the State of Georgia, by
amending title 32 of the United States Code
to authorize the Army Aviation Heritage
Foundation to receive National Guard serv-
ices and assistance; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

By Mr. COLLINS:

H.R. 2006. A bill to provide for the transfer
of a Vietnam-era Cessna L-19D Bird Dog air-
craft that is excess to the needs of the De-
partment of State to Army Aviation Herit-
age Foundation; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

By Mr. DAVIS of Alabama:

H.R. 2007. A bill to increase the amount al-
lowed as a child tax credit and to repeal the
sunset imposed on the modifications to the
child tax credit made by the Economic
Growth and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of
2001, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself,
PLATTS, and Ms. SLAUGHTER):

H.R. 2008. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for expanded
coverage of paramedic intercept services
under the Medicare Program; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Ways and Means,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. ENGLISH (for himself and Mr.
LEACH):

H.R. 2009. A bill to provide for the recov-
ery, restitution, and protection of the cul-
tural heritage of Irag; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA:

H.R. 2010. A bill to protect the voting
rights of members of the Armed Services in
elections for the Delegate representing
American Samoa in the United States House
of Representatives, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Resources.

By Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts (for
himself, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. WOLF, Mr.
MATSUI, Mr. GOODE, Mr. SANDLIN, Mr.
SAXTON, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. JONES of
North Carolina, Mr. BOSWELL, Mrs.
Jo ANN DAvis of Virginia, Mr. KLECz-
KA, Mr. TiIBERI, Mr. JOHNSON of Illi-
nois, Mr. FILNER, Mr. FROST, Mr.
WYNN, Mr. PAUL, Mr. BROWN of Ohio,
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr.
HINCHEY, Mr. Ross, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr.
ABERCROMBIE, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr.
FARR, Mr. HOEFFEL, Mr. TURNER of
Texas, Mr. WEINER, Mr. HASTINGS of
Florida, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. GORDON,
Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. HOLT, Mr. HONDA,
Mr. INSLEE, Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. KEN-
NEDY of Rhode Island, Mr. KILDEE,
Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. LAMPSON, Mr.
MEEHAN, Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts,
Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. OLVER, Mr.
RODRIGUEZ, Mr. PASCRELL, Ms. KAP-
TUR, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. STRICKLAND,
Mr. Wu, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEzZ of
California, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. GUTIER-
REZ, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr.
SCHIFF, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mrs. MCCAR-
THY of New York, Mr. ALLEN, Mr.
GONZALEZ, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr.
MICHAUD, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. BISHOP of
New York, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr.
CAPUANO, Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of
California, and Mr. EMANUEL):

H.R. 2011. A bill to amend title Il of the So-
cial Security Act to restrict the application
of the windfall elimination provision to indi-
viduals whose combined monthly income
from benefits under such title and other
monthly periodic payments exceeds $2,000
and to provide for a graduated implementa-
tion of such provision on amounts above
such $2,000 amount; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Mr.
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By Mr. GIBBONS:

H.R. 2012. A bill to require the Secretary of
Defense to implement fully by September 30,
2004, requirements for additional Weapons of
Mass Destruction Civil Support Teams; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida:

H.R. 2013. A bill to amend title Il of the So-
cial Security Act to increase to $1,000 the
maximum amount of the lump-sum death
benefit and to allow for payment of such a
benefit, in the absence of an eligible sur-
viving spouse or child, to the legal represent-
ative of the estate of the deceased indi-
vidual; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. HAYES:

H.R. 2014. A bill to prohibit the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security from procuring
certain items unless the items are grown, re-
processed, reused, or produced in the United
States; to the Committee on Government
Reform.

By Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut (for
herself, Mr. SHAYS, and Mr. Sim-
MONS):

H.R. 2015. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to require Department of Vet-
erans Affairs pharmacies to dispense medica-
tions to veterans enrolled in the health care
system of that Department for prescriptions
written by private practitioners, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

By Mr. JONES of North Carolina (for
himself and Mr. GALLEGLY):

H.R. 2016. A bill to provide that the Sec-
retary of Defense may provide public identi-
fication of military casualties no sooner
than 24 hours after notification of next-of-
kin; to the Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. KLECZKA (for himself and Mr.
HINCHEY):

H.R. 2017. A bill to require public disclo-
sure of noncompetitive contracting for the
reconstruction of the infrastructure of Iraq,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Government Reform.

