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SENATE—Tuesday, February 6, 2001 
The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable LIN-
COLN D. CHAFEE, a Senator from the 
State of Rhode Island. 

PRAYER 
The Chaplain, Dr. Lloyd John 

Ogilvie, offered the following prayer: 
Gracious Father, we join Americans 

across the Nation in celebrating the 
90th birthday of President Ronald 
Reagan. On this day, Democrats and 
Republicans unite in thanking You for 
Ronald Reagan’s life and leadership, 
his patriotism and character, and his 
wisdom and vision. Our prayers for our 
former President and friend lift us 
above politics as we pray that You will 
tenderly care for him in these days of 
illness and recovery from surgery. In 
Your wondrous grace, penetrate to the 
depths of his soul with Your comfort 
and assurance of our admiration. 
Through Your Spirit, may he somehow 
feel the love that overflows from the 
hearts of people here in the Senate and 
throughout the land. 

Dear Lord, bless Nancy Reagan as she 
continues to care for the President 
with indefatigable devotion and coura-
geous love. Be with the family as they 
celebrate this day with the joy of won-
derful memories and deep affection. We 
renew our commitment to pray for and 
support the research seeking a cure for 
Alzheimer’s disease. Now we invite You 
to fill this Chamber with Your presence 
and each Senator with Your power for 
the work of this day. You are our Lord 
and Saviour. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The Honorable LINCOLN D. CHAFEE 

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. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. THURMOND). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, February 6, 2001. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable LINCOLN D. CHAFEE, a 
Senator from the State of Rhode Island, to 
perform the duties of the Chair. 

STROM THURMOND, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. L. CHAFEE thereupon assumed 
the chair as Acting President pro tem-
pore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE ACTING 
MAJORITY LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The acting majority leader is rec-
ognized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 
Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, today 

the Senate will be in a period for morn-
ing business until 12:30 p.m., with Sen-
ators DURBIN, DASCHLE, and HUTCHISON 
in control of the time. By previous con-
sent, at 12:30 p.m. the Senate will re-
cess for the weekly party conference 
meetings. Upon reconvening at 2:15 
p.m., the Senate will begin consider-
ation of the nomination of Robert 
Zoellick to be U.S. Trade Representa-
tive. There will be up to 2 hours debate 
on the nomination, with a vote sched-
uled to occur at 4:15 p.m. 

I thank my colleagues for their at-
tention. 

f 

MEASURE PLACED ON 
CALENDAR—S. 235 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I un-
derstand there is a bill at the desk due 
for its second reading. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 235) to provide enhanced safety, 

public awareness, and environmental protec-
tion in pipeline transportation, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I object 
to further proceedings on this bill at 
this time. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The bill will be placed on the cal-
endar. 

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. WELLSTONE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. WELLSTONE. Mr. President, 
could I ask, what are the terms of 
morning business? 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there 
will now be a period for the transaction 
of morning business not to exceed be-
yond the hour of 12:30 p.m. 

Under the previous order, the time 
until 10:30 a.m. shall be under the con-
trol of the Democratic leader or his 
designee. 

Mr. WELLSTONE. Mr. President, I 
yield myself 10 minutes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

EDUCATING CHILDREN 

Mr. WELLSTONE. Mr. President, I 
had a chance to speak before the Na-
tional School Board Association yes-
terday. Sometimes it is only when you 
speak that you realize how strong your 
conviction is on an issue. I have come 
to the floor of the Senate to make an 
appeal to all Senators, starting with 
Democrats. 

The President, in his inaugural 
speech, talked about leaving no child 
behind. And the President, in his edu-
cation proposal, also spoke about leav-
ing no child behind. I think that is a 
wonderful value and a wonderful vision 
for our country. That, by the way, is 
the mission of the wonderful organiza-
tion called the Children’s Defense Fund 
headed by Marian Wright Edelman. 

If we look at the arithmetic of the 
President’s tax cut he is proposing this 
week for the country, and if we are to 
stay true to the theme of account-
ability—the President in his education 
proposal called for accountability—I 
would like to hold the administration 
accountable on the floor of the Senate, 
and with amendments and with debate, 
in what I think is going to be a historic 
debate. 

The non-social Security surplus— 
putting the Social Security trust fund 
aside—is $3.1 trillion. President Bush 
calls for $1.6 trillion in tax cuts. The 
argument is: There is $1.5 trillion left. 
What is the problem? 

The problem is, first of all, when you 
look at the $1.6 trillion and when you 
look at the $3.1 trillion surplus, it is 
not really that, because we all know 
the Medicare trust fund money will be 
kept separate, and now all of a sudden 
$3.1 trillion in surplus becomes $2.6 
trillion. When you add to that the tax 
extenders—the tax credits that we all 
know will be extended—and the pay-
ments that will go to farmers and 
other groups of citizens in our country, 
we are now down to $2 trillion. And 
when you understand that there will be 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:44 Feb 28, 2007 Jkt 029102 PO 00000 Frm 00001 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR01\S06FE1.000 S06FE1er
jo

ne
s 

on
 P

R
O

D
P

C
74

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE1324 February 6, 2001 
Social Security trust fund solvency 
issues, which, if we do not deal with 
those issues, will mean that either ben-
efits are cut or the age eligibility goes 
up, it may be less than $2 trillion. That 
is $2 trillion. 

On the other side of the equation, the 
$1.6 trillion in tax cuts—once you now 
understand that we will no longer be 
paying down part of the debt, and in-
terest payments go up—becomes $2 
trillion—$2 trillion and $2 trillion—$2 
trillion in tax cuts, only really $2 tril-
lion in surplus; and there will be no re-
sources for our investment to leave no 
child behind. There will be no re-
sources. 

So the only thing you have is a pro-
posal, A, with vouchers, which I think 
is a nonstarter and I think ultimately 
will be discarded. Then what you have 
is telling States and school districts: 
You do tests every year, starting at 
age 8—third grade—all the way up to 
eighth grade. But we are setting the 
schools and the children and our teach-
ers up for failure because we are not 
providing any of the resources to make 
sure that all of those children will not 
be left behind and will have an oppor-
tunity to achieve. 

Fanny Lou Hamer is a great civil 
rights leader from the State of Mis-
sissippi. She once uttered the immortal 
words: I’m sick and tired of being sick 
and tired. 

I am sick and tired of symbolic poli-
tics with children’s lives. Where in this 
budget, where in the arithmetic of the 
tax cuts and the surplus, will there be 
the investment to make sure that no 
child is left behind? 

Two percent of all the children who 
could benefit from Early Head Start, 2 
years of age and under, benefit today. 
That is all we have funded. 

With only 50 percent of Head Start, 
only 10 percent for good child care for 
low-income families, much less middle- 
income families, when are we going to 
fully fund the IDEA program, which we 
made a commitment to school districts 
and States to do? Not in this budget. 
Not in this budget. 

I say to Senators and, in particular, 
since the majority leader is on the 
floor, to Democrats, it is extremely im-
portant that we have a civil debate, 
but it should be a passionate debate. 
We ought not to believe that in the call 
for bipartisanship, we should not as 
Senators speak up for the values and 
the people we represent. On present 
course, the best we are going to get is 
a decade; if we fold and if we do not 
challenge the tax cut proposals and the 
plan of this administration, the best we 
will get is not one dollar for invest-
ment in children, in education, in 
health care, in prescription drug costs; 
and the worst we will get is deficits 
going up again. 

I would like to, as a Democratic Sen-
ator from Minnesota, make three sug-
gestions: 

A, we should hold the President and 
this administration accountable for the 
words, ‘‘leave no child behind.’’ I take 
that seriously. I don’t let anybody get 
away with saying my goal and my 
value and my vision is to leave no child 
behind, when I see only a pittance, if 
that, of investment in the health and 
skills and intellect and character of 
our children so we leave no child be-
hind. 

B, Democrats ought to be able to 
present a set of tax cuts which do not 
provide the vast majority of the bene-
fits to the top 1 or 5 percent of the pop-
ulation. A lot of what President Bush 
is unfolding this week doesn’t add up. 
You have the waitress, the single par-
ent, making $23,000 a year with two 
children. She is not helped, because the 
tax cuts are not refundable. These tax 
cuts overwhelmingly go to the most af-
fluent and powerful citizens. We should 
be able to present a clear alternative. 

Finally, I would be willing to debate 
anybody, anywhere, anytime, anyplace 
over tax cuts that go to the very 
wealthy versus prescription drug costs 
for elderly people. You don’t do that on 
the cheap. I would be willing to debate 
anybody on tax cuts that go to 
wealthy, high-income citizens versus 
expanding health care coverage for the 
44 million people who have no health 
insurance at all. I would be willing to 
debate anybody over tax cuts going pri-
marily to wealthy people versus doing 
more for children, so when they come 
to kindergarten they really are ready 
to learn. 

