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The House met at 10 a.m.

The Reverend Dr. Larry D. Pickens,
Senior Pastor, First United Methodist
Church, Elgin, Illinois, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Gracious and loving God, we enter
this day sensing Your awesome pres-
ence and capacity. Give these public
servants the vision, wisdom, and cour-
age to carry out their legislative and
leadership responsibilities.

We pray for the will to create ‘‘Be-
loved Community,” where we all be-
come brothers and sisters, working to
create a world that is free from vio-
lence, hatred, and hopelessness. Grant
Your Spirit upon this body, that each
person realizes that he or she is an in-
strument of Your love and compassion.

We celebrate the architects of this
Nation’s Constitution, and the way in
which we are gifted to merge our voices
together around the concern for jus-
tice, holiness, and equity across the
land.

We pray for this Nation and its peo-
ple. Use each one of us to accomplish
the Prophet Micah’s challenge to walk,
act, and love with humility, justice,
and kindness.

This is our prayer. Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

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

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

———
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. SANDLIN) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. SANDLIN led the Pledge of Alle-
giance 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 without
amendment concurrent resolutions of
the House of the following titles:

H. Con. Res. 388. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of the Capitol Grounds for
the National Peace Officers’ Memorial Serv-
ice.

H. Con. Res. 389. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of the Capitol Grounds for
the D.C. Special Olympics Law Enforcement
Torch Run.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed concurrent resolu-
tions of the following titles in which
the concurrence of the House is re-
quested:

S. Con. Res. 107. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the significance of the 30th anniver-
sary of the American Association for the Ad-
vancement of Science Congressional Science
and Engineering Fellowship Program, and
reaffirming the commitment of Congress to
support the use of science in governmental
decisionmaking through such program.

S. Con. Res. 108. Concurrent resolution sup-
porting the goals and ideals of Tinnitus
Awareness Week.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain 10 one-minutes on each side.

———

HONORING SISTER JEANNE
O’LAUGHLIN

(Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute
and to revise and extend his remarks.).

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
salute a dear friend who I love and who
my entire community loves, Sister
Jeanne O’Laughlin, president of Mi-

ami’s Barry University. It has been a
privilege to be able to work with Sister
Jeanne. It has been one of the truly
wonderful things I have been able to do
in Congress.

You see, Mr. Speaker, Sister Jeanne
is so special, it is difficult to choose
only a few words to describe her. Tal-
ent, imagination, compassion, faith,
perseverance, sense of humor, devotion,
integrity, charisma, success, all those
realities about Sister Jeanne are evi-
dent. But the meaning of one word out-
weighs all others in regard to her, one
word describes her best, ‘“‘love.”

Thank you, Jeanne O’Laughlin, for
loving your family, your neighbors,
your community, for loving us all.
Thank you for having put your love
into action in your life and with your
entire life.

———
AN ARROGANT ADMINISTRATION

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

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I see in the morning pa-
pers that the Republicans have a prob-
lem with Senator KERRY’s character-
ization of this administration as arro-
gant in its foreign policy.

Arrogance. What do you call it when
they ignore their economic advisers
that tell them the real cost of the war
will be $200 billion, and not a couple of
billion paid for by the Iraqis?

Arrogance. What do you call it when
they ignore their military advisers on
the number of troops that will be nec-
essary, not only to win the war, but to
keep the peace and protect our troops
from harm?

Arrogance. What do you call it when
they send their troops into combat
without the proper equipment to pro-
tects those troops, such as bulletproof
vests and armored Humvees, and still
have not done it today?
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Arrogance. What do you call it when
they ignore the advice of the State De-
partment that we have to have inter-
national support for the war and inter-
national participation in the keeping
of the peace? We had neither.

Arrogance. What do you call it when
they rush to war, and the Pentagon
says that rush to war prevented us
from being able to protect our soldiers
in a proper way, and now one out of
four casualties is because we were im-
properly prepared to keep the peace?

Arrogance. That is what you call it.

——————

CREATING AND KEEPING JOBS IN
AMERICA

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

Mr. TTAHRT. Mr. Speaker, one of the
most important domestic issues facing
us and our children and grandchildren
is America’s ability to compete in the
world market.

Over the last generation, Congress
has passed laws and legislation, per-
haps with good intentions, but with
disastrous consequences, in the form of
regulations and policies. These regula-
tions and policies have made it dif-
ficult to stay competitive. We have di-
vided the challenges into eight cat-
egories; and for a period of 8 weeks on
the floor of the United States House,
we will debate and vote on measures to
change the system and make America
more able to compete globally. Our
goal is more high-quality, high-paying
jobs. We call it Careers For the 2lst
Century.

The eight issues are lowering the ris-
ing cost of health care; cutting bureau-
cratic red tape; lifelong learning for a
skilled work force; applying fair trade
policies; tax relief and simplification
for reducing the burden on tax prepara-
tion; energy policy that will create
700,000 jobs; research and development
initiatives; and ending lawsuit abuse.

Real solutions for real problems, so
that American working families can
make their dreams come true.

———

GETTING ALL AMERICANS
AFFORDABLE HEALTH COVERAGE

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

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to bring to this body’s attention
an editorial that was in the Houston
Chronicle just a week or so ago by Dr.
John Stobo, who is the president of the
University of Texas Medical Branch in
Galveston, Texas.

Dr. Stobo talks of a 43-year-old emer-
gency room patient with shortness of
breath who had already had a doctor’s
visit where x-rays had been ordered.
She could not get the x-rays because
she could not afford them, did not have
the health insurance, and her em-
ployer, a small business owner, did not
provide it.
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She could not afford a second doc-
tor’s visit and is now diagnosed, when
she made it to the emergency room,
with lung cancer. Since she saw the
doctor, the cancer spread aggressively;
but if she had had that x-ray 9 months
earlier, her prognosis might have been
more positive.

It is an absolute moral scandal that
Dr. Stobo’s patient, along with 43 mil-
lion hard-working Americans, people
with jobs, have no health insurance.