By Mrs. LOWEY (for herself, Mr. HIN-
CHEY, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Ms. NOR-
TON, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. EMANUEL,
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. RANGEL, Mr.
TOWNS, Mr. PALLONE, Mrs. MCCARTHY
of New York, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. ENGEL,

Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. NADLER, Ms.
ScHAKOWSKY, and Mr. DAvis of Illi-
nois):

H.R. 2018. A bill to provide the Secretary of
Health and Human Services and the Sec-
retary of Education with increased authority
with respect to asthma programs, and to pro-
vide for increased funding for such programs;
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, 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. MCNULTY:

H.R. 2019. A bill to extend the existing
temporary duty suspension on certain chem-
ical compounds; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. MOORE (for himself, Mr. MARIO
DiAz-BALART of Florida, Ms. McCAR-
THY of Missouri, Ms. HART, Mr. CAR-
soN of Oklahoma, Mr. SNYDER, Mr.
GRAVES, Mr. TANNER, Mr. RYUN of
Kansas, Mr. SKELTON, Mr. LucAs of
Oklahoma, and Mr. MCINTYRE):

H.R. 2020. A bill to reduce the impacts of
hurricanes, tornadoes, and related hazards
through a program of research and develop-
ment and technology transfer, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Science, and
in addition to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, for a period to be
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subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.
By Ms. PRYCE of Ohio (for herself,
Mrs. MYRICK, Mrs. CAPPS, and Mr.
ISRAEL):

H.R. 2021. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act, the Employee Retire-
ment Income Security Act of 1974, and the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to require
group and individual health insurance cov-
erage and group health plans to provide cov-
erage for individuals participating in ap-
proved cancer clinical trials; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committees on Education and
the Workforce, and Ways and Means, 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. SHAYS (for himself and Mr.
MARKEY):

H.R. 2022. A bill to extend the registration
and reporting requirements of the Federal
securities laws to certain housing-related
Government-sponsored enterprises, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services.

By Mr. STEARNS (for himself, Mr.
KENNEDY of Rhode Island, Mr. TOwNs,
Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. ISSA, Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN, and Mr. SMITH of New
Jersey):

H.R. 2023. A bill to give a preference re-
garding States that require schools to allow
students to self-administer medication to
treat that student’s asthma or anaphylaxis,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. TOWNS:

H.R. 2024. A bill to amend title XIX of the
Social Security Act to require States that
provide Medicaid prescription drug coverage
to cover drugs medically necessary to treat
obesity; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Mr. WEINER:

H.R. 2025. A bill to require providers of
wireless telephone services to provide access
to the universal emergency telephone num-
ber in subterranean subway stations located
within their area of coverage; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania (for
himself, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. ANDREWS,
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr.
CARDIN, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. ENGLISH,
Mr. FATTAH, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. GAR-
RETT of New Jersey, Mr. LOBIONDO,
Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr. GER-
LACH, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. GREEN-
wooD, Ms. HART, Mr. HOEFFEL, Mr.
HOLDEN, Mr. HOLT, Mr. HOYER, Mr.
SHERWOOD, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. MUR-
PHY, Mr. MURTHA, Mr. PALLONE, Mr.
PASCRELL, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. PITTS, Mr.
PLATTS, Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr.
RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr.
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. TOOMEY,
Mr. WYNN, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr.
DOYLE, Mr. SAXTON, Mr. PETERSON of
Pennsylvania, Mr. KANJORSKI, and
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN):

H.R. 2026. A bill to grant the consent of the
Congress to the SMART Research and Devel-
opment Compact; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. CULBERSON:

H.J. Res. 55. A joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States to require that Federal dis-
trict court judges be reconfirmed every ten
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years by the executive and legislative au-
thorities of the State in which they serve; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. BACA (for himself, Ms. CARSON
of Indiana, Mr. UDALL of New Mexico,
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. LINDA T.
SANCHEZz of California, Mr. SERRANO,
Mr. ACEVEDO-VILA, Mr. CONYERS, Mr.
LANTOS, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. REYES,
Mr. FROST, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. MENEN-
DEZ, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, and
Mr. ORTIZ):

H. Con. Res. 163. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the historical significance of the
Mexican holiday of Cinco de Mayo; to the
Committee on International Relations.

By Mr. GRAVES (for himself, Mr.
BRADY of Texas, and Mr. OBERSTAR):

H. Con. Res. 164. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that there
should be established a National Truck Safe-
ty Month to raise public awareness about the
contributions, responsibilities, and needs of
truck drivers to make the Nation’s highways
safer; to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure.