If we can’t stand for these values and 
can’t have this debate, then what in 
the world do we stand for? One more 
time, I summarize: The $3.1 trillion be-
comes about $2.6, $2.7 trillion right 
away, because we are not going to 
touch the Medicare trust fund money, 
nor should we. Then we all know we are 
going to extend the tax credits. So all 
of a sudden it is about $2 trillion. And 
the $1.6 trillion in tax cuts automati-
cally, once we understand we now have 
to pay the interest that we wouldn’t 
have paid if we were paying down the 
debt, goes to $2 trillion. 

Where is going to be the investment 
in the children? Where is going to be 
the investment in education? Where is 
going to be the investment so that we 
make sure no child is left behind? 
When are we going to do something 
about the fact that we have the highest 
percentage of poor children among all 
the western European and all the ad-
vanced economies in the world? When 
are we going to do something about the 
fact that single elderly women also are 
among the poorest citizens in our coun-
try? Where is going to be the invest-
ment 

You don’t proclaim the goal of leav-
ing no child behind and then expect to 
do this on a tin cup budget. That is all 
we are getting from this President and 
his priorities. It is time for debate on 

the floor of the Senate about the prior-
ities of our country. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

CRAPO). The majority leader. 
Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I believe 

the time is reserved for the next hour 
or 40 minutes or so for the Democratic 
leadership. Since there is no Democrat 
seeking recognition at this point, I 
yield myself time out of my leader 
time to make some brief remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

THE BUDGET 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I look for-
ward to the debate the Senator from 
Minnesota was discussing. I agree; just 
because we should and will have a civil 
debate doesn’t mean we should not 
have that debate and lay out our dif-
ferences of opinion very aggressively 
and passionately. I look forward to 
doing that. 

The good news today, while there is a 
lot of gloom and doom in certain cor-
ners, is that tax relief is on the way for 
working Americans. They deserve it. 
We have a tax surplus, $5.6 trillion in 
overpayment by the American people. 

Now, we will argue over exactly how 
that $5.6 trillion tax surplus should be 
used. We agree that Social Security 
should be set aside, put in a lockbox. If 
you listened to the campaign debate 
last year, you would have thought Vice 
President Gore came up with that idea. 
He needs to check with Senator 
DOMENICI and others who actually 
came up with the idea of having a 
lockbox on Social Security. 

We should continue to pay down the 
debt in an orderly way, as was sug-
gested by Alan Greenspan, Chairman of 
the Federal Reserve System, over a pe-
riod of years, and we can eliminate it 
earlier than was indicated. We ought to 
do that on a steady basis. We can have 
additional investment in areas where 
we really need it—in education, in 
health care, even in defense. 

To the President’s credit, he is say-
ing in the defense area, let’s take a 
look and see what our needs may be in 
defense; let’s look and see if there 
might be someplace where we can save 
some money in defense while we clear-
ly are going to have to do more in 
terms of having readiness and mod-
ernization and quality of life for our 
men and women in the military. We 
need to assess what we are going to 
need in the future. He is going about it 
in an orderly fashion. That is a good 
idea. 

There is no question that working 
Americans need some tax relief. You 
talk about breaks for the wealthy. 
What about the single educated young 
woman making $30,000 a year in the 28- 
percent bracket? That is not rich. We 
have these brackets now that force 
people into higher and higher brackets 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 1325 February 6, 2001 
at very low income levels. That is fun-
damentally unfair. We are talking 
about tax relief for all Americans 
across the board. It is very fair to do it 
that way. 

I thought we had fundamental agree-
ment last year that we need to do 
something about reducing the marriage 
penalty. The President proposes that 
we double the child tax credit. I don’t 
believe there are a lot of Democrats 
who are going to speak against that. 
He encourages more use of charitable 
contributions without being first pe-
nalized with taxes when you take some 
of your savings and put it into charity. 
He has a whole package of good ideas, 
and it is a very fair proposal because it 
is across-the-board rate cuts. 

There is another benefit here. We are 
not just talking about the fairness in 
the Tax Code; we are talking about the 
need for some economic growth incen-
tives. Look at what President Kennedy 
did, what President Reagan did, and 
how much their tax relief was as a per-
centage of GDP. As a matter of fact, 
President Bush’s proposals are actually 
below what the Kennedy-Johnson pack-
age provided for way back in the 1960s. 
In each case, we had economic growth; 
we had an increase of revenue coming 
into the Federal Government. 

The problem was, in the 1980s, we had 
an insatiable spending appetite by the 
Democratically-controlled Congress 
that kept pushing up spending. Unfor-
tunately, we could not convince Presi-
dent Reagan to veto more of those 
bills. I hope President George W. Bush 
will press aggressively for his proposal 
on tax relief. I know he is doing it. He 
is going today to have an event with a 
young woman in business to show how 
this tax relief would help her. 

As a matter of fact, we checked on a 
lady who was here a couple years ago, 
expressing concern about Government 
mandates and regulations and taxes, 
named Harriet Cane from the 
Sweetlife, a small restaurant in Mari-
etta, GA. She had eight employees. She 
was struggling to make ends meet. She 
was doing more and more herself. She 
did the mopping, the preparation. 

Well, we checked with her to see how 
she is doing. Guess what. She is out of 
business. She said: What drove me out 
of business was a lot of things, but 
Government mandates and regulations 
and taxes contributed mightily to it. 
When she heard what President Bush is 
talking about, she said: That certainly 
would have helped me. For the young 
entrepreneur, this tax relief will be 
very positive. 

There is a fundamental difference. 
There are people here who think that 
any money we can take from people to 
bring to Washington, we have the bril-
liance on how it should be spent. 

I have a fundamental faith in the 
people to decide what they should do 
with their own money that they 
worked hard to earn. Now they are pay-

ing 28 percent, 15 percent, 33 percent, 
36.5 percent. When you add it all up, 
you still have people in this country 
paying 40, 50 percent of everything 
they earn for taxes, to bring it to 
Washington so the brilliant Members of 
Congress and the bureaucrats can de-
cide how they think it should be spent. 

I don’t agree with that. I think the 
family can decide how to best spend 
money for their children’s needs, 
whether it is buying clothes or a refrig-
erator, a different car, or a tutor for 
education. The same thing is true in 
education. 

States such as Minnesota put a lot of 
money into education. Other States 
don’t put as much into education. 
Quality education is not consistent 
across this country, between States 
and within States, including my own 
State. 

My State has put a high priority on 
education. We are beginning to make 
progress. We are going to be paying 
teachers more. Our universities have 
been competing more aggressively for 
research money in physics, acoustics, 
and polymerscience. 

I still believe education should be run 
at the local level and decisions should 
be made there. I think we should have 
a program that leaves no child behind; 
we should improve reading, but we 
should also improve math and science 
skills. 

The Federal Government can help 
with that. By the way, not everybody 
even agrees with that. My prede-
cessor—a Democrat, I might add—in 
the House and in the Senate thought 
there was a great concern about the 
Federal dollar and Federal control fol-
lowing the Federal dollar. I don’t 
agree. I think we have a role to play in 
early childhood education and elemen-
tary and secondary and in higher edu-
cation. We have been doing a better job 
in higher education than in elementary 
and secondary. 

I think money should be given to the 
States and the localities, local edu-
cation administrators and teachers and 
parents, with flexibility so they can de-
cide how to spend it. People in Wash-
ington don’t like it. They want to tell 
you to spend it here, there, or some-
where else. Pascagoula, MS, might 
have different needs from Pittsburgh, 
PA. We may need more teachers, or 
maybe we need more remedial reading 
programs, or maybe we need to fix a 
leaky roof. But the Federal Govern-
ment doesn’t know what the priority 
is. 

We are going to have a good debate. 
I look forward to it. When I check with 
my constituents, the people working, 
paying taxes, pulling the load, people 
out in the forests who are being told, 
‘‘By the way, you can’t cut trees any-
more and you can’t have roads to get 
to those trees,’’ and people working in 
the shipyards or oil refineries, they are 
wondering what will happen. They 

don’t have to have a national energy 
crisis. The problem is we haven’t been 
producing more energy because we 
want to shut down our resources—coal, 
oil. 

Let’s debate education and energy 
policy and we will get a result. I be-
lieve the American people will be bet-
ter off when we get those done. 

If we don’t have a budget plan of how 
to use this tax surplus, it will be spent 
by the Washington Government. That 
is a mistake. I think the working peo-
ple deserve help. Should we be con-
cerned about low-income needs? Yes. 
We should address that in a variety of 
ways, and we are going to do that. 