A study by respected analysts Jack
Handley and John Holahan estimates
that basic health insurance for all un-
insured Americans would cost $69 bil-
lion a year if typical of the sort now
held by middle- and low-income Ameri-
cans.

We will consider legislation next
week that will change this. Let us get
all Americans affordable health insur-
ance.

——
OLD BACKPACK 4 IRAQ PROGRAM

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, Americans are rightfully con-
fident that the prison abusers are a
tiny few of the over 300,000 American
troops who have served in the war on
terror to protect American families.

A more representative symbol of our
troops’ efforts is the Old Backpack 4
Iraq Program of the 3-178 Field Artil-
lery Battalion of the South Carolina
Army National Guard led by Lt. Col.
Mark King currently deployed in Iraq.
They are collecting used and new
backpacks containing school supplies
to be provided to Iraqi children.

The backpacks can be loaded with
pencils, pens, notebooks, crayons, rul-
ers, construction paper, a small teddy
bear, shampoo, toothpaste, toothbrush,
BAND-AIDS, soap, wash cloth, and a
towel.

I urge my colleagues to assist in this
collection and bring backpacks to the
Second Congressional District offices
in Washington, West Columbia and
Beaufort, along with offices of the Lex-
ington County Chronicle. The first load
must be completed by Thursday, May
21, so I can personally take them with
me on a delegation to Iraq the next
day. We will continue to collect them
in the future.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September 11.

———

ASK QUESTIONS OR STUPID
THINGS HAPPEN

(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, Chair-
man GRASSLEY from the other body
said, “We Republicans have never quite
reached the level of competent over-
sight that the Democrats developed.
We tried to emphasize legislating and
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we have delegated so much authority
to the executive branch of government
and we ought to devote more time to
oversight than we do.”

This Congress in the last 43 days has
been in session 14 days. What have we
done with our time? We have named 11
post offices, recognized the Garden
Club of America, recognized the impor-
tance of music education, authorized
the use of the Capitol grounds for the
Soap Box Derby.

What has happened to our troops? 175
have died in the last 43 days, bringing
the total in Iraq to 775.

While we name post offices and rec-
ognize sports teams, our constituents
are asking questions of how we got in a
war without an exit strategy, and for
what purpose did we miscalculate and
how did we miscalculate our entry into
that war.

And this week, how are we handling
controversies in Iraq? We are going
home a day early. President Kennedy
once said, ‘“To govern is to choose.” We
can name post offices, or we can ask
questions, and even this Congress
might try to do both.

———

JOBS AND TAX RELIEF

(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, last month
our economy created 288,000 jobs;
867,000 jobs have been created this year
alone. Manufacturing employment is
up, weekly jobless claims are at their
lowest since October of 2000, our econ-
omy is on the rebound, and we have tax
relief to thank for that. It is proof that
when working families keep more of
their own money, it works.

Today, we are going to act to prevent
a tax increase. Current law says that
the 10 percent tax bracket which was
created in the 2001 jobs plan will ex-
pire. If that happens, 73 million work-
ing people will pay higher taxes next
year, with an average tax increase of
$2,400 in the next decade.

Today, we will see who in this House
wants to prevent this tax increase.
Working families need every penny we
can let them Kkeep.

SUPPORT BIPARTISAN TOBACCO
BUYOUT LEGISLATION

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

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, for
the past several years, I have worked
with a bipartisan coalition of Members
to pass critical tobacco buyout legisla-
tion on behalf of American tobacco
farmers. Unfortunately, the House Re-
publican leadership has opposed us at
every turn.

This week, Senator JOHN KERRY an-
nounced his support for tobacco buyout
legislation. His support stands in stark
contrast to comments made last week
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by President Bush, who dismissed the
crisis facing tobacco farm families by
saying the current tobacco system does
not need to be changed.

Since 1997, tobacco farmers have seen
their income cut by over half. Thou-
sands of farm families have been forced
out of business. The entire economic
background of rural southeast America
has been crippled, yet the President
says nothing needs to be changed.

Senator KERRY supports a buyout to
revitalize our corner of rural America.
A buyout would create tens of thou-
sands of jobs in rural America, which
are desperately needed.

Time is running out for our tobacco
farmers. I call on the Republican lead-
ership in the House and the Congress to
follow Senator KERRY’s leadership and
pass the bipartisan tobacco buyout and
restore hope to tobacco country.

——

REFORMING CIVIL JUSTICE SYS-
TEM IN REGARD TO MEDICAL LI-
ABILITY

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

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day on the floor of this House, we
passed legislation that will once again
reform the civil justice system in re-
gards to medical liability. Then the
question came up last night during the
hours of debate on this House as to how
in the world is that going to lower the
cost of health insurance for the unin-
sured.

Well, true enough, lowering the cost
of liability insurance will not have a
direct effect upon the cost of providing
insurance for the uninsured, but cer-
tainly removing the embedded cost of
the civil justice system and the embed-
ded cost of defensive medicine from the
medical justice system will go a great
way towards alleviating the crisis in
the cost of medical insurance.

It is estimated from a study done in
1996 that $50 billion a year could be
saved in the Medicare program if doc-
tors were not practicing defensive med-
icine.

The fact of the matter remains, Mr.
Speaker, we passed that bill in the
House, it is awaiting action on the
other side of the Capitol, we have a
President right now who will sign that
bill, and I think that is an important
part for the American people to bear in
mind.

STOP CALLING THOSE WHO ASK
QUESTIONS UNPATRIOTIC

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

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, a
quote: ‘I cannot support a failed for-
eign policy. History teaches us that it
is often easier to make war than peace.
This administration is just learning
that lesson right now. The President
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began this mission with very vague ob-
jectives and lots of unanswered ques-
tions. There is no timetable, there is
no legitimate definition of victory,
there is no contingency plan for mis-
sion creep, there is no clear funding
program, there is no agenda to bolster
our overextended military, there is no
explanation defining what vital na-
tional interests are at stake.”

Who said that? Not a Democrat, but
the majority leader, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. DELAY), said that on
March 28 of 1999.