By Mr. PAYNE (for himself, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Ms.
BERKLEY, Mr. BERMAN, Ms. GINNY

BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. CROw-
LEY, Mr. Dicks, Mr. DOYLE, Ms.
ESHOO, Mr. FOSSELLA, Mr. HINCHEY,
Mr. HOLT, Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota,
Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Mr. LANTOS, Ms.
LEE, Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. MCcCGOVERN,

Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr.
MARKEY, Mr. PALLONE, Ms. RoOs-
LEHTINEN, Mrs. TAUSCHER, and Ms.
WATSON):

H. Con. Res. 165. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress that the
Parthenon Marbles should be returned to
Greece; to the Committee on International
Relations.

By Mr. VITTER:

H. Con. Res. 166. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress in support of
Buckle Up America Week; to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania (for
himself and Mr. ORTIZ):

H. Con. Res. 167. Concurrent resolution
welcoming the Prime Minister of Singapore,
His Excellency Goh Chok Tong, on the occa-
sion of his visit to the United States, ex-
pressing gratitude to the Government of
Singapore for its strong cooperation with the
United States in the campaign against ter-
rorism, and reaffirming the commitment of
Congress to the continued expansion of
friendship and cooperation between the
United States and Singapore; to the Com-
mittee on International Relations.

By Mr. HALL (for himself, Mr. GREEN
of Texas, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr.
SANDLIN, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. SESSIONS,
Mr. REYES, Mr. CARTER, Mr. TURNER
of Texas, Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr.
HINOJOSA, Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. BRADY

of Texas, Mr. STENHOLM, and Mr.
BOEHLERT):
H. Res. 222. A resolution commending

those individuals who contributed to the de-
bris collection effort following the Space
Shuttle Columbia accident; to the Com-
mittee on Science.

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska:

H. Res. 223. A resolution amending rule
XXI11 of the Rules of the House of Represent-
atives to permit the employing office of an
employee of the House who serves in a re-
serve component of the uniformed services
to pay the employee an additional salary for
any period during which the employee is on
active duty; to the Committee on Rules.
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PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XIlI,

Mr. LATOURETTE introduced A bill (H.R.
2027) for the relief of Zdanko Lisak; which
was referred to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 7: Mr. FORD, Mr. HULSHOF, Mr. WYNN,
Mr. HASTERT, Mr. GORDON, Mr. DELAY, Ms.
NORTON, Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, Mr. MEEks of
New York, Mr. CANTOR, Mr. CRANE, Mr.
RAMSTAD, Mr. ENGLISH, Mr. FOLEY, Mr.
SHAYS, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. UPTON, Mr.
WOLF, Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. CAMP,
Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. BACHUS, Mr.
BERTLETT of Maryland, Mr. BARTON of Texas,
Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. NORWOOD, Mr. SOUDER, Mr.
TIAHRT, Mr. WAMP, Mr. WICKER, Mr. DooO-
LITTLE, Mrs. NORTHUP, Mr. PETERSON of
Pennsylvania, Mr. PICKERING, Mr. PITTS, Mr.
REYNOLDS, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr.
GREEN of Wisconsin, Mr. HAYES, Mr. ISAKSON,
Mr. TERRY, Mr. AKIN, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr.
FORBES, Mr. GRAVES, Ms. HART, Mr. KELLER,
Mr. PENCE, Mr. SCHROCK, Mr. SIMMONS, Mr.
BARRETT of South Carolina, Mrs. BLACKBURN,
Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. BUR-
GESS, Mr. CHOCOLA, Mr. GARRETT of New Jer-
sey, Ms. HARRIS, Mr. JANKLOW, Mrs.
MUSGRAVE, Mr. RENZI and Mr. FOSSELLA.

H.R. 42: Mr. BURR.

H.R. 43: Mr. BURR.

H.R. 97: Mr. DEFAZzIO, Mr. PAUL, Mr. JEN-
KINS, Mr. CARSON of Oklahoma, Mr. SHIMKUS,
Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr.
GALLEGLY, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. GUTKNECHT,
Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico, Mr. ANDREWS,
Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Ms. WOOLSEY,
and Mrs. Jo ANN DAvis of Virginia.

H.R. 107: Mr. CASE.

H.R. 109: Mrs. MUSGRAVE.

H.R. 119: Mr. FILNER.

H.R. 121: Mr. ANDREWS.