Yes, I think it is time to get on with 
the debate. I commend the President 
for what he proposed. He will bring it 
up to the Congress Thursday. We will 
have a chance to study it. I am pleased 
that he said let’s make the income tax 
cuts retroactive to the first of the 
year. I think that will be even more 
positive for the economy. 

f 

THE NOMINATION OF ROBERT 
ZOELLICK 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, there is 
one other subject on which I want to 
touch. Later today we will consider the 
nomination of Robert Zoellick to be 
the U.S. Trade Representative. That 
vote will occur at 4:15 p.m. I am satis-
fied that he will be confirmed, and he 
should be confirmed. He has a tremen-
dous record in terms of education and 
experience and previous administra-
tions in the private sector. I believe he 
will be a strong USTR. 

I want to add that I am very much 
concerned about what I see happening 
in the trade area. I want the U.S. Trade 
Representative to be strong. I am con-
cerned about dictates I have seen in 
the past by both Democrat and Repub-
lican administrations, where the State 
Department or the Commerce Depart-
ment goes to the White House and 
stops our Trade Representative from 
enforcing the trade laws. Free trade, 
yes, but also fair trade and enforce the 
laws on the books. 

Canada is not dealing with us fairly 
when it comes to soft wood lumber and 
wheat. Our closest neighbor, perhaps 
our best friend in the world, and we 
cannot get them to live up to the trade 
agreement we have with them. While 
we see increased trade in Mexico and 
Central America, that is good. We have 
certain problems with Mexico, too. In 
Europe, for heavens’ sake, the first two 
decisions that the WTO made the Euro-
peans basically have thumbed their 
nose at. I suggested to Mr. Zoellick, to 
quote a former great Senator from 
Georgia, Richard Russell, ‘‘I think we 
ought to have an American desk at the 
U.S. Trade Representative’s office.’’ 

Somebody needs to speak for Amer-
ica and quit quaking in our boots about 
the diplomatic impact it would have 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE1326 February 6, 2001 
with Canada if we say enforce the law. 
Enforce the law. 

I made that statement to Mr. 
Zoellick privately and in the Finance 
Committee hearings, and I am going to 
do so when he is confirmed. I thought 
Charlene Barshefsky of the previous 
administration was a good U.S. Trade 
Representative up until the last year. 
Then I think she was overrun by the 
election year and the State Depart-
ment and all kinds of other people. I 
think she was tougher than most Trade 
Representatives. Overall, she did a 
good job, particularly in the high-tech 
area. 

In agriculture, she was not quite so 
good. But I am worried. I have sup-
ported all of these trade agreements we 
voted on over the years—GATT, 
NAFTA, Africa and CBI trade, and 
China PNTR. But I am getting really 
fed up with the way we are being treat-
ed by our trading partners. I am even 
more fed up with the way our adminis-
trations don’t insist on the laws being 
enforced. So I have urged Mr. Zoellick 
to do that. I believe he will. I hope he 
will. If he does not, I can assure him 
and this administration and our trad-
ing partners that a strong letter to fol-
low and action will be taken to be com-
mensurate with how I feel about this 
issue. 

We have to have some change in how 
we deal with our trading partners. Now 
is the time, at the beginning of a new 
administration. Without being overly 
critical, it has been both Republican 
and Democrat administrations. It is 
time we look after American interests 
in the trade area as well as in the dip-
lomatic, economic, and military areas. 

I know others will say things such as 
this, and in the Finance Committee 
some of my friends on the Democratic 
side were surprised to hear me say this 
and liked it. I don’t mean to sound as 
if I am some sort of a traditional pro-
tectionist, but fair is fair. I don’t think 
our trading partners are dealing with 
us fairly right now. 

I support this nomination, and I will 
urge a vote for his confirmation. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

TAX CUTS 
Mr. WELLSTONE. Mr. President, I 

will say to the majority leader that I 
think his last set of remarks may be 
the basis of bipartisanship between the 
two of us. We will keep this civil. 

I will also say to the majority leader 
and others that I can’t wait for the de-
bate because he focuses on the $30,000- 
a-year family. But anybody who looks 
at the distribution of benefits of Presi-
dent Bush’s tax cut plan will see—I 
don’t know—40 percent of the benefit 
going to the top 1 percent of the top 5 
percent, which is ridiculous. It is like 
Robin Hood in reverse. Yes, we will 
make sure there is a set of tax credits 
to go to middle-income and working- 
income families. Absolutely. 

I will point out one more time—and I 
didn’t hear the majority leader respond 
to this at all—I want to hold President 
Bush accountable for these numbers—a 
$3.1 trillion non-Social Security sur-
plus becomes 2.6 when you put Medi-
care trust money aside, which we will 
do. It becomes $2 trillion when extend-
ing tax credits, and we also provide 
payments to farmers and other people, 
which we will do without doubt. The 
tax cuts go from $1.6 trillion to $2 tril-
lion, when you now have to pay the in-
terest on the debt, when you are not 
paying the debt down, in which case I 
want to know where are the resources 
to leave no child behind. 

I say to the majority leader that I 
am more than willing to debate after 
we provide tax cuts for middle-income 
working families, whether or not we, in 
fact, provide some benefits so elderly 
people can afford prescription drugs 
versus tax cuts for the wealthy, wheth-
er we can expand health care coverage 
versus tax cuts, or whether or not we 
will live up to the words of leaving no 
child behind and make investment in 
child care and in Head Start and in our 
schools and fund the IDEA program 
versus tax cuts for the wealthy. 

I think the message President Bush 
is trying to convey and the majority 
leader echoes to the people in the coun-
try—I all of a sudden find myself being 
a fiscal conservative—is that we can do 
it all. There is no free lunch. We can’t 
do it all. We can’t have tax cuts 
disproportionally to the wealthy, erode 
the revenue base, and at the same time 
say we are going to leave no child be-
hind; we are going to make an invest-
ment in education; we are going to 
make an investment in covering pre-
scription drugs for the elderly. We 
can’t do both. The people in the coun-
try are smart enough to figure that 
out, and I hope Democrats will engage 
this administration. The sooner the 
better. I don’t think we need to wait 
one more day to have this debate. 

Senators and President Bush: You 
cannot proclaim the vision and the 
value of leaving no child behind and 
keep this on a tin cup budget. If we are 
real about this, we will make the in-
vestment in the intellect, the skills, 
and the character of our children. 

This budget is not real. It does not 
make that commitment to leaving no 
child behind. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oregon. 
f 

AIRLINE INDUSTRY COMPETITION 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, a key 

principle of economic competition 
today is that one big merger begets an-
other. Known as copycat mergers, 
these deals are made when the compa-
nies that did not merge first felt forced 
to copy the initial merger. If those left 
behind do not merge, then they just 
can’t keep up with the Joneses. 

This morning, I am going to focus for 
a few minutes on competition in the 
airline industry. I want to begin by 
saying that when it comes to copycat 
airline mergers, this country has 
reached the point where there are vir-
tually no more cats. 

This weekend, Americans opened 
their newspapers to learn that Delta 
Airlines, the nation’s third largest car-
rier, and Continental, have begun 
merger discussions. The Associated 
Press says that Delta and Continental 
don’t even really want to merge. But 
you guessed it—they say other major 
airline mergers might drive them to it. 

The latest round of airline merger re-
ports comes on the heels of the pro-
posed United-U.S. Airways merger and 
American’s proposed deals with TWA 
and United. 

In my opinion, if nothing is done in 
the face of these proposed airline merg-
ers, our country is headed down a run-
way of no return. If this lineup of 
mergers takes off, it will destroy the 
last remnants of competition in the 
airline history. 

The trend toward concentration in 
the airline industry did not begin in 
the last few weeks. More than 20 con-
secutive airline mergers were approved 
in the 1980s. 

I believe much of the problem we are 
seeing today stems from that huge 
array of airline mergers that took 
place in the 1980s. In fact, I think the 
merger between TWA and Ozark sets in 
motion the trend that began in the 
1980s. I come to the floor this morning 
to say I believe it is time to change 
course. 

The central problem stems from the 
fact that the major proponents of de-
regulation have not been willing to si-
multaneously and vigorously enforce 
the antitrust laws. As a result, our 
country gets the worst of both worlds: 
dominant companies with a choke hold 
on the market, and nobody setting 
rules to make sure they don’t run 
roughshod over the American con-
sumer—the flying public. 

