H7518

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1

DeFazio

NOT VOTING—18
Berkley Honda Pastor
Bishop (UT) John Schakowsky
Capps Kelly Sessions
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So the motion to adjourn was re-

jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1793

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, |
ask unanimous consent to have my
name removed as a cosponsor of H.R.
1793.

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

There was no objection.

———

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, onme of his secretaries.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2210, SCHOOL READINESS
ACT OF 2003

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, by
the direction of the Committee on
Rules, | call up House Resolution 336
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. REsS. 336

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2210) to reau-
thorize the Head Start Act to improve the
school readiness of disadvantaged children,
and for other purposes. The first reading of
the bill shall be dispensed with. General de-
bate 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 Education
and the Workforce. After general debate the
bill shall be considered for amendment under
the five-minute rule. In lieu of the amend-
ment recommended by the Committee on
Education and the Workforce now printed in
the bill, 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 printed in part
A of the report of the Committee on Rules
accompanying this resolution. That amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute shall be
considered as read. AIll points of order
against that amendment in the nature of a
substitute are waived. No amendment to
that amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be in order except those printed
in part B of the report of the Committee on
Rules. Each amendment may be offered only
in the order printed in the report, may be of-
fered only by a Member designated in the re-
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port, shall be considered as read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the report
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a
demand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All
points of order against such amendments are
waived. After a motion that the Committee
rise has been rejected on a legislative day,
the Chairman may entertain another such
motion on that day only if offered by the
chairman of the Committee on Education
and the Workforce or the Majority Leader or
a designee. After a motion to strike out the
enacting words of the bill (as described in
clause 9 of rule XVIII) has been rejected, the
Chairman may not entertain another such
motion during further consideration of the
bill. 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
amendment in the nature of a substitute
made in order as original text. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Ohio (Ms. PRYCE) is
recognized for 1 hour.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, for
purposes 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 purposes of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, House Res. 336 makes in
order the bill H.R. 2210, under a struc-
tured rule. The rule provides 1 hour of
debate to be equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Education and the Workforce.

The rule provides that in lieu of the
amendment recommended by the Com-
mittee on Education and the Work-
force, it shall be in order to consider as
an original bill for the purpose of
amendment, the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute printed in part A of
the Committee on Rules report accom-
panying this resolution and provides
that it shall be considered as read. The
rule waives all points of order against
the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute printed in part B of the report.

It makes in order only those amend-
ments printed in part B of the Com-
mittee on Rules report, which shall be
considered only in the order printed in
the report, may be offered only by a
Member designated in the report, shall
be considered as read, shall be debat-
able for the time specified in the report
equally divided and controlled by the
proponent and opponent, shall not be
subject to amendment, and shall not be
subject to a demand for a division of
the question in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole. All points of
order are waived against the amend-
ments printed in part B of the report.

Finally, the rule provides for one mo-
tion to recommit with or without in-
structions.
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Mr. Speaker, there are many things
in this world that | can be content
with, fully satisfied. Watching a beau-
tiful sunset, eating a good piece of
chocolate cake, or reading a great end-
ing to a nail-biting suspense book. But
there are other things in this world
with which we should never be content;
ideals which we should never tire of
championing, that we should never
stop striving for. And the quality of
our children’s education is one of those
items with which we should never be
content. We should always want more
for them.

Mr. Speaker, the debate today is in
many ways a vote on the status quo.
Do we keep the existing system as it is,
or do we demand more for our children?
More specific to our debate: Are we
completely satisfied that the quality of
our children’s education is fine, or do
we demand more? The bill before us
today, the School Readiness Act,
strengthens the Head Start program,
the Federal Government’s largest ef-
fort to prepare the Nation’s most dis-
advantaged children for school.

An immensely popular program,
Head Start provides a range of services
including education, nutrition, health,
and parent training to over 20 million
preschool children and their families
who are living in poverty. But Head
Start can do better.

The legislation before us aims to re-
form and improve Head Start so that
disadvantaged children hold the same
level of academic preparedness as all of
their peers before entering Kkinder-
garten. Specifically, this plan aims to
enhance school preparedness, improve
teacher quality, and close the ‘‘readi-
ness gap’ that exists between Head
Start and non-Head Start children.

First, this education package will
help enhance each school’s effective-
ness by providing certain select States
with more flexibility and control over
the operation of prekindergarten ini-
tiatives through a measured pilot pro-
gram. Currently, States lack the abil-
ity to fully coordinate their State’s
early childhood programs with Head
Start. This inefficiency results in the
duplication of programs and services,
underenrollment, gaps in services, and
missed opportunities. With this pilot
program, however, States and local
communities will be able to tailor
their programs and services to best
meet the needs of local families.

It is important to note that this pilot
program in no way eliminates basic
programs and services, nor is the pro-
gram an unfunded mandate or a loop-
hole for States to cut early childhood
education programs. Let us be crystal
clear: this bill in no way cuts funding
for any of Head Start’s education, nu-
trition, or health services. Quite the
opposite, Mr. Speaker. This package
provides safeguards to prohibit partici-
pating pilot program States from mak-
ing funding cuts. In addition, the Head
Start package authorizes a $202 million
increase in funding for the program, an
amount that has nearly doubled in the
past 7 years.
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