H.R. 126: Mr. DAvis of Alabama and Ms.
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida.

H.R. 167: Mrs. MUSGRAVE.

H.R. 173: Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, Mr.
BROWN of Ohio, and Mr. VITTER.

H.R. 284: Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. UPTON, Mr. Wu,
Mr. MARIO DIAz-BALART of Florida, Mr.
TOWNS, Mrs. McCCARTHY of New York, Mr.
MEEKS of New York, Mr. BILIRAKIS, and Mr.
MicCA.

H.R. 286: Mr. ScoTT of Georgia.

H.R. 288: Mr. STUPAK.

H.R. 290: Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. CAPUANO, and
Mr. SHAW.

H.R. 296: Mr. TIBERI.

H.R. 328: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. JACKSON-
LEE of Texas, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. BONILLA, Mr.
NETHERCUTT, Mr. THoMPSON of California,
Mr. FLETCHER, Mr. RUSH, Mr. JACKSON of Illi-
nois, Mr. SANDLIN, Mr. TURNER of Texas, Mr.
GOODE, and Mr. SANDERS.

H.R. 433: Mr. OSE.

H.R. 434: Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. SHAwW, Mr. WICK-
ER, Mr. HOBSON, Mr. KLINE, Mr. MILLER of
Florida, and Mr. LOBIONDO.

H.R. 450: Mr. LEwIS of Kentucky.

H.R. 463: Mr. SANDLIN.

H.R. 466: Mr. VITTER and Mr. CONYERS.

H.R. 489: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida.

H.R. 571: Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Ms.
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, and Ms.
GRANGER.

H.R. 594: Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. GARY G. MIL-
LER of California, Mr. GALLEGLY, and Mrs.
CAPITO.
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Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey.

Mrs. DAviIs of California.

Mr. CANNON.

Mr. KINGSTON.

Mr. ANDREWS and Mr. MOLLOHAN.
Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 745: Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. MEeks of New
York, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr.
MCGOVERN, and Mr. THoMPSON of California.

H.R. 757: Mr. GUTIERREZ.

H.R. 761: Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.

H.R. 775: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. BONNER, Mr.
BURTON of Indiana, Mr. KELLER, and Mr.
BILIRAKIS.

H.R. 791: Mr. BONILLA, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr.
HAYWORTH, Mr. BECERRA, and Mr. MCINNIS.

H.R. 792: Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire,
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Ms. BERKLEY,
Mr. BROWN of South Carolina, and Mr.
OSBORNE.

H.R. 817: Mr. WYNN and Mr. WOLF.

H.R. 839: Mr. FILNER, Mr. ScoTT of Georgia,
Mr. SULLIVAN, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. BisHoP of
New York, and Mr. CAMP.

H.R. 850: Mr. SIMMONS and Mr. MILLER of
Florida.

H.R. 854: Mr. PALLONE.

H.R. 898: Mr. COOPER, Mr.
OWENS, and Mr. HILL.

H.R. 977: Mrs. MUSGRAVE.

H.R. 980: Mr. HAYWORTH.

H.R. 1022: Mr. GONzALEZ and Ms. LEE.

H.R. 1044: Ms. MAJETTE.

H.R. 1063: Mr. PAuL, Mr. WAMP, and Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi.

H.R. 1077: Mr. KILDEE, Ms. MCCARTHY of
Missouri, and Mr. GREEN of Texas.

H.R. 1102: Mr. LEVIN.

H.R. 1111: Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA.

H.R. 1125: Mr. BROwWN of South Carolina,
Mr. OSBORNE, Mr. PENCE, and Mr. HINOJOSA.

H.R. 1155: Mr. SERRANO, Mr. ENGEL, Mr.
EMANUEL, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr.
ISAKSON, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, and Mr.
Tom DAvIs of Virginia.

H.R. 1175: Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey.

H.R. 1179: Mr. ScHRock and Ms. GINNY
BROWN-WAITE of Florida.

H.R. 1206: Mr. LATOURETTE.

H.R.  1210: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN,
MCDERMOTT, Mr. OLVER, and Mr. COOPER.

H.R. 1222: Mr. KINGSTON and Mr. MILLER of
Florida.

H.R. 1231: Mr. SANDLIN, Mr. HYDE, Mr. BER-
MAN, Mr. UPTON, Mr. BOYD, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr.
SULLIVAN, Ms. MCCARTHY of Missouri, Mr.
LARSEN of Washington, Mr. GREEN of Texas,
Mr. JENKINS, and Mr. TIBERI.