The Justice Department, which has 
been run by officials from both polit-
ical parties since concentration in the 
airline industry accelerated, has not 
fully utilized the antitrust tools at its 
disposal. As a result, I want to make a 
proposal this morning: Before the Jus-
tice Department clears one more major 
airline merger, the Federal Trade Com-
mission (FTC) should have to make a 
public report demonstrating that the 
merger will not have negative long- 
term implications for consumers and 
the economy. The FTC should dig in, 
hold public hearings to examine these 
deals, and get to the bottom of the 
long-term consequences of these airline 
mergers. It is time to make sure that 
these mergers don’t strand any more 
airline passengers with too few choices 
and too many headaches. 

The real question is: Is competition 
in the airline industry working today? 
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In my view, there certainly aren’t 
enough competitive forces in the air-
line industry to force companies to 
compete now to improve service. 

Actually, some of our constituents 
report to us that they are left out on 
the runway for hours with a glass of 
water. Is it any wonder consumer com-
plaints are at record high levels and 
some fliers call the departure board at 
our airports the ‘‘delay board’’? I think 
not. I think those problems stem from 
the lack of competition we are seeing 
in the airline sector today. This Con-
gress should not stand idly by while a 
chain reaction of mega-mergers squeez-
es out whatever competitive juices re-
main in the airline industry. As I make 
my proposal for airline mergers this 
morning, I want to make clear that I 
am not one who believes that all the 
mergers taking place in America are 
bad. Many of the mergers our country 
is watching have not only not been 
harmful, they have been beneficial. 
They have resulted in more efficient 
companies that ultimately benefit con-
sumers with better service and lower 
prices. 

When it comes to the big airlines, it 
doesn’t look like that’s the case. These 
airline mergers seem to permanently 
reduce competition. So I believe it’s 
time for Congress and the executive 
branch to take a time out on airline 
mergers and assess the long term im-
plications of where the airline industry 
is headed. The shape of the airline in-
dustry created today is one America 
will have to live with for a long time, 
and we ought to know what we are get-
ting into. Competition in the airline 
industry is too important to too many 
people, who fly to conduct their busi-
ness and their personal affairs. 

Slowing up this airline merger frenzy 
to look at the long-term consequences, 
as I propose this morning, is a modest 
step that the U.S. Congress ought to 
take now. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. President, I suggest the absence 

of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 

that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Nevada is recog-
nized. 

Mr. REID. I thank the Chair. 
(The remarks of Mr. REID pertaining 

to the introduction of S. 249 are located 
in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Statements 
on Introduced Bills and Joint Resolu-
tions.’’) 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I yield the 
floor and I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I under-
stand we are in morning business and I 
have some time assigned to me; is that 
correct? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct. Under the order, the 
time until 11 a.m. shall be under the 
control of the Senator from North Da-
kota. 

f 

TAX CUTS 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, last 
Friday morning we had an issues con-
ference with the Democratic caucus at 
the Library of Congress, just across the 
street from this building. Those of us 
in the Democratic caucus in the Sen-
ate—and there are 50 of us in a 100-per-
son Senate—spent the day talking 
about the issues we want to raise dur-
ing this Congress. 

We invited President Bush to come 
by this issues conference, which I be-
lieve was unprecedented. As chairman 
of the Democratic Policy Committee, I 
recommended we invite the new Presi-
dent. He came and made a very short 
presentation to us—very general and 
very cordial. We asked a series of ques-
tions, and then he departed. We were 
very pleased he did come by to our 
issues conference. 

One of the things he said in dis-
cussing issues with the Democratic 
caucus was that when he campaigned 
for the Presidency, he campaigned on 
certain issues, and he said: I intend to 
pursue those issues as President, and 
there will be time when we disagree, 
but we should be able to do that with-
out being personal and without being 
disagreeable. He understands that 
there are times we will disagree as a 
matter of public policy, and that is the 
way democracy works. 

There is an old saying that when ev-
eryone in the room is thinking the 
same thing, no one is really thinking 
very much. That is certainly true in 
public policy. The ability in this kind 
of a setting to have a good aggressive 
debate on public policy issues, espe-
cially controversial issues, benefits the 
American people. Then we get the best 
of what everyone has to offer. So let’s 
begin this debate. 

The President has proposed that we 
have a $1.6 trillion tax cut in this coun-
try over the next 10 years. That was 
not a surprise to us. He campaigned on 
that throughout this country. That 
election ended in a dead-even tie, but 
the members of the electoral college 
cast their votes, and he is now Presi-
dent. There is not necessarily a man-
date for this tax cut, at least one for 
$1.6 trillion. 

I make the point that this President 
campaigned on it and yesterday he an-
nounced it, and we will in this Con-
gress now begin to discuss and debate 
the advantages or disadvantages of 
that particular plan. 

There are a lot of reasons for us to 
say that now is the time to offer a tax 
cut to the American people. We do have 
a budget that is now in surplus, and 
that surplus exists in a measure that 
will allow some of that money to be 
sent back to the American taxpayers. 
That is the way it should happen. 
There are other uses for that money as 
well, and we ought to include them. 

We ought to pay down the Federal 
debt with part of it. If during tough 
times we run up the Federal debt, dur-
ing good times we ought to pay it 
down. Not all of that surplus ought to 
go to tax cuts; some ought to go to re-
duce the Federal debt. Yes, some ought 
to go to tax cuts, and then some ought 
to be used to improve life in this coun-
try—invest in education, invest in 
health care, prepare for the needs of 
Social Security and Medicare in the fu-
ture. There is a range of needs and a 
range of priorities, and that is what I 
want to talk about today. 

Twenty years ago, we had a new 
President come to this office, Presi-
dent Ronald Reagan. He proposed in 
1981 a very large tax cut. In fact, one of 
the contestants for the Presidency was 
Republican Senator Howard Baker who 
called the economic plan that Presi-
dent Reagan brought in 1981 a ‘‘river-
boat gamble.’’ 

President Reagan said we should cut 
taxes substantially and double the de-
fense budget, and the concurrence of 
those two policies—cutting taxes and 
doubling the spending on defense— 
would result in a balanced budget. In 
fact, the plan backfired. It did not re-
sult in a balanced budget. It resulted in 
long-term, abiding, deep Federal budg-
et deficits that kept growing and grow-
ing. And $3 trillion was added to the 
Federal debt in a very short period of 
time because the plan did not add up— 
with annual budget deficits of hundreds 
of billions of dollars. 

I make that point only because it has 
taken years of struggle to try to deal 
with those annual budget deficits that 
kept growing like a cancer in our budg-
et. But we did deal with it. Through a 
series of public policies and private ini-
tiatives, those budget deficits are gone 
and replaced now by surpluses. 

How did they disappear? One, we 
changed the direction of fiscal policy 
early in the last decade. We cut some 
spending and increased some taxes. 
Some did not like it. It was very con-
troversial. Some of my colleagues said, 
if we do this, it will throw the country 
into a recession and throw people out 
of work. Of course, it did not. It gave 
the American people confidence that 
we were going to be on the right track 
and that finally Washington was seri-
ous about getting rid of Federal budget 
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deficits. The result: We had unprece-
dented economic growth. We then had, 
as well, diminishing Federal budget 
deficits to the point where deficits 
turned into surpluses. 

So finally, after 20 years, the accu-
mulated deficits are gone. But we still 
have a substantial amount of Federal 
debt that resulted from those annual 
deficits. 

President Bush says, let us decide to 
cut the Federal tax load by $1.6 trillion 
over the coming 10 years. What is 
wrong with that? Aren’t tax cuts al-
ways good? Don’t the American people 
always want tax cuts—the bigger the 
better? 

Let me read something written by 
Allan Sloan, who is a thinker and a 
journalist that I really respect. This 
was in today’s paper. He describes what 
is wrong with it, from my perspective. 
I am quoting Allan Sloan: 

There are weeks when you have to wonder 
whether the American economic attention 
span is longer than a sand flea’s. Consider 
last week’s two big economic stories: The 
Congressional Budget Office increased the 
projected 10-year budget surplus by $1 tril-
lion, and the Federal Reserve Board cut 
short-term interest rates another half-per-
centage point to try to keep the economy 
from tanking. 

To me, the real story isn’t either of these 
events; it is their connection. The Fed is cut-
ting rates like a doctor trying to revive a 
cardiac patient because as recently as last 
fall, Fed Chairman Alan Greenspan didn’t 
foresee what today’s economy would be like. 
Meanwhile, although it is now clear that 
even the smart, savvy, data-inhaling Green-
span couldn’t see 4 months ahead, people are 
treating the 10-year numbers from the Con-
gressional Budget Office as holy writ. 

Hello? If Greenspan missed a 4-month fore-
cast, how can you treat 10-year numbers as 
anything other than educated guesswork? 
Especially when the CBO has for years de-
voted a chapter in its reports to ‘‘The Uncer-
tainty of Budget Projections’’? 

Should we really be talking about 10 
years, $1.6 trillion? 