0 1015

I say, end calling those people who
ask questions unpatriotic. Read your
own history. Read your own legacy.
This is a disgrace, what you did in 1999,
and then you accuse us when we ask a
question. Read your own literature.

——————

TRIBUTE TO JEREMIAH KIRK
JOHNSON

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

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Today, a spe-
cial service will be held at the National
Peace Officers Memorial to honor those
whose devotion resulted in the ulti-
mate expression of Christ-like love:
They sacrificed their lives for others.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay spe-
cial tribute to one who gave his life in
the service of others. Jeremiah Kirk
Johnson, who died in a tragic traffic
accident while on duty for the Emery
County Sheriff’s Department, exempli-
fies the life of service which I wish to
honor.

A devoted husband and father, he
spent every spare moment around his
children because of his great love for
them. At the time of his death, he had
been promoted to deputy sheriff in
Emery County, and was instrumental
in helping to set up the drug court
which had the effect of getting drug of-
fenders off the street. He was a giant of
a man, yet gentle.

Jeremiah will be missed a lot. He
cannot be replaced, but his example
can be honored.

He was a model U.S. citizen. He de-
voted his life to service of our country,
and he will be forever remembered as a
hero, a son, a husband, and a father.

————

COVER THE UNINSURED AND
SUPPORT KIND SUBSTITUTE

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

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, as the Con-
gress and the country mark Cover the
Uninsured Week, I add my voice to
those who are ready to do something
meaningful about the problem of the
uninsured.

Nearly 80 percent of the uninsured
are the working poor, and often work
in small businesses. They have jobs and
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are trying to do the right thing, but
they cannot afford an insurance policy
for themselves or for their families.

My colleagues on the other side of
the aisle claim that association health
plans are the answer, but more than 500
organizations representing millions of
people oppose these plans, association
health plans, because they know that
they will compound the problem by
creating an unlevel playing field that
will likely lead to cherry-picking, ad-
verse selection, and yes, increased
costs for sicker individuals.

I urge my colleagues to support the
Kind substitute, which will provide a
tax credit to businesses that will pay
for 50 percent of the premium for
health insurance for their employees.

——————

OFFICERS IN CHARGE IN IRAQ
FAILED IN THEIR DUTY

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

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, as a
Member of Congress, as a West Point
graduate, and as a lieutenant colonel
in the Army Reserves, I am saddened
by recent revelations at Abu Ghraib
Prison. I am sad and disappointed and
feel personally attacked by an organi-
zation I hold in high esteem.

The Chaplain said today in his prayer
that we seek justice, equity, and free-
dom. In this case, we failed.

A commander is responsible for all
his unit does and fails to do. This is a
basic creed of the United States Army.

As the criminal proceedings unfold
and those involved receive the con-
sequences of their actions, some offi-
cers in charge need to stand up and
say, I was in command, and I failed.

————
IRAQ IMAGES

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

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, the
ship of state sails without a rudder.

Increasingly, the world sees our pres-
ence in Iraq as an occupation, not a lib-
eration. Any talk of democracy has
been replaced with images of brute and
brutal force.

The President talks about a superb
Cabinet Secretary, but America and
the world reel in horror and shame
over what was done in the name of de-
fending our country.

If only the administration had paid
attention. The Red Cross knew, but the
administration would not listen. Amer-
ican leadership and credibility have
cratered deeper and deeper, yet the ad-
ministration remains deaf to what hap-
pened and the need to act.

The administration heaps praise on
one of its own, even as it seeks to si-
lence the images. They sent him to
Iraq, I guess, to get him out of town,
but the images have stirred the world.
As it has for so long, the world looks to
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America again today. But today, the
world looks with eyes averted, because
the images that today define America
in no way resemble America.

HONORING MONSIGNOR JOHN
O’DONNELL ON HIS GOLDEN JU-
BILEE

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

marks.)
Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Monsignor John

O’Donnell of Immaculate Conception
Church in Fort Smith, Arkansas. Mon-
signor O’Donnell is celebrating his
Golden Jubilee this year, which marks
his 50th year in the priesthood.

Born in Philadelphia in 1928, Mon-
signor O’Donnell was ordained on May
27, 1954. He is a man who is known for
his faith, service, and dedication to his
neighbors. It seems that everyone at
Immaculate Conception has a story
about how Monsignor O’Donnell has
touched their lives.

Immaculate Conception is the most
diverse Catholic church in Fort Smith.
It is the perfect fit for Monsignor
O’Donnell, who constantly highlights
and celebrates the diversity of the par-
ish.

Mr. Speaker, Monsignor O’Donnell
has influenced the lives of countless
Arkansans. I thank Monsignor
O’Donnell for his 50 years of service
and being an inspiration to all of us.

———

WORKING TOGETHER ON TOP
PRIORITIES FOR AMERICA

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, this morning we can refer to
two pictures on the front of the Wash-
ington Post that show: the perplexity
of General Taguba who tried to tell the
truth, and the collapse of young Nick
Berg’s father when he heard of the
tragedy that occurred. All of this falls
at the feet of our administration, re-
gardless of one taking a trip or not.

We need a full investigation which
will include the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, and we need it now. The Amer-
ican people and their values are owed
this responsibility.

Let me change for a moment, Mr.
Speaker, and talk about H.R. 4107, in-
volving our firefighters, and say that
this is a good first start, this bill, but
we must make sure that the fire grant
stays at the U.S. Fire Administration,
and we must also recognize that fire-
fighters have the rights of meeting and
conferring and collective bargaining,
and that should not diminish their
service to the community. We welcome
the volunteer fire agencies, but we also
recognize that fire departments should
control the work and the hours of their
fire personnel so that all might be safe.

Let us work together to make H.R.
4107 a better bill, and let us have inves-
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tigations so that the American people
can have the answers on Iraq.

IN HONOR OF DAN PARKER

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

Mr. BROWN of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, last Friday, a constituent of
mine, Mr. Daniel Parker, was struck
down during his service in Iraq.