H.R. 1251: Mr. FOSSELLA and Mr. GUTIER-
REZ.

H.R. 1275: Mr. CUMMINGS and Mr. KILDEE.

H.R. 1276: Mr. GERLACH.

H.R. 1288: Mr. PENCE, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr.
BONILLA, Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Mr. CUMMINGS,
Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. MICHAUD, Mrs. MCCARTHY
of New York, Mr. MENENDEz, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. FRANKS of Ari-
zona, Mr. WYNN, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Ms. LINDA
T. SANCHEz of California, Ms. SLAUGHTER,
Ms. ESHOO, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, and Mr.
LANTOS.

H.R. 1301: Mr. FILNER and Mr. THOMPSON of
California.

H.R. 1313: Mr. WELLER, Mr. HAYWORTH, Mr.
GREEN of Texas, Mr. PomMBO, Mr. PORTER, and
Mr. FROST.

H.R. 1323: Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. DAVIS of
Florida, and Mr. BisHoP of Georgia.

H.R. 1340: Mr. PRrICE of North Carolina, Mr.
CUMMINGS, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. LucAs of
Kentucky.

H.R. 1345: Mr. DAvVIS of Florida.

H.R. 1348: Mr. FILNER.

H.R. 1376: Mr. ENGLISH.

H.R. 1385: Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. KLECZKA, Mr.
EVANS, Mr. MILLER of North Carolina, and
Mr. GREEN of Texas.

H.R. 1415: Mr. HOEFFEL and Mr. ENGEL.
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H.R. 1422: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Mr. WYNN.

H.R. 1426: Mr. REHBERG and Mr. FRANK of
Massachusetts.

H.R. 1445: Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut and
Mr. SHAYS.

H.R. 1472: Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. BEREUTER, Mr.
JoNES of North Carolina, and Mr. BILIRAKIS.

H.R. 1479: Mr. ScoTT of Virginia and Mr.
JoNEs of North Carolina.

H.R. 1511: Mr. ScoTT of Georgia, Mrs.
MYRICK, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. CHOCOLA, Mr.
CARSON of Oklahoma, Mr. MOORE, Mrs.
KELLY, Mr. DAvis of Alabama, Mr. MicA, Mr.
CANTOR, Mr. UPTON, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr.
QUINN, Mr. REHBERG, Mr. WALDEN of Oregon,
Mr. DELAY, Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. TANNER, Mr.
BROWN of South Carolina, Mr. CAMP, Mr.
CRENSHAW, Mrs. Jo ANN DAvis of Virginia,
Mr. DEMINT, Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida, Mr. LINCOLN DIAz-BALART of Florida,
Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. GRAVES, Mr. HOBSON, Mr.
JoHNsoN of Illinois, Mr. LEwis of California,
Mr. PEARCE, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. RYAN of Wis-
consin, Mr. SCHROCK, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. SuL-
LIVAN, Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, Mrs. JOHNSON of
Connecticut, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. CHABOT, Mr. BASS, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr.
BOEHNER, Mr. BONNER, Mr. BURGESS, Mr.
EHLERS, Mr. GUTKNECHT, Mr. KELLER, Mr.
KINGSTON, Mr. KLINE, Mr. MILLER of Florida,
Mr. NUNES, Mr. NUSSLE, Mr. SHADEGG, Mr.
TAUZIN, Mr. WELDON of Florida, Mr. WELDON
of Pennsylvania, and Mr. YOUNG of Alaska.

H.R. 1513: Mr. PETRI, Mr. KLECZKA, Mr.
PICKERING, Mr. CARTER, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-
BALART of Florida, Mr. SESSIONS, Ms. DUNN,
Mr. LEwis of Kentucky, and Mr. ENGLISH.

H.R. 1532: Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin, Mr.
ISRAEL, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. PETERSON of Min-
nesota, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. LINDER, Mr. THOMP-
soN of California, Mr. FRANK of Massachu-
setts, and Mr. SHERMAN.

H.R. 1534: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.

H.R. 1568: Mr. MEgeks of New York, Mr.
WYNN, Mr. GONZALEZ, and Mr. BAIRD.

H.R. 1574: Mr. REHBERG.

H.R. 1582: Mr. GUTKNECHT, Mr. TIBERI, Mr.
PEARCE, and Mr. KILDEE.