Abe Lincoln once gave a speech, and 
he said that an Eastern monarch once 
charged his wise men to invent for him 
a sentence to ever be in view and which 
would be true and appropriate in all 
times and situations. Working on the 
problem, they finally presented the fol-
lowing words: ‘‘This, too, shall pass 
away.’’ Abe Lincoln said: ‘‘How much 
that expresses. How chastening in the 
hour of pride and how consoling in the 
depths of affliction, this, too, shall pass 
away.’’ 

Because we have turned deficits into 
surpluses, what has happened in this 
town is that we have people who be-
lieve that this kind of economic growth 
and opportunity will continue for 10 
years unabated. 

I thought the definition of a conserv-
ative was to be reasonably cautious 
about things. That, apparently, is not 
the case. Let’s lock in very large tax 
cuts that have the danger of throwing 
us right back into the same deficit 
ditch we were in for so very long. 

Let me say this. I believe there is 
room for a tax cut. I do not believe we 
ought to lock in large tax cuts for the 
next 10 years. I do not happen to be-
lieve the kind of tax cuts proposed by 
this President are the kind of tax cuts 
that we should lock in, in any event. I 
do not happen to believe that you 
ought to just say, the tax burden in 
this country represents the income tax 
burden people pay, and whatever else 
they pay is irrelevant. The fact is tax-
payers paid over $600 billion in payroll 
taxes in this country last year, and 
that is relevant because three-fourths 
of the American people pay more in 
payroll taxes than in income taxes. 

But this plan proposed by President 
Bush says: Ignore that. That is not a 
tax burden that counts. All we are con-
cerned about is giving back some in-
come tax. And, by the way, we will give 
it back on the basis of who paid it, and 
so our giveback plan is that the largest 
payers get back the largest refunds. 

I do not think that is good policy. I 
do not think it is conservative. I do not 
think it is good for this country. 

Let me go through just a couple of 
charts that describe the choices we are 
going to make. 

These are budget choices and tax 
choices: Should we risk slipping back 
into big deficits or should we move for-
ward and build on recent economic suc-
cesses? I think almost everyone would 
say that is a choice which is very sim-
ple: Let’s build on these economic suc-
cesses. 

If that is the case, then what are the 
risks of the fiscal policy we choose? 
What are the risks of deciding that we 
can see 10 years out? Everyone here 
knows that is not the case. That is 
foolhardy. We cannot see 6 months, 2 
years, 3 years, 5 years, or 7 years out. 
We can’t see that far. We do not know 
what is going to happen. 

Does anyone in their own family 
budget think they have the oppor-
tunity to understand what is going to 
happen 7 years or 10 years from now? 
They don’t. Yet that is exactly what 
we are being told by the President and 
his economic advisers: Lock in a $1.6 
trillion tax cut because we know what 
is going to happen for the next 10 
years. That is, in my judgment, very 
risky for this country. 

The Congressional Budget Office does 
an analysis of what might or might not 
happen. 

Let’s look at the difference in opti-
mistic versus pessimistic presump-
tions. If you want to take an opti-
mistic view of things, if you want to al-
ways look for a pony in a manure pile— 
you always think there is good news 
just around the corner—you can ride 
on this top line. But what if it is 
wrong? What if it is this bottom line? 
What does that mean for the country? 
What does it mean for kids going to 
schools in disrepair? What does it mean 
for kids going to school in classrooms 

where there are 32, 34 kids in a class-
room? What does it mean for a woman 
who has diabetes or heart trouble and 
can’t pay for her medicine because 
Medicare does not cover it? 

If you make the wrong choice—and 
we have a huge tax cut that lasts 10 
years, when the economy is soft, and 
we are back into deficits, it means 
there is no money for education, no 
money for prescription drugs in Medi-
care, and no money for health care. 

The President proposes that we can 
see 10 years out, and with the surplus 
that we expect for 10 years out we can 
propose massive tax cuts. Eighty-five 
percent this is the $2.2 trillion that 
people say really is the cost of what 
the President says his tax cut is—and 
there is very little money left for debt 
reduction, which, in my judgment, 
ought to be a priority. It seems to me, 
one of the things that ought to rank 
high here is reducing the Federal debt 
during better times. If you run it up 
during tough times, reduce it during 
good times. 

Prescription drugs in Medicare, we 
ought to do something in that. We 
know of the challenges in education. 
They say that defense is going to need 
more money. This administration has 
talked about substantially more money 
for defense. You also have agriculture, 
Medicare reform, Social Security re-
form. And how about a rainy day fund. 
Should there be something set aside in 
case something goes wrong with our 
economy? Yes, I believe so. 

Those are some of the considerations. 
And President Bush’s plan is a tax cut 
that has a relatively small cut in the 
first year but permanently is 
backloaded with huge tax cuts in the 
10th year. What that does is, it puts us 
right back in the same circumstances 
that we found ourselves in in to the 
1980s, in my judgment. 

Some say, this public debt is all com-
ing down. Let me take a look at this 
chart. We have a long way to go to re-
duce public indebtedness, and it ought 
to be a priority. What better gift to 
America’s children, to remove that 
yoke of indebtedness around their 
shoulders. It ought to be a priority. It 
is, in my judgment, a conservative 
ethic to decide one of the priorities is 
to reduce debt. 

Finally, let me make the point that 
we are going to discuss this at a time 
following the longest economic expan-
sion in this country’s history, when we 
see a weakening of the economy. 

Let me hasten to add, this is not a 
surprise. Seven months ago, Alan 
Greenspan decided the American econ-
omy was too strong. He and his breth-
ren at the Federal Reserve Board 
locked their door because they are the 
last place in town that locks their door 
to keep the public out. It is the last 
American dinosaur in our Government. 
They locked their door. They make se-
cret decisions. And 7 months ago they 
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said: Our economy is too strong. It is 
growing too fast. We have to slow it 
down. We are going to increase inter-
ests rates. 

Seven to eight months later, where 
are we? Planned job cuts at Mont-
gomery Ward, Daimler Chrysler, 
Lucent Technologies, Sara Lee, and 
General Electric—potentially 80,000. 
This morning EToys is broke. This 
economy is softening far beyond the 
imagination or expectation of the Fed-
eral Reserve Board. But no one should 
be surprised by that. The Fed insisted 
that the economy was growing too rap-
idly, and they wanted to slow it down 
some. Don’t call this economic slow-
down anything other than Federal Re-
serve Board strategy. 

Having both studied economics and 
taught economics in college, it is use-
ful to ask the question, notwith-
standing the Federal Reserve Board ac-
tion, has anyone really repealed the 
business cycle, that cycle in which you 
have economic expansion and contrac-
tion? It is inevitable. We have eco-
nomic stabilizers to try to even it out 
a bit more, but has anyone been able to 
repeal the business cycle? The answer 
is no. As a result of that, we have eco-
nomic contractions, notwithstanding 
what the Fed does. When those con-
tractions exist, we will hope they are 
minor. 

But the point of all of that is, we 
should not decide to lock in very large 
tax cuts for a 10-year period when we 
can’t see out 2 years. The Fed can’t see 
out 7 months. It is risky for this coun-
try, risky for our economy and our 
children, to do that. 

Some, I suppose, can’t help it; it is 
just habit forming. There is a story 
about how elephants with circuses are 
able to be tied to the little metal posts. 
If you ever to go to a circus, you see 
the elephants. They have a metal cuff 
around their leg and a chain. The chain 
goes to a little metal stake pounded 
into the ground. You wonder, how can 
that stake hold an elephant that 
weighs thousands and thousands of 
pounds? 

The answer is that in Thailand, when 
they catch the elephants, what they do 
is they put that cuff around the ele-
phant’s back leg with a chain, and they 
tie the other end to a big banyan tree. 
That elephant, for a week or two or 
more, will pull with all of his might 
and all of his energy to get away. But 
he can’t shake that banyan tree. Fi-
nally, the elephant simply discovers: 
With that cuff on my leg and that 
chain, I can’t move. They take the 
other end off the banyan tree and put a 
little stake in the ground, and the ele-
phant never moves. He is chained by 
his habit. He can’t move, so he doesn’t 
move. 

There is a lot of that in this policy 
we see these days. This is a policy born 
of habit. The minute you have some 
good economic news, you decide you 

are going to offer a very big tax cut 
and it doesn’t matter what the con-
sequences are. 

I mentioned when I started that 
there are a lot of ways to provide a tax 
cut. I happen to believe there is room 
to have a tax cut in this country now. 
But people pay income taxes, and they 
pay payroll taxes. They pay a range of 
taxes, income and payroll being the 
two largest. The President’s proposal, 
like a lot of others, says the only taxes 
that really count are the income taxes 
and we will give you a portion of them 
back. 