Mr. Parker, a dedicated Halliburton
employee and retired teacher at a Bor-
der Patrol Academy in Charleston, was
en route to Baghdad International Air-
port in a military convoy when an im-
provised explosive detonated near his
vehicle.

Dan, a veteran of two tours in Viet-
nam, selflessly braved the perilous en-
vironment of a war zone and helped es-
tablish a peaceful and productive de-
mocracy in the Middle East. Civilian
workers like Dan are the unsung he-
roes in pursuit of stability in Iraq.

With the deaths this past week of
Dan and other civilians, we have been
tragically exposed to the deadly haz-
ards that these courageous American
employees encounter during their daily
work abroad.

Working alongside coalition troops
and the Iraqi people, civilian contrac-
tors work tirelessly to improve the
quality of life of strangers by helping
to provide the simple resources that we
in America most often take for grant-
ed: electric power, clean water, and
public schools.

Dan Parker was an innocent victim
of the treacherous conditions that
Americans continue to endure in Iraq.
His sacrifice and the sacrifice of others
like him will not soon be forgotten.

My thoughts and prayers are with
Dan and his family.

FAILURE OF CONGRESSIONAL
OVERSIGHT

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I
am pleased that in 5 minutes, the
House Committee on International Re-
lations is going to have a hearing
about the post-Iraq situation. Since
there are only 48 days left until the
transfer of power, it is about time.
Sadly, it is about 2 years late. It is an
example of the sorry declining of con-
gressional oversight and leadership of
what was supposed to be a co-equal
branch of government. The abuse of
Iraqis never convicted of anything is
just the latest example of that failure.

While some would claim that asking
hard questions is an example of lack of
support for our troops, the real lack of
support for our troops is not giving
them adequate water, and food, proper
equipment, to say nothing of the relief
of adequate support for troops on the
ground and relief to rotate them home.
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To the shame of this congressional
leadership, we have failed to do our job
as congressional watchdogs and policy-
makers. It has created problems for our
troops in Iraq, it has created problems
for the Iraqi people, and for the Amer-
ican public.

————

SINS OF A FEW MUST NOT
TARNISH GOOD WORK OF MANY

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

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today for two reasons. One, of course,
is to acknowledge the misconduct of a
few American soldiers in the Iraqi pris-
on, conduct we all abhor. Unfortu-
nately, war is an ugly thing, and there
will always be egregious behavior
under the expediency of war.

But, Mr. Speaker, my other purpose
is to implore that we do not forget the
nobility and heroism with which our
soldiers serve this country. Millions
and millions of Iraqis have been liber-
ated from a murdering, raping dictator,
thanks to American soldiers. We can-
not let the sins of a few tarnish the
good work of the many.

Despite the current negative atten-
tion, we will not lose faith in the
rightness of our purpose or the ability
of our troops to be victorious.

———

CONGRESS SHOULD PASS 5 MEAN-
INGFUL INITIATIVES FOR AMER-
ICA

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

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, working
families continue to suffer under the
oppressive policies of the Republican-
controlled White House and Congress.
With a new low in cynicism, Repub-
licans have made a mockery of the suf-
fering of the jobless.

The Republican unit of dirty tricks,
deceitful slogans, and tricky titles has
launched a new HOW initiative; Hire
Our Workers, they call it. But Repub-
licans refuse to support any of the ac-
tions that will relieve the suffering of
working families.

Instead of bombarding the Nation
with new rope-a-dope slogans, Repub-
licans should just do the right thing
and support five basic actions: extend
Federal unemployment benefits; end
the current tax incentives for shipping
jobs overseas; raise the minimum wage
from $5.15 an hour to at least $7 an
hour; enact a robust highway bill to
create 1.8 million good-paying jobs; and
invest more resources in key education
and job training programs.

Stop swindling the poor with words.
Pass these five initiatives without fur-
ther delay.

HONORING SISTER JEANNE
O’LAUGHLIN

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

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, today I rise
to honor one of south Florida’s most
beloved treasures and one of our Na-
tion’s most outspoken advocates on be-
half of higher education, Sister Jeanne
O’Laughlin, retiring President of Barry
University.

When Sister Jeanne became Presi-
dent in 1981, Barry University was a
struggling college of 2,000 students.
Since then, she has raised over $170
million and has transformed Barry into
a thriving university, serving more
than 8,500 students.

But for the record, Sister Jeanne im-
pacted much on my life and I want to
recognize it here today.

Mr. Speaker, Sister Jeanne and I are
both lung cancer survivors.

Having gone through diagnosis and
treatment before me, sister Jeanne’s
model of resolve and optimism has
brought me through some of my dark-
est days. Today I thank Sister Jeanne
O’Laughlin for her many gifts to south
Florida over the years and for her per-
sonal gift to me at my time of crisis.

Mr. Speaker, we look forward to
many wonderful things to come from
Sister Jeanne as she moves to the next
phase of her unending quest to make
the world a smarter and more loving
place for all of us.

———

EXPRESSING SENSE OF CONGRESS
THAT ALL AMERICANS OBSERVE
THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF
BROWN V. BOARD OF EDUCATION
WITH A COMMITMENT TO CON-
TINUING AND BUILDING ON THE
LEGACY OF BROWN

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, pursuant to the previous order of
the House, I call up the concurrent res-
olution (H. Con. Res. 414) expressing
the sense of the Congress that, as Con-
gress recognizes the 50th anniversary
of the Brown v. Board of Education de-
cision, all Americans are encouraged to
observe this anniversary with a com-
mitment to continuing and building on
the legacy of Brown, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The text of H. Con. Res. 414 is as fol-
lows:

H. CoN. RES. 414

Whereas on May 17, 1954, the United States
Supreme Court announced in Brown v. Board
of Education (347 U.S. 483) that, ‘“in the field
of education, the doctrine of ‘separate but
equal’ has no place’’;

Whereas the Brown decision overturned
the precedent set in 1896 in Plessy v. Fer-
guson (163 U.S. 537), which had declared ‘‘sep-
arate but equal facilities’’ constitutional and
allowed the continued segregation of public
schools in the United States on the basis of
race;

