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2133. This legislation would establish a com-
mission to encourage and provide for com-
memorating the 50th anniversary in the year
of 2004 of the Supreme Court’s unanimous
and landmark 1954 decision in Brown v.
Board of Education of Topeka Kansas—the
most momentous in the 20th Century.

While the 13th, 14th, and 15th Amendments
to the Constitution outlawed slavery, guaran-
teed rights of citizenship to naturalized citizens
and due process, equal protection and voting
rights, nearly a century would pass before the
last vestiges of ‘‘legalized’’ discrimination and
inequality would be effectively revoked. The
right of equal protection under the law for Afri-
can-Americans was dealt a heavy blow with
the Supreme Court’s 1875 decision to uphold
a lower court in Plessy v. Ferguson. The
Plessy decision created the infamous ‘‘sepa-
rate but equal’’ doctrine that made segregation
‘‘constitutional’’ for almost 80 years.

It was not until the 1950’s, when the
NAACP defense team led by the Honorable
Thurgood Marshall as general counsel,
launched a national campaign to challenge
segregation at the elementary school level that
effective and lasting change was achieved. In
five individually unique cases filed in four
states and the District of Columbia, the
NAACP defense team not only claimed that
segregated schools told Black children they
were inferior to White children, but that the
‘‘separate by equal’’ ruling in Plessy violated
equal protection. Although all five lost in the
lower courts, the U.S. Supreme Court accept-
ed each case in turn, hearing them collectively
in what became Brown v. Board of Education.
The Brown decision brought a decisive end to
segregation and discrimination in our public
school systems, and gradually our national,
cultural and social consciousness as well.

The fight, however, did not end there. We
may have overcome segregation and racism,
but now the fight is economic, one in which
some of our schools are inferior to others be-
cause of inadequate funding, overcrowded
classrooms, dilapidated school buildings and a
nationwide lack of teachers. We only have to
look at the high levels of crime, drug use, ju-
venile delinquency, teen pregnancy and unem-
ployment to know the value of a good edu-
cation. If Brown taught us anything, it is that
without the proper educational tools, young
people lose hope for the future.

No one challenges the concept of investing
in human capital, but it is a well-known fact
that we spend ten times as much to incar-
cerate than we do to educate. If we can find
the resources to fund a tax cut and for a U.S.
prison system with nearly 2 million inmates,
we can give our public schools the repairs and
facilities they desperately need, we can re-
duce class sizes and provide adequate pay to
attract the best and brightest into the teaching
profession.

Again, while I applaud yesterday’s passage
of H.R. 2133, 1 urge my colleagues to remem-
ber the lessons of Brown v. Board of Edu-
cation when we consider our national priorities
by committing ourselves to addressing the
unfulfilled promises of equality and opportunity
contained in the Brown decision.
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Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, recently,
we debated ways to improve educational op-
portunities. I would like to draw my colleagues’
attention to a program that is doing just that.

The Future Problem Solving Program has a
significant and positive impact on the edu-
cation of students in grades 4 through 12. It is
part of a nationwide and international effort to
teach children and teens creative thinking and
problem-solving skills. Problem-solving skills
have been proven to be essential characteris-
tics for young people entering the increasingly
competitive job market. This non-profit pro-
gram, which operates in 44 states as well as
Australia, New Zealand, Malaysia, Chile, and
Canada, teaches young people these impor-
tant skills.

Students have the opportunity to apply their
critical thinking skills to real-world problems
such as restoration of imperiled natural habi-
tats and genetic engineering. The program is
structured around a six-step model for solving
complex problems. The steps include recog-
nizing potential challenges, generating and
evaluating solutions and developing a plan for
action. Learning to apply these steps every
day increases the ability of students to think
critically and work efficiently.

Small teams of young people brainstorm so-
lutions and implementation strategies for
issues as varied as tourism, global inter-
dependence, and water use. Students are
taught to think not only critically but also cre-
atively. Team Problem Solving, Action-Based
Problem Solving, Individual Problem Solving,
and Scenario Writing are all components of
the program that award dynamic thinkers. Stu-
dents who work in small teams also learn the
value of cooperation and teamwork. Young
people in each of the three age divisions com-
pete on the regional, state, and international
levels. The Future Problems Solving Program
is preparing the youth of today to face the de-
mands of tomorrow.

I would like to officially recognize the con-
tributions this program has made and will con-
tinue to make to society at large. I want to
thank the adults who are enhancing the edu-
cation of today’s young people and the stu-
dent participants who are taking the initiative
to learn about and help solve today’s difficult
issues. These students are taking their futures
into their own hands. Keep up the good work!
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Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join
my colleagues in encouraging Americans to
commemorate the 40th anniversary of Brown
v. Board of Education and the end of legal

segregation in America. However, I cannot
support the legislation before us because it at-
tempts to authorize an unconstitutional ex-
penditure of federal funds for the purpose of
establishing a commission to provide federal
guidance of celebrations of the anniversary of
the Brown decision. This expenditure is nei-
ther constitutional nor in the sprit of the brave
men and woman of the civil rights moment
who are deservedly celebrated for standing up
to an overbearing government infringing on in-
dividual rights.

Mr. Speaker, any authorization of an uncon-
stitutional expenditure of taxpayer funds is an
abuse of our authority and undermines the
principles of a limited government which re-
spects individual rights. Because I must op-
pose appropriations not authorized by the enu-
merated powers of the Constitution, I therefore
reject this bill. I continue to believe that the
best way to honor the legacy of those who
fought to ensure that all Americans can enjoy
the blessings of liberty and a government that
treats citizens of all races equally is by con-
sistently defending the idea of a limited gov-
ernment whose powers do not exceed those
explicitly granted it by the Constitution.
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Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to
introduce, today, the Outfitter Policy Act, which
will create a statutory authority for permit
terms and conditions across America’s public
lands.

Millions of Americans recreate on America’s
public lands every year, and the services of
Outfitters and guides allow our constituents to
access many areas of our public lands that
would otherwise be inaccessible. These are
families and civic groups learning to enjoy and
respect nature, including horse pack trips and
float trips, which many of us have enjoyed.

Unfortunately, many of our federal agencies
lack legislative guidance on permit administra-
tion. Without guidelines, the system is highly
discretionary, and often inconsistent, creating
confusion for Outfitters and guides, and ulti-
mately reducing opportunities for our constitu-
ents to enjoy our public lands. The system es-
tablished under this bill would eliminate incon-
sistencies, and would provide incentives for
Outfitters to offer consistently high-quality
services to all our constituents.

I would like to thank the original co-spon-
sors of this legislation for their willingness to
join me in this effort to assure public lands ac-
cess for all Americans, especially my good
friend from Idaho, Mr. OTTER. Without his hard
work and dedication, this bill would never have
been ready with such speed. This is a bill
which appropriately balances public needs
with conservation efforts, due in large meas-
ure because of his efforts. I thank him, as I
thank all the co-sponsors of this bill, and hope
that all my colleagues will support us in this
effort.

VerDate 11<MAY>2000 02:22 Jun 30, 2001 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00020 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A28JN8.078 pfrm03 PsN: E29PT1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2022-10-19T12:05:12-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