What about the people at the bottom 
of the economic ladder who pay payroll 
taxes? Three-fourths of the American 
people pay more in payroll taxes than 
in income taxes. Yet no one ever talks 
about giving them something back. 
Why not? How about those who work at 
the bottom rung of the economic lad-
der, many of whom pay no income 
taxes because they don’t earn enough 
income? How about giving them some-
thing back in terms of the heavy pay-
roll taxes they pay? How about making 
sure that when you provide a tax cut, 
the tax cut is fair across the board, not 
just provide very large tax cuts to the 
people making three, four, five hundred 
thousand, and more, millions a year, 
and then just small crumbs to the peo-
ple at the bottom, if any at all. 

This economic engine of ours works 
because a lot of people are out there 
working, some at the top, some at the 
bottom. Don’t diminish the efforts of 
those at the bottom. They pay taxes, 
too. They get up in the morning. They 
work hard all day. They pay taxes. 
They pay the same rate of payroll 
taxes as the richest Americans pay on 
their salaried income. So how about 
some help for those folks. 

What I would prefer we do in a tax 
cut plan would be to propose a 2-year 
tax cut plan for this country, and, at 
the end of 2 years, to evaluate: Do we 
have continuing surpluses? Is our econ-
omy good and strong? And if so, then 
we should continue those tax cuts. 
What I would suggest is that we pro-
vide a tax cut over the next 2 years 
that represents a percentage cut in in-
come taxes paid, plus payroll taxes 
paid. Add those burdens together and 
take a percentage of that and provide a 
tax cut for 2 years based on that. That 
recognizes then that people at the bot-
tom who are paying payroll taxes also 
ought to get a percentage of that back. 

I am not saying we should eliminate 
money from the trust fund. Let that go 
into the trust funds. I am saying that 
when you measure the burden of taxes, 
measure the Federal income taxes paid 
and the payroll taxes paid and provide 
a percentage of that and give it back. 
And I would have a maximum of per-
haps $1,000. That is a way to give a tax 
cut in a manner that is fair and in a 
manner that makes sense. 

Second, as we talk about taxes, there 
is one other thing we ought to do. I 

have been working on this for a couple 
years. I have introduced it with a cou-
ple of my colleagues. It is called the 
FASST plan—the Fair and Simple 
Shortcut Tax plan. Over 70 million 
Americans can pay income taxes in the 
future, if we adopt this plan, without 
ever having to file an income tax re-
turn. Your withholding at work is your 
actual tax liability. Check a few addi-
tional boxes on your W–4, one of which 
says I am a homeowner, yes or no, and 
your actual withholding becomes your 
actual tax liability. No waiting in line 
on April 15 at the post office. No more 
audits. Over thirty countries have re-
turn-free tax filing systems for most of 
their taxpayers. We could, and we 
should. 

Seventy million Americans can avoid 
having to file income tax returns in the 
future if we pass the Fair and Simple 
Shortcut Tax plan I propose. That also 
can be done in a way that reduces 
taxes, because in order to do that, you 
would eliminate taxes on the first in-
crement of interest, dividend and other 
investment income that families have. 

I won’t go into all of the details of 
my plan, but it makes sense, if we are 
talking about substantial changes in 
our Tax Code, to consider simplifying 
the Tax Code at the same time. Those 
are a couple of things I think we should 
do. We ought to recognize that payroll 
taxes count as well. That is part of the 
tax burden. We ought to do something 
that recognizes that. 

Finally, let me talk for a moment 
about the alternatives. If we decide to 
lock in a 10-year tax cut, a very sizable 
proportion, there will not be any 
money left to pay down the Federal 
debt, which, as I said, I think ought to 
be a priority, and, second, to make 
needed investments which we know are 
necessary. 

I have talked before about a couple of 
people. I will do it again. We know it is 
a priority to provide a prescription 
drug benefit in Medicare. 

I was in Michigan, ND, one evening. 
A woman came up to me after a town 
meeting, and she grabbed hold of my 
arm. She was perhaps in her late seven-
ties, early eighties. She began to speak 
to me about the prescription drug med-
icine she had to purchase. Then her 
chin began to quiver, her eyes filled 
with tears, and she said: I can’t afford 
to buy these prescription drugs. I don’t 
have the money. I know I need them. 
The doctor says I must take them, but 
I don’t have the money. Her eyes were 
filled with tears, and she turned away 
from me. That goes on all across this 
country, people who need prescription 
drugs, living on Medicare, but they 
don’t have the money. 

Do we have needs to respond to in 
those areas? You bet your life we do. 
That ought to be a priority. 

I have talked about Rosie Two Bears, 
a third grader in a school that is dilapi-
dated, in a school where kids sit at 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:44 Feb 28, 2007 Jkt 029102 PO 00000 Frm 00007 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR01\S06FE1.000 S06FE1er
jo

ne
s 

on
 P

R
O

D
P

C
74

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE1330 February 6, 2001 
desks 1 inch apart in crowded class-
rooms in a school, part of which has 
been condemned, in a school that has 
classrooms where they have to evac-
uate because the sewer gas comes up a 
couple times a week. And little Rosie 
Two Bears says to me: Mr. Senator, are 
you going to build me a new school? 

I can’t build her a new school. I don’t 
have the money to build her a new 
school. She and so many others around 
this country need a school that is ren-
ovated and modern and capable. When 
she walks through that classroom door, 
we do her and others a disservice by 
not having a first-class facility for her 
to be educated in. Is that a need for us? 
Yes, that is a need. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. DORGAN. I ask unanimous con-
sent to proceed for an additional 
minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DORGAN. We have many needs 
and many priorities, one of which is, 
yes, let’s provide a tax cut. Let’s make 
it fairer. 

Second, let’s not have a 10-year tax 
cut locked in so that we put this coun-
try’s economy at risk and throw us 
back into Federal deficits. 

Third, let’s also pay down the Fed-
eral debt while we have some surpluses. 
What better gift to our children than 
paying down the Federal indebtedness 
we ran up during tougher times. 

Fourth, let’s not provide a tax cut 
that is so large, the bulk of it will go 
to the upper income people, in a way 
that would prohibit us from having the 
resources we need for education, health 
care, and other areas that we know 
need additional investment in this 
country. Those ought to be our prior-
ities. 

I say to the new President, I am in-
terested in working with him and oth-
ers. Having an aggressive, good debate 
about fiscal policy is not personal, and 
it shall never become personal. We 
have different ideas about the prior-
ities in this country. We need to debate 
that in the coming months. I intend to 
talk about that because I believe so 
strongly that we ought to do all of the 
things I have described in order to give 
us an economy that will continue to 
grow, prosper, and provide opportuni-
ties for all Americans. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

ENZI). The Chair recognizes the Sen-
ator from Idaho. 

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I have 
been here on the floor listening to the 
debate. I am very pleased that we are 
engaging in a real debate about the 
possibility of meaningful tax relief. I 
have worked since I was elected to Con-
gress, about 81⁄2 years ago, to try to re-
form the Tax Code. I hope our debate 
over reducing taxes does not cause us 
to lose sight of the fact that we have to 

ultimately reform our Tax Code. Taxes 
are not only too high but too com-
plicated, and the cost of simply com-
plying with the Tax Code is a burden 
the people must see removed. 

Tax relief. Why are we debating so 
much about tax relief right now? What 
is the thing that caused us to come to-
gether? It is the fact that President 
Bush has been elected and has followed 
through on his campaign commitment 
to propose a $1.6 trillion tax cut to the 
American people. 

I want to go through what it is Presi-
dent Bush has proposed. We have had a 
lot of debate about whether it is good 
or bad to have a tax cut, but not a lot 
of details about what President Bush is 
proposing we do. The President’s tax 
relief proposal is fair and responsible. 
It provides a typical American family 
at least $1,600 in relief. They get to 
keep at least $1,600 of their own money 
that they are now sending to Wash-
ington with these skyrocketing sur-
pluses, which I will talk about in a mo-
ment, which are growing. The typical 
American family is defined in this con-
text as a family of four with one wage 
earner who earns $50,000 annually. I 
will give you more statistics about 
what this means for other types of sit-
uations. 

For example, the President’s pro-
posal gives a tax cut to every single 
family in America who pays income 
taxes. What does it do? It reduces the 
current five-rate tax structure to a 
four-rate tax structure and reduces 
every tax rate. Every taxpayer who is 
in any tax rate—in any tax bracket— 
will receive relief. Right now, he is pro-
posing that we move to a 10-percent, a 
15-percent, a 25-percent, and a 33-per-
cent tax bracket. 