Whereas the Brown decision recognized as
a matter of law that the segregation of pub-
lic schools deprived students of the equal
protection of the laws under the Fourteenth
Amendment to the Constitution of the
United States;
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Whereas the Brown decision stood as a vic-
tory for plaintiff Linda Brown, an African
American third grader who had been denied
admission to an all white public school in
Topeka, Kansas;

Whereas the Brown decision stood as a vic-
tory for those plaintiffs similarly situated to
Linda Brown in the cases that were consoli-
dated with Brown, which included Briggs v.
Elliot (103 F. Supp. 920), Davis v. County
School Board (103 F. Supp. 337), and Gephardt
v. Belton (91 A.2d 137);

Whereas the Brown decision stood as a vic-
tory for those that had successfully disman-
tled school segregation years before Brown
through legal challenges such as West-
minster School District v. Mendez (161 F.2d
T74), which ended segregation in schools in
Orange County, California;

Whereas the Brown decision stands among
all civil rights cases as a symbol of the Fed-
eral Government’s commitment to fulfill the
promise of equality;

Whereas the Brown decision helped lead to
the repeal of ‘‘Jim Crow’ laws and the elimi-
nation of many of the severe restrictions
placed on the freedom of African Americans;

Whereas the Brown decision helped lead to
the enactment of the Civil Rights Act of
1964, which prohibits discrimination on the
basis of race, religion, or national origin in
workplaces and public establishments that
have a connection to interstate commerce or
are supported by the State;

Whereas the Brown decision helped lead to
the enactment of the Voting Rights Act of
1965 which promotes every American’s right
to participate in the political process;

Whereas the Brown decision helped lead to
the enactment of the Fair Housing Act of
1968 that prohibits discrimination in the
sale, rental, and financing of dwellings, and
in other housing-relating transactions, on
the basis of race, color, national origin, reli-
gion, sex, familial status, or disability; and

Whereas in 2004, the year marking the 50th
anniversary of the Brown decision, inequal-
ities evidenced at the time of such decision
have not been completely eradicated: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That the Congress—

(1) recognizes and celebrates the 50th anni-
versary of the Brown v. Board of Education
decision;

(2) encourages all Americans to recognize
and celebrate the 50th anniversary of the
Brown v. Board of Education decision; and

(3) renews its commitment to continuing
and building on the legacy of Brown with a
pledge to acknowledge and address the mod-
ern day disparities that remain.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
OSE). The gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS)
each will control 15 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER).
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on House Concurrent Resolution
414, currently under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.
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Mr. Speaker, I rise in support today
of House Concurrent Resolution 414,
which recognizes the 50th anniversary
of the U.S. Supreme Court’s decision in
Brown v. Board of Education and calls
on Americans to observe this anniver-
sary with a commitment to continuing
and building on the legacy of Brown.

In 1896, the Supreme Court decided
Plessy v. Ferguson, which held that
separate but equal public facilities
were lawful. This decision paved the
way for the systematic segregation of
America based on race. In the wake of
that decision, State legislatures felt
vindicated passing a number of laws,
including the infamous Jim Crow laws,
which ensured that the right to equal
protection of the laws was a right in
name only for African Americans and
other minorities.

Many fought for years to try and re-
verse this pattern of discrimination.
Some met with limited success, such as
Gonzalo and Felicitas Mendez, who in
1947 prevailed in their efforts to allow
students of Mexican ancestry to attend
the same California public elementary
schools as attended by white children,
but it was not until Oliver Brown and
his brave fellow plaintiffs from Kansas,
Virginia, South Carolina, and Delaware
successfully challenged the school seg-
regation policies in those States that
this pattern of inequality began to
change for all persons.

As Chief Justice Earl Warren, who
had recently been appointed to the Su-
preme Court by President Eisenhower,
stated for a unanimous majority, ‘“We
conclude that in the field of public edu-
cation the doctrine of ‘separate but
equal’ has no place.”

In the 50 years since the Brown deci-
sion, much has changed in this coun-
try. Brown provided the spark for the
Eisenhower administration to push
through the 1957 and 1960 Civil Rights
Acts. These acts, in turn, provided the
blueprint for the passage of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, the Voting Rights
Act of 1965, and the Fair Housing Act of
1968.

All of these acts served to further
dismantle the barriers to equality that
African Americans and other members
of minority groups had faced in the
decades after Plessy. It is for this rea-
son that Congress, and indeed, all
Americans, should celebrate the anni-
versary of Brown and take this oppor-
tunity to reflect anew on the impor-
tance of equality in society.

I would like to commend the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Ranking Mem-
ber CONYERS) for introducing this reso-
lution and would also like to thank the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PAYNE), the gentleman from Xansas
(Mr. RYUN), the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ), and
the gentleman from California (Mr.
Cox) for their own resolution which
helped inform the measure we have be-
fore us today. I am pleased to note that
most of the leadership of both parties
have signed on as cosponsors of this
resolution, and I urge all my colleagues
to join me in supporting it.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

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

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

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, this is
indeed a historic moment in the his-
tory of this country and in the Con-
gress as well.

I begin by really lifting up the name
of the chairman of the Committee on
the Judiciary, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER), who, with
me, was able to get a unanimous reso-
lution on this matter celebrating
Brown v. the Board from the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. I sincerely
thank him.

I have two colleagues that I want to
mention because they had resolutions
that we worked into ours, and we came
up with one. The first was the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LORETTA
SANCHEZ), who brought to our commit-
tee’s attention that in California they
had worked out, in effect, a Brown v.
Board-type solution even before the
Brown decision, and we will hear from
her later on this matter.

The other person was the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. PAYNE), who is
on the floor now, who had an important
resolution as a ranking member of the
Committee on Education and the
Workforce. His interests on this were
very large, and we were able to all
work these regulations out.