H.R. 1635: Mr. CUMMINGS and Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 1643: Mr. FILNER, Mr. PORTER, and Mr.
SIMPSON.
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H.R. 1652: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr.
GUTIERREZ, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr.
LANTOS, Mr. ACEVEDO-VILA, and Mr. MENEN-
DEZ.

H.R. 1663: Mr. KUCINICH.

H.R. 1692: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania and
Mr. ORTIZ.

H.R. 1708: Mr. HYDE, Mr. MILLER of North
Carolina, Mr. NEaL of Massachusetts, Mr.
BECERRA, Mr. BisHOP of Georgia, and Mr.
WELDON of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 1709: Mr. FARR, Mr. SANDERS, and Mr.
GREEN of Texas.

H.R. 1711: Mr. HOLDEN and Mrs. CAPITO.

H.R. 1725: Mr. HAYWORTH.

H.R. 1738: Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon, Mr. STu-
PAK, Mr. FARR, Ms. CARSON of Indiana, Mr.

CUMMINGS, Mr. EVANS, Ms. MILLENDER-
MCDONALD, Mr. TIERNEY, Ms. SoLIS, Mr.
Davis of Illinois, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr.

FALEOMAVAEGA, and Mr. RANGEL.

H.R. 1746: Mr. STRICKLAND, Mr. BRADLEY of
New Hampshire, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Flor-
ida, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. PENCE, Mr.
SERRANO, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr.
WYNN, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. THoMPSON of Cali-
fornia, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Mr. BALLANCE,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. BACA, Ms.
LEE, Mr. BALLENGER, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr.
LANTOS, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. FIL-
NER, Mr. MILLER of North Carolina, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, Mr. UPTON, and Mr. MORAN of
Virginia.

H.R. 1754: Mr. SANDLIN.

H.R. 1758: Mr. MCINNIS.

H.R. 1775: Mr. KING of lowa and Mr. PETER-
SON of Minnesota.

H.R. 1776: Mr.
HUYSEN.

H.R. 1778: Mr. SANDERS and Mr. SOUDER.

H.R. 1786: Mr. OWENS, Mr. OLVER, Mrs.
LOWEY, Mr. FROST, Mr. RANGEL, and Mr.
KUCINICH.

H.R. 1787: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan.

H.R. 1799: Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA.

H.R. 1813: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. PAYNE,
Mr. LINCOLN DiAz-BALART of Florida, Mr.
FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. KUCINICH, Ms.
LEE, and Mr. MCDERMOTT.

H.R. 1838: Mr. FROST.

Goss and Mr. FRELING-
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H.R. 1873: Mr. AKIN.

H.R. 1874: Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. INSLEE, and
Mr. WAXMAN.

H.R. 1887: Mr. RANGEL.

H.R. 1933: Ms. EsHoO, Mr. BACA, and Mr.
KIND.

H.R. 1949: Mr. MICHAUD.

H.R. 1964: Mr. TIERNEY and Mr. GERLACH.

H.R. 1994: Mr. GREEN of Texas.

H. J. Res. 4: Mr. HERGER, Mrs. NAPOLITANO,
and Mr. RODRIQUEZ.

H.J. Res. 46: Mr. LAHOOD.

H. Con. Res. 39: Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. RANGEL,
and Mr. PAYNE.

H. Con. Res. 49: Mr. AKIN, Ms. WOOLSEY,
Mr. DAvis of Illinois, Mr. SHAwW, Mr. DAvIs of
Alabama, and Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island.

H. Con. Res. 93: Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr.
ISAKSON, Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, Mr.
DREIER, and Mr. GINGREY.

H. Con. Res. 103: Mr. HOLT.

H. Con. Res. 116: Mr. FOLEY.

H. Con. Res. 148: Mr. ETHERIDGE and Ms.
LEE.

H. Con. Res. 160: Mr. FLAKE and Mr.
SOUDER.

H. Con. Res. 161: Mr. MORAN of Kansas.

H. Res. 103: Mr. PAUL.

H. Res. 133: Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey.

H. Res. 136: Mr. PENCE and Mr. GARRETT of
New Jersey.

H. Res. 142:
BONILLA.

H. Res. 180: Mr. BisHop of Georgia and Mr.
RANGEL.

H. Res. 194: Mrs. JOo ANN DAvis of Virginia,
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mrs. TAUSCHER, and
Mr. WAMP.

Mr. BLUMENAUER and Mr.

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. 2: Mrs. MUSGRAVE.
H.R. 898: Mr. CARSON of Oklahoma.
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