For those of you who don’t follow tax 
brackets, currently the lowest is 15. So 
if you are in the lowest income cat-
egory, paying the lowest rates of in-
come taxes, you will see your tax rates 
go from 15 percent to 10 percent—a 33- 
percent reduction for that tax bracket 
alone. The tax reductions are lower as 
the rates go higher, in terms of per-
centage of income. 

It doubles the child tax credit to 
$1,000. It reduces the marriage tax pen-
alty. 

I think we ought to eliminate the 
marriage tax penalty. I have cospon-
sored legislation which does that. 
Many of us will be trying to see if that 
total elimination of the marriage tax 
penalty can be worked into this pack-
age. 

It eliminates the death tax and ex-
pands the charitable tax deduction. 

What does this mean? It means that 
one in five families with children now 
who are paying taxes will no longer 
pay any tax at all. Six million families, 
those at the lower income levels, will 
be totally eliminated from the tax 
rolls. A family of four making $35,000 
would get a 100-percent tax cut. A fam-

ily of four making $50,000 would receive 
about a 50-percent tax cut. A family of 
four making $75,000 would receive 
about a 75-percent tax cut. The mar-
ginal income tax rate on low-income 
families will fall by over 40 percent. 

The current Tax Code is unfair to a 
single mom paying $25,000 a year. She 
pays a higher marginal tax than some-
body making $250,000 a year. That will 
be changed under this tax proposal. 
Federal taxes today are the highest 
they have ever been in peacetime 
America. Americans pay more now for 
taxes than they spend on food, cloth-
ing, and housing combined. Americans 
work more than 4 months out of every 
year just to pay their tax bills. The 
current high tax rates are keeping low- 
income taxpayers out of the middle 
class. 

Recent business layoffs show that the 
economy needs a boost quickly. Those 
layoffs are not a reason not to have tax 
relief; they are a reason we need tax re-
lief. 

The critics—and there are always 
critics—are throwing everything they 
can at this tax relief proposal. I am in 
my ninth year in Congress, with 6 
years in the House and almost 3 years 
in the Senate. During the entire time I 
have served in Congress, we have 
fought for tax relief. We have put for-
ward bill after bill. We have put for-
ward every kind of idea you can think 
of to get the President and the admin-
istration and those who oppose tax re-
lief in this city to support something. 

Every time in the last 81⁄2 years, 
whatever we have proposed, whatever 
it is, has been attacked as a ‘‘tax cut 
for the wealthy.’’ I start to wonder if 
anybody who pays taxes is defined as 
wealthy. When we get a proposal such 
as this one that benefits everybody in 
America and gives higher percentages 
of relief for those at the lower income 
level, it is attacked as what? A tax cut 
for the wealthy. 

It seems there is not ever going to be 
a tax cut that is acceptable to those in 
this country who want to keep taxes 
high so they can keep spending high. 
That is what this debate is about. 
Make no mistake about it; We are now 
seeing that the record levels of spend-
ing by this Federal Government are 
not enough to those who want to see 
spending increased even more. We have 
projections of $5.6 trillion of surplus in 
the next 10 years, and that is not 
enough. 

We have to say that a $1.6 trillion tax 
cut is going to threaten our country. 
The reason it is a threat is that there 
are those who believe that from cradle 
to grave this Federal Government must 
take care of you. In order to do so, it 
has to have your tax dollars. Spending 
at the Federal level is the ultimate ob-
jective. 

Let’s talk about that surplus. The 
latest projections are for a $5.6 trillion 
surplus. One of the battles we have won 
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in the last 8 years since I have been in 
Congress is that we have stopped the 
Federal Government from robbing the 
Social Security surplus and spending 
Social Security dollars, masking ex-
cess spending. We don’t allow that to 
happen anymore, and we won’t here. 

If you take out the Social Security 
part of the surplus and the other off- 
budget portions of the surplus, that is 
about $2.5 trillion, leaving somewhere 
in the neighborhood of $3.1 trillion of 
non-Social Security on budget surplus 
over the next decade. President Bush is 
proposing that we give tax relief for 
$1.6 trillion of that. 

You have heard the argument made 
that it is risky; we can’t project 10 
years and be accurate. That is true. In 
the 8 or 9 years I have been here, I 
can’t remember a year when we got it 
exactly right. But I can remember that 
every year we got it low. We used con-
servative estimates. We have built in 
downturns in the economy. Frankly, if 
we find that even these conservative 
estimates are not too low—and I will 
note that they are upgraded every 
month now, showing that they are 
low—we can adjust things as we move 
along. To scare people out of a tax cut 
by saying we don’t know for sure is 
simply another argument by those who 
never want to see taxes cut. 

We have an opportunity to reduce 
taxes in a significant way, and we 
ought to take it. 

Let’s talk a little bit about what the 
positive effect of tax relief will be. Tax 
relief is going to have the immediate 
effect of helping families, businesses, 
and communities save and invest more 
while moving in a direction toward re-
forming the Tax Code. Prompt action 
will also improve the economic envi-
ronment and strengthen consumer con-
fidence. 

By the way, those projections we use 
are what we call static projections. As 
we project, we are not allowed to as-
sume reduced taxes will stimulate eco-
nomic activity. We have to assume 
that every dollar of taxes that we cut 
is a dollar of lost revenue to the Fed-
eral Government. 

Experience shows us that in many of 
the areas where we reduce taxes the in-
creased stimulation to the economics 
of the country actually generate in-
creased revenues. Every time so far 
that we have cut the capital gains tax, 
the revenues from the capital gains tax 
have gone up—not down—because it 
has allowed more capital transactions 
to take place in this country. We are 
not allowed to take any of that into 
consideration. But tax relief will— 
mark my words—allow for more invest-
ment, will allow for more safety, will 
strengthen consumer confidence, and 
will stimulate and strengthen our 
economy. 

Recently Alan Greenspan was em-
phatic about the superiority of tax cuts 
to spending increases. He said: If long- 

term fiscal stability is the criterion, it 
is far better, in my judgment, that the 
surpluses be lowered by tax reductions 
than by spending increases. 

That is what the debate is about. 
This debate is not about whether to 
pay down the debt or to reduce taxes. 
This debate is about whether to keep 
taxes high so this Government can con-
tinue its increasing appetite to spend 
Federal dollars and pull control over 
the economy and over people into 
Washington. The argument is made 
that we should reduce the Federal debt 
first. Frankly, I agree with that. 

I strongly believe that our highest 
priority should be to pay down the Fed-
eral debt. Alan Greenspan pointed out 
that with the surpluses we are seeing 
now we are paying down the Federal 
debt at a rate about as fast as we can. 

There are certain instruments out 
there that go beyond the 10-year time-
frame with which we are dealing—pub-
lic debt instruments—and if we buy 
those down early, we will actually have 
to pay a premium in order to do so. 

His point was that if we continue our 
current rate of paying down the na-
tional debt, we can do so and have this 
tax relief. 

We have already reduced the national 
debt by $360 billion. We reduced it last 
year by $224 billion. Even assuming 
this tax relief package goes into place, 
in 5 years we will have paid off more 
than half the Federal debt, and in 10 
years we can pay off most of it—still 
working on both areas where we have 
debt instruments that are out there be-
yond the 10-year time cycle. 

Make no mistake about this either. 
We are committed to paying down the 
national debt, and we will pay down 
the national debt. But stopping a tax 
relief package is not going to accel-
erate that process. Stopping the tax re-
lief package is simply going to accel-
erate the opportunity for Federal 
spending sprees as we go into our ap-
propriations cycles in this Congress. 

I think it is important that we get 
this debate in its proper perspective. 
Our goal here is to improve the quality 
of life for all Americans. The argument 
has been made about this tax package 
that, well, it is going to stop us from 
being able to make needed investments 
in areas that we have to invest. 

Remember those budget surplus num-
bers I talked to you about earlier. Even 
if they are not adjusted up anymore, 
we are going to have somewhere in the 
neighborhood of $1.5 trillion over the 
next 10 years after the tax relief pack-
age; after saving all the Social Secu-
rity surplus and other off-budget sur-
plus dollars to use for strengthening 
things where we have legitimate needs 
for Federal spending. 

For example, America’s failing 
schools still fail to deliver a world- 
class education; and President Bush 
has proposed to make sure not one stu-
dent is left behind. 

Our national security needs some 
strengthening. We can assure that we 
have an effective defense against bal-
listic missile attacks; that our mili-
tary’s aging equipment and personnel 
shortages are addressed; Our health 
services and programs for the elderly 
are out of date and need reform and 
strengthening. 

Those things can happen. We can ad-
dress the needs of this country without 
being caused, by the politics of fear, to 
think we don’t have an opportunity for 
tax relief right now. That is what it ul-
timately gets down to. 