What is the significance of Brown? It
reversed an 1896 decision, Plessy v. Fer-
guson, which indicated that under the
14th amendment separate and equal
was acceptable. Of course, there is very
little in real-time that separate can be
equal, but that was the law up until
1954 when a unanimous Supreme Court
decision changed it.

But the Brown decision went further.
It was a decision about education; but
thanks to the civil rights movement,
Dr. King, Rosa Parks and even our own
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS) in
the Congress, it was expanded to cover
all forms of social life in the country.

Finally, this resolution seeks to
renew our commitment. Everything is
not okay, as our colleagues all know
and as this resolution which we are to
support makes clear. So I am very
happy to be with all of my colleagues
today.

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

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Kansas
(Mr. RYUN), who represents Topeka,
Kansas, that led the way to get the
Brown decision decided by the Supreme
Court.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for the time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to honor the 50th
anniversary of the Supreme Court deci-
sion of Brown v. Board of Education,
the landmark case that desegregated
schools in America. This Monday, May
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17, 2004, I will be pleased to welcome
people from across this Nation to my
district for a celebration of this anni-
versary.

On Monday, we will look back over 50
years of work to bring equality to
America, specifically to our public edu-
cation system.

May 17 will also mark the culmina-
tion of an effort I began 3 years ago to
honor the 50th anniversary of Brown v.
the Board. In the 107th Congress, I was
privileged to author legislation to es-
tablish a Federal commission tasked
with educating the public about this
decision. With the help of my col-
leagues in Congress, the commission
became a reality and has played a vital
role in planning for next week’s anni-
versary.

Recently, I was also pleased to draft
language calling on Congress to honor
the anniversary of Brown v. Board. I
am grateful that the resolution we con-
sider today accomplishes this goal, and
I am pleased to lend it my support.

I would like to thank the Brown
Foundation, located in Topeka, Kan-
sas, for its leadership in helping Amer-
ica remember its struggle for equality.
I want to specifically thank Cheryl
Brown Henderson for her undying dedi-
cation to this issue. Cheryl’s assistance
has been invaluable, and I am grateful
for her contributions.

President Bush’s presence in Topeka
on Monday will lend national signifi-
cance to this occasion and also indi-
cates his ongoing commitment to the
ideals embodied in Brown v. Board. I
am grateful for the President’s sup-
port, and I look forward to welcoming
him to Kansas.

Finally, I encourage all Americans to
take this opportunity to rededicate
themselves to the ideals set forth in
our Constitution that all men are cre-
ated equal; that they are endowed by
our Creator with certain unalienable
rights; that among these are life, lib-
erty and the pursuit of happiness.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague
for the opportunity to highlight this
monumental anniversary on the floor. I
thank the chairman for his work, and I
urge my colleagues to lend their sup-
port to this measure.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PAYNE) seek to control the time?

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, I do, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from New
Jersey will control the time.

There was no objection.

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

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

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, let me
commend the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) for bring-
ing this resolution and certainly the
gentleman from Michigan (Ranking
Member CONYERS), who is a living his-
tory of what is great about this coun-
try with his own history in the House
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of Representatives, being the second-
longest-serving Member here.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to express
my strong support for H. Con. Res. 414,
a resolution which urges Congress to
renew its commitment to continuing
and building on the legacy of Brown v.
the Board of Education.

This month marks the 50th anniver-
sary of the landmark Brown v. the
Board of Education decision, declaring
segregation of public schools unconsti-
tutional. The chain of events began in
Topeka, Kansas, where an African
American third grader by the name of
Linda Brown had to walk 1 mile
through a railroad switchyard to get to
her segregated elementary school, even
though a white school was only seven
blocks away.

Linda’s father, Oliver Brown, tried to
enroll her in the white elementary
school, but the principal refused to
admit her. Mr. Brown, along with other
parents, went to the Topeka NAACP,
filing a request for an injunction that
would forbid the segregation of Tope-
ka’s public schools. In the initial trial,
the court sided with the Board of Edu-
cation saying that the precedent of
Plessy v. Ferguson, passed in 1896, al-
lowed separate but equal school sys-
tems.

Led by Thurgood Marshall, who
later, of course, became the first Afri-
can American to serve on the United
States Supreme Court, the case was
brought before the Nation’s highest
Court. At first, in 1952, the Supreme
Court sent the case back to a lower
court. The case came back to the High
Court in 1953 and was heard along with
others from South Carolina, Virginia,
Delaware, and the District of Colum-
bia.

Interestingly, in September of 1953,
with the courts seemingly split, and
the cases sent back down, the cases
were in jeopardy; but what happened
was that Chief Justice Fred Vinson
died in his sleep. President Eisenhower,
therefore, nominated a new Supreme
Court Justice, the Republican Gov-
ernor of California, Earl Warren. It was
under Earl Warren’s leadership that he
brought the Court together; and he per-
suaded the Court, after the persuasive
arguments of Brown v. the Board of
Education, to have a unanimous deci-
sion. He wanted no dissent, and a unan-
imous decision was given by the Su-
preme Court under the leadership of
Earl Warren. It surprised many Ameri-
cans, but he lived up to that great
title.

So separate but equal was thrown
out, and Thurgood Marshall’s argu-
ment that the 14th amendment equal
protection clause precluded States
from imposing distinctions based on
race had prevailed.

So I conclude, I believe that Brown v.
the Board of Education was one of the
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most significant cases regarding seg-
regation. The Brown case provided mo-
mentum for increased civil rights advo-
cacy and legislation, opening equal op-
portunity to education to all in our so-
ciety and then to other public accom-
modations.

However, we should remember that
Brown was neither the beginning nor
the end of the struggle for justice and
equality. Today, equal education op-
portunities for all children are still a
dream for many. In both the North and
South, segregation has been thrown
into reverse gear with 70 percent of the
Nation’s African American students in
predominantly minority schools, and
so I urge my colleagues to support H.
Con. Res. 414, which commemorates the
historic Brown v. the Board of Edu-
cation decision and encourage Congress
to continue to build on the legacy of
Brown.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE).

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

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen-
tleman for the time.

