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A TRIBUTE TO JIRAIR S.
HOVNANIAN

HON. ROBERT E. ANDREWS

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, September 19, 2007

Mr. ANDREWS. Madam Speaker, | rise
today to honor Jirair S. Hovnanian, a success-
ful family and businessman who started a con-
struction company in New Jersey over 40
years ago.

Mr. Hovnanian is a graduate of the Univer-
sity of Pennsylvania’s Wharton School in
1952, after emigrating from Kirkuk, Irag. His
company, J.S. Hovnanian & Sons, built more
than 6,000 homes, mainly in Burlington, Cam-
den, and Gloucester counties. To his family he
was known as a generous nurturer, who pur-
sued the American dream. Mr. Hovnanian
started his company in 1964 after splitting with
a company he started with his three brothers.
In recognition of his success, the National Eth-
nic Coalition of Organizations presented Mr.
Hovnanian with the Ellis Island Medal of
Honor in 2006 for his numerous contributions
to the country.

Mr. Hovnanian’s life of service is worthy of
admiration, and in addition to being a con-
stituent and colleague, | am proud to call Mr.
Hovnanian a friend. Madam Speaker, | com-
mend Mr. Hovnanian today for all that he has
done for the First Congressional District of
New Jersey and our country.

ON THE FAIR HOME HEALTH CARE
ACT OF 2007

HON. LYNN C. WOOLSEY

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, September 19, 2007

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, on June
11 of this year, the Supreme Court decided
the case of Long Island Care at Home Ltd. v.
Coke. It held that home health care workers
employed by third-party agencies are not eligi-
ble for the overtime and minimum wage pro-
tections provided under the Fair Labor Stand-
ards Act (FLSA). At issue in the Coke case
was a narrow exemption to the FLSA created
in 1974 for ‘“companionship services” for
babysitters and caretakers for seniors and the
disabled.

In 1974, when the exemption was enacted,
homecare, like babysitting, was largely pro-
vided by family and friends. Today we live in
a different world, and caregiving is one of the
fastest growing industries in the United States.
Today about 2.4 million workers are employed
by nursing homes, home health care agen-
cies, assisted living, and other residential fa-
cilities.

Low wages and high turnover contribute to
the shortage of workers in this fast-growing
field. In 2003, direct-care workers earned an
average of $9.20 per hour, significantly less

than the average U.S. wage of $13.53 for all
workers. Nearly 20 percent of all direct-care
workers earn annual incomes below the pov-
erty level, and they are twice as likely as other
workers to receive food stamps and to lack
health insurance. In addition, most home
health care workers are minority women, likely
to be single heads of households.

When Congress created this exemption, it
never intended to exclude those workers who
were ‘“regular breadwinners,” and there is
substantial evidence that the exemption was
directed to only “casual basis” workers.

The “Fair Home Health Care Act is a nar-
row bill clarifying that home health care work-
ers are entitled to labor protections under the
FLSA so long as they are not employed on a
“casual basis.”

These workers provide valuable services to
our Nation’s older Americans and people with
disabilities and help them maintain their inde-
pendence. Currently, 1.3 million Americans re-
quire long-term assistance in their home, and
this need is expected to double as baby
boomers age. Providing workers with FLSA
wage protections will not only provide them
with a living wage but will help attract workers
to this rapidly growing occupation.

————

INTRODUCTION OF THE VOTER
PROTECTION ACT

HON. RON PAUL

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, September 19, 2007

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, | rise to introduce
the Voter Protection Act. Unlike most so-called
“campaign reform” proposals, the Voter Pro-
tection Act enhances fundamental liberties and
expands the exchange of political ideas. The
Voter Protection Act accomplishes this goal by
lowering and standardizing the requirements
for, and the time required to get, signatures to
qualify a Federal candidate for the ballot.
Many states have unfair rules and regulations
that make it virtually impossible for minor party
and independent candidates to get on the bal-
lot.

| want to make 4 points about this bill. First,
it is constitutional. Article I, section 4, explicitly
authorizes the U.S. Congress to, “At any time
by law make or alter such regulations regard-
ing the manner of holding elections.” This is
the authority that was used for the Voter
Rights Act of 1965.

The second point | would like to make is an
issue of fairness. Because so many states re-
quire independent candidates to collect an ex-
cessive amount of signatures in a short period
of time, many individuals are excluded from
the ballot. For instance, there has not been
one minor party candidate in a regularly
scheduled election for the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives on the Georgia ballot since 1943,
because of Georgia’s overly strict ballot ac-
cess requirements. This is unfair. The Voter
Protection Act corrects this.

My third point addresses those who worry
about overcrowding on the ballot. In fact, there
have been statistical studies made of states
that have minimal signature requirements and
generous grants of time to collect the signa-
tures. Instead of overcrowding, these states
have an average of 3.3 candidates per ballot.

The fourth point that | would like to make is
that complying with ballot access rules drains
resources from even those minor party can-
didates able to comply with these onerous
rules. This obviously limits the ability of minor
party candidates to communicate their mes-
sage and ideas to the general public. Perhaps
the ballot access laws are one reason why
voter turnout has been declining over the past
few decades. After all, almost 42 percent of el-
igible voters have either not registered to vote
or registered as something other than Demo-
crat or Republican.

The Voter Protection Act is a constitutional
way to reform campaign laws to increase voter
participation by making the election process
fairer and open to new candidates and ideas.
| hope all my colleagues will join me in sup-
porting this true campaign reform bill.

———

IN HONOR OF ANGELICA BERRIE,
FOUNDING MEMBER OF THE
BOARD OF DIRECTORS FOR THE
ADLER APHASIA CENTER

HON. SCOTT GARRETT

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, September 19, 2007

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, | rise to join the more than 20,000
families in the New York-New Jersey metro-
politan area that have been impacted by apha-
sia, an isolating loss of words, but not intel-
ligence, that often follows stroke or brain in-
jury, in paying tribute to their very own angel,
Angelica Berrie.

Angelica is a founding member of the Board
of Directors of the Adler Aphasia Center,
opened in 2003 in Maywood, New Jersey to
provide education, training, advocacy, and re-
search hope to those suffering from aphasia.
Since then she has been an active member of
the Board. Angelica is also a driving force be-
hind a number of other charitable organiza-
tions: the Board Chair for Gilda’s Club World-
wide, a free cancer support community; Board
Chair for the Center for Inter-Religious Under-
standing; and a Board member of American
Friends of Shalom Hartman Institute in Jeru-
salem. She formerly was a Board member of
the Arnold P. Gold Foundation for Humanism
in Medicine and a former member of Colum-
bia’s College of Physicians and Surgeons’ Di-
abetes Advisory Committee. Her well-rounded
pursuits bring hope and help to so many peo-
ple in North Jersey and, indeed, around the
world.

Her late husband, Russ, founded the world
renowned gift company, Russ Berrie and
Company. His philanthropic gifts live on
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