Let me congratulate the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS), the
ranking member, and the chairman of
the full Committee on the Judiciary
for this joining together of a unani-
mous consent order to bring this his-
toric civil rights resolution to the floor
of the House. This is historic; and
allow me to thank the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. PAYNE) for not only
his knowledge but also the work he has
done on the Committee on Education
and the Workforce in trying to imple-
ment the Brown decision; and my good
friend and colleague the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ)
for working and informing us and add-
ing to the history of the Brown deci-
sion as it relates to California and our
many friends around the Nation.

I am proud to be an original cospon-
sor, and I stand to acknowledge that
Brown did open the door. As was stated
in Grotter v. Bollinger: ‘“We have re-
peatedly acknowledged the overriding
importance of preparing students for
work and citizenship, describing edu-
cation as pivotal to ‘sustaining our po-
litical and cultural heritage’ with a
fundamental role in maintaining the
fabric of society.”

Why the case was so important is be-
cause the Court in Brown said this
Court has long recognized that edu-
cation is the very foundation of good
citizenship and, might I say, oppor-
tunity.

So, as the Grotter case concluded, we
still recognize even with Brown that in
this Nation race unfortunately still
matters.
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And so it is imperative that all of the
Nation on May 17, 2004, lift up the song
of Brown v. Board of Education to be
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able to announce, if you will, the vital-
ity of that case and yet where we have
to go.

It is important to note that after
Brown, there is still work. Even with
the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1965,
we must in fact follow through on get-
ting rid of the alternative schools, poor
test scores in the minority community,
and poor physical conditions of those
schools.

As Dr. Martin Luther King said,
“There are at least three basic reasons
why segregation is evil. The first rea-
son 1is that segregation inevitably
makes for inequality. There was a time
that we attempted to live with segrega-
tion. There was always a strict enforce-
ment of the separate, without the
slightest intention to abide by the
equal.”

But even so, we must promote equal-
ity. I thank Dr. Martin Luther King
and for all those who worked so hard,
and I give thanks to the decision ren-
dered in Brown v. Board of Education.

Mr. Speaker, let me begin to honor a great
decision out of the highest Court in the land
with an excerpt from its progeny, the 2003 de-
cision of Grotter v. Bollinger:

We have repeatedly acknowledged the
overriding importance of preparing students
for work and citizenship, describing edu-
cation as pivotal to ‘‘sustaining our political
and cultural heritage’” with a fundamental
role in maintaining the fabric of society.
Plyler v. Doe, 457 U.S. 202, 221 (1982). This
Court has long recognized that ‘‘education

. is the very foundation of good citizen-
ship.” Brown v. Board of Education, 347 U.S.
483, 493 (1954). For this reason, the diffusion
of knowledge and opportunity through public
institutions of higher education must be ac-
cessible to all individuals regardless of race
or ethnicity. Effective participation by
members of all racial and ethnic groups in
the civic life of our Nation is essential if the
dream of one Nation, indivisible, is to be re-
alized. . .. diminishing the force of such
stereotypes is both a crucial part of the Law
School’s mission, and one that it cannot ac-
complish with only token numbers of minor-
ity students. Just as growing up in a par-
ticular region or having particular profes-
sional experiences is likely to affect an indi-
vidual’s views, so too is one’s own, unique
experience of being a racial minority in a so-
ciety, like our own, in which race unfortu-
nately still matters. (emphasis added)

It is with great pride and hope that | rise in
support of H. Con. Res. 414 to recognize the
50th anniversary of a historic piece of jurispru-
dence in the name of education, civil rights,
human rights, democracy, and diversity. Yes-
terday, in a markup of the Full Committee on
the Judiciary, we voted 27 yeas and 0 nays—
unanimously to report this resolution out favor-
ably and to move to conference, and | would
expect to see the same kind of alliance at the
full House scale, the Senate scale, the joint
conferee scale, and on a worldwide scale to
pay tribute to the spirit of a decision that
changed the structure and focus of U.S. edu-
cation and began the process of meeting the
challenges and opportunities of equal oppor-
tunity and a quality education for all students.

| joined the distinguished Ranking Member
from Michigan as an original co-sponsor of
this important resolution celebrating the 50th
anniversary of some of the most profound and
meaningful jurisprudence in the history of the
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United States. On May 17, 1954, Brown v.
Board of Education of Topeka Kansas re-
versed Plessy v. Ferguson, which established
the ‘“separate but equal” doctrine that
stamped African Americans with a badge of
inferiority as articulated by Judge John Mar-
shall Harlan, the lone dissenter in that case.

With the Brown decision, the meaning of
“equal protection of the laws” took on real
meaning for African Americans and other mi-
norities. It fueled the momentum of the Civil
Rights Movement that spurred America’s real-
ization of change.

| take a special interest in supporting Brown
and its progeny both in the courtroom and out
on the battlefields of society. We should all re-
call the recent threat to affirmative action that
was defeated in Grutter v. Bollinger. It is
shameful that almost a century from the great
decision, the principles of equality were again
challenged by way of college admissions cri-
teria. It is shameful that the Board of Regents
at Texas A&M University chose to abandon
the jurisprudence of Brown and Bollinger and
refused to utilize affirmative action to repair its
significantly disparate racial student body
ratio—this fall, it was 82% white, 2% black,
9% Hispanic, and 3% Asian-American.

At Prairie View A&M University, a District
Attorney challenges students’ right to vote in a
local primary election based on domicile. Ulti-
mately, the student body, Waller County activ-
ists, elected officials, educators, spiritual lead-
ers, and many other supporters were success-
ful in bringing about a settlement offered by
the challengers. Nevertheless, from that expe-
rience, we learned that this Nation is still a
long way from where it should be in terms of
providing equal opportunity and access to
education, voting rights, and civil rights.

The sentiment and mentality that threaten to
erode our progress are not always as clear as
at Prairie View or in a blatantly anti-affirmative
action admissions policy. Socioeconomic sta-
tus plays a role in rendering meaningless the
promise of Brown v. Board of Education.
When children are poor, expectations are
lower. Unfortunately, if your mother or father
works in the sweatshops in East Harlem or
picks broccoli in Northern California, you are
likely receiving a sub-standard and slower-
paced education. Teachers have a duty to
show these children that their neighborhoods
do not define who they are and what their fu-
tures hold.

On the third anniversary, Dr. Martin Luther
King, Jr. made one of his first important ad-
dresses to discuss the implications of the Su-
preme Court’s decision in Brown. He referred
to that decision as “simple, eloquent and un-
equivocal” and a “joyous daybreak to end the
long night of enforced segregation.” At that
address, Dr. King said the following profound
words:

There are at least three basic reasons by
segregation is evil. The first reason is that
segregation inevitably makes for inequality.
There was a time that we attempted to live
with segregation. . . . there was always a
strict enforcement of the separate without
the slightest intention to abide by the
equal. . . .

But even if it had been possible to provide
the Negro with equal facilities in terms of
external construction and quantitative dis-
tribution we would have still confronted in-
equality . . . in the sense that they would
not have had the opportunity of commu-
nicating with all children. You see, equality
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is not only a matter of mathematics and ge-
ometry, but it’s a matter of psychology. . . .
The doctrine of separate but equal can never
be. . . .

But not only that, segregation is evil be-
cause it scars the soul of both the segregated
and the segregator. ... It gives the seg-
regated a false sense of inferiority and it
gives the segregator a false sense of superi-
ority. . . . It does something to the soul. . . .

Then there is a third reason why segrega-
tion is evil. That is because it ends up deper-
sonalizing the segregated. The seg-
regated becomes merely a thing to be used,
not a person to be respected. He is merely a
depersonalized cog in a vast economic ma-
chine. And this is why segregation is utterly
evil and utterly un-Christian. It substitutes
an “I/It” relationship for the “I/Thou’ rela-
tionship.

We should be moving ahead instead of
backward. Mr. Speaker, as Dr. King said of
the great decision that we now honor, | chal-
lenge this nation to also be unequivocal about
committing to equality. | support the Ranking
Member’s resolution and encourage the Mem-
bers of this Committee to do the same.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WATERS).

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I com-
mend the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. CONYERS) and the chairman, the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER) for bringing to the floor
this important resolution recognizing
and celebrating the 50th anniversary of
Brown v. Board of Education, and I am
pleased to be an original cosponsor of
this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, it is important to note
that this resolution calls upon Con-
gress to do more than just noting the
historical significance of the 50th anni-
versary of the Brown decision. It asks
Congress to renew its commitment to
continue building on the legacy of
Brown with a pledge to acknowledge
and address the modern-day disparities
that perpetuate a separate but unequal
society.

Yet while we celebrate the Brown I
decision, we must candidly discuss the
many challenges that remain in the
quest to achieve equal opportunity for
all Americans. Professor Charles
Ogletree of the Harvard Law School
has written a very powerful book on
the legacy of the Brown decision, enti-
tled ‘‘All Deliberate Speeds: Reflec-
tions on the First Half-Century of
Brown v. Board of Education.” Pro-
fessor Ogletree reminds us the second
Brown case, decided on December 31,
1955, was every bit as important as the
first Brown case, which was decided on
May 17, 1954.

While the first case contains the pow-
erful language that we all know, de-
claring that separate but equal edu-
cational facilities were inherently un-
equal and no longer had a place in
American society, in the Brown II deci-
sion the Court called for school deseg-
regation to proceed, and I quote, ‘“‘with
all deliberate speed.” Mr. Speaker, de-
liberate means slow, and, unfortu-
nately, while we surely are making
progress, the last 50 years of history
demonstrates that our progress toward
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a color-blind, racially equal society has
been slow indeed.

Mr. Speaker, let me briefly quote
Professor Ogletree’s powerful words. He
said, and I quote, “Brown v. Board of
Education was important because it
ended legal segregation. However, the
Court’s decision, though unanimous,
contained a critical compromise which
undermined the broad purposes of the
campaign to end racial segregation im-
mediately and comprehensively.”

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ).

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin for introducing
this resolution, and, in particular, I
want to thank my friend, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS)
for including in this important bill a
reference to Mendez v. Westminster.

I rise today in support of this resolu-
tion recognizing the importance of
Brown v. Board of Education. But
Brown v. Board of Education was actu-
ally built on a few important cases, one
of which is the Mendez v. Westminster,
which happened, if you can believe
this, in Orange County, California.

In 1945, Felicitas Mendez took her
child, Silvia, and her niece and her
nephew down the block to the local
school to enroll them. The niece and
the nephew were lighter skinned; they
could go to that school. She was told
that her own daughter, who was darker
skinned, would have to go across town
to the Mexican school. Felicitas
Mendez was a Puerto Rican.

The Mexican school took the Asians
and the blacks and all the other dark-
skinned people, like Mexicans and
Puerto Ricans. Well, Gonzalo and
Felicitas Mendez decided to fight that,
and they filed a lawsuit, along with
four other families, against West-
minster, Anaheim, Santa Ana, and El
Modena districts, seeking an injunc-
tion against all schools in Orange
County.

On February 18, 1946, Mendez v. West-
minster was decided in favor of the
Mendez family, and on April 14, 1947,
the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals
ruled in favor of the Mendez family’s
case. It was the first case in Federal
Court of the doctrine of separate but
equal, naming it unconstitutional.
California Governor Earl Warren
signed desegregation of California, 8
years ahead of the rest of the Nation.

Of course, 8 years later Thurgood
Marshall would use that case as he ar-
gued Brown v. Board of Education, and
Warren sat on that Supreme Court.
The bravery and the dedication of
Gonzalo and Felicitas Mendez opened
the doors for better education to all
children in the United States, and I
thank this Congress for acknowledging
how important Brown v. Board of Edu-
cation is.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON).
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
OSE). The gentleman from New Jersey
has 2 minutes remaining.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from the District of Columbia (Ms.
NORTON).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New Jersey yields 2 min-
ute