This time, as well as every time in 
the last 8 years, we will try to talk 
America out of a tax cut. They will use 
what I call the politics of fear. They 
will say we can’t protect you if you do 
not let us have these tax dollars; that 
we can’t do what is needed to make 
sure that your life is made safe; and 
that if you allow this tax relief pack-
age to go through, then all kinds of 
terrible things are going to happen to 
the economy. 

The truth is, this is a modest tax re-
lief proposal given the potential sur-
pluses we see growing; and as we move 
forward this country will be strength-
ened—not weakened—by a resolve to 
reduce the tax burden paid by the 
American families. 

Again, we pay the highest rates of 
taxes today than we have paid in 
peacetime America. We have some of 
the highest surpluses ever. We can pro-
tect Social Security and strengthen 
our country, and we can do so if we will 
properly address the issue of tax relief. 

I encourage us to move forward 
quickly to pass this tax package. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa is recognized. 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 

yield myself such time as I might con-
sume up to 15 minutes. I may not use 
all 15 minutes, if there are other speak-
ers waiting to come to the floor. 

I have been asked by the manager of 
this bill to accommodate Senator DUR-
BIN by adding 11 minutes at the end of 
the time of morning business for Sen-
ator DURBIN, and in the process of my 
doing that for Senator THOMAS, I need 
to apologize to the Senator from Lou-
isiana, Ms. LANDRIEU, because she 
asked to do the same thing. I guess we 
weren’t at that point so accommo-
dating because I said I would accom-
modate her at 3 o’clock this afternoon. 
I apologize to Senator LANDRIEU. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, this 
morning, and a lot of times during this 
debate over the next 4 or 5 months on 
tax legislation, we will hear a lot of 
economic arguments. I don’t want to 
detract from those economic argu-
ments as not being good arguments, 
but I think they are tailored to fit the 
pattern of people who have a political 
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philosophy that believes more money 
running through the Federal budget, 
and through the Federal Treasury, as a 
percent of our gross domestic product 
is a better thing to do. 

They believe that a political decision 
made by Senators and Congressmen 
and a President on the distribution of 
goods and services within our country 
is better than leaving the money in the 
pockets of the men and women who are 
working in America to pay those taxes 
to decide how that money should be 
spent. We may not talk about it 
enough, but our philosophy for those of 
us who are fighting for tax relief for 
every taxpayer in America is that we 
believe there is more economic good 
done for America—and creating jobs in 
America and having a better life in 
America—if the money does not come 
through the Federal Treasury; or at 
least if less of it comes through the 
Federal Treasury and more is spent 
and invested by individual working 
men and women, entrepreneurs, and 
people who create jobs; or even if the 
money is spent by consumers. We be-
lieve that by having the marketplace 
and willing buyers and sellers make 
that determination of how the money 
should be divided creates more jobs, 
and turns over many more times in the 
economy than if the money comes 
through the Federal Treasury, and 
there is a political decision on how it 
should be distributed. 

Those are honest political and philo-
sophical differences between our polit-
ical parties. They are honest dif-
ferences, but one has great faith in 
government to make decisions; the 
other one, mine, has great faith in indi-
viduals to make decisions. My philos-
ophy will create more jobs. Since gov-
ernment does not create wealth, gov-
ernment distributes wealth or expends 
wealth, there aren’t as many jobs cre-
ated in the process. When the govern-
ment actually creates a job, it is a job 
that consumes taxpayers’ money, not 
creating wealth. 

These economic arguments are very 
good, but I feel more comfortable ap-
plying a little basic common sense to 
the whole argument of a tax cut; a lit-
tle common sense to offset a lot of 
Washington nonsense. It is common 
sense that we have a tax surplus. We 
haven’t had a tax surplus except in the 
last 4 or 5 years. Before that, I have to 
admit, Congress was very fiscally irre-
sponsible with budget deficits. We had 
some tax surplus in the Social Security 
account, and we still have it, but it was 
meant to cover up irresponsible spend-
ing on the other side. That is behind us 
now that we have had a new Congress 
for the last 6 years, going on 7. We have 
not only budget surpluses, but sur-
pluses beyond budget surpluses; those 
are tax surpluses. 

It has reached a point, because of 
automatic bracket creep, where people 
earn more and they are put in higher 

brackets. That money is coming in at 
historically high levels of taxation. 
Automatic bracket creep comes be-
cause people get put in a higher brack-
et and there isn’t enough reduction in 
the tax brackets through the infla-
tionary adjustment to offset that. Con-
sequently, we have automatic tax in-
creases on people without a vote of 
Congress. As a result of bracket creep 
as well as other enacted tax increases, 
taxes are now at 20.6 percent of gross 
domestic product, whereas over a 50- 
year period of time it was somewhere 
between 18.5 and 19.5. Historically, the 
economy has adjusted itself to that 
level of taxes. I think the people have 
accepted it as a reasonable rate of tax-
ation. But they don’t accept this his-
torical high of 20.6 percent. That is 
why we are having the demand for tax 
relief for every taxpayer. 

Common sense dictates if we are 
going to keep this level of taxation up, 
that it is going to be burning holes in 
the pockets of Senators, Congressmen, 
and even Presidents to get spent. Those 
expenditures are generally on a con-
tinuing basis and an obligation always 
on the Federal Treasury. We want to 
discourage the level of expenditures 
growing as it did over the last 3 years, 
an average of 6 percent, twice the rate 
of inflation; or last year, 11.9 percent, 
three times the rate of inflation. That 
is not sustainable because taxes aren’t 
coming in at that level. Even if they 
were coming in at that level, we would 
not want to have the level of expendi-
tures that high because sometime 
there will be a downturn in the econ-
omy, and when that income goes down, 
expenditures don’t go down to adjust to 
the income of the Federal Treasury. 

Common sense dictates we have to 
take some money out of Washington, 
DC, and leave it in the pockets of the 
taxpayers of America so we aren’t the 
overtaxed nation that we are, that we 
are more where the historical level of 
taxation has been for 50 years. 

Now is the time to do that, to make 
up for the real bracket creep we have 
had, these automatic tax increases we 
have had, where we have reached the 
point where the average taxpayer is 
spending more on food, clothing, and 
shelter than they are spending on 
taxes. We will give tax relief to work-
ing men and women, to taxpayers in 
America, because of this high level of 
taxation, because we don’t want money 
burned up in Washington, DC. We want 
to keep the money out of Washington, 
DC, leaving it in the taxpayers’ pock-
ets. 

There is 50 years of common sense be-
hind that because that has been the 
level of taxation, 18 to 19 percent of the 
gross national product. 

We need to understand the taxpayers 
trust themselves with the money more 
than they trust the Internal Revenue 
Service. We will hear the tax relief 
that I am talking about is labeled a 

risky scheme. The only scheme is 
Washington’s insatiable appetite for 
more and more of the working men and 
women’s hard-earned tax dollars. 

There is a threat, we are told, that 
we can’t continue to pay down the na-
tional debt. We can continue to pay 
down the national debt. We will con-
tinue to pay down the national debt. 
We are going to continue to pay down 
the national debt until we get to that 
point where Chairman Greenspan has 
advised that you can’t pay down any 
more national debt because there is 
about $1 trillion of the national debt 
that is held by individuals who want 
the security of the Federal Treasury 
for their savings. They have bought 30- 
year Treasury bonds, and about $1 tril-
lion of those are not callable. In about 
6 or 7 years, we are going to reach the 
point where there is money coming 
into the Federal Treasury, that if these 
bonds are not callable, you don’t pay 
down the national debt anymore, you 
start having the Federal Government 
invest in the stock market, buying 
other bonds, buying other stock, or at 
the very least, as the law requires now, 
to invest in federally insured financial 
institutions and then have an inordi-
nate political impact upon the econ-
omy when that enormous transfer of 
billions and billions of dollars is put 
into the private banking system. That 
caution is not urged by Senator GRASS-
LEY. That caution is urged by Chair-
man Greenspan. 

I assure people we are going to con-
tinue to pay down on the national debt. 
Taxes are so high we have reached the 
point where a two-wage-earner family, 
particularly if they are middle-income 
or below, one-wage earner is working 
to put food on the table and a roof over 
the head and just to provide for the 
family; the other one is working to pay 
for the Washington bureaucracy. That 
isn’t how a family gets ahead. 

For a family with a $50,000-a-year in-
come—this will probably be a two- 
wage-earner family; it wouldn’t have to 
be but it could be—but for a $50,000 in-
come family of four, their taxes now 
are about $4,000, on average. Under the 
President’s proposal they drop down to 
$2,000. Consequently, that will leave in 
the pockets of those working men and 
women income for them to decide on 
their own how that money can be bet-
ter used, whether it is saved for college 
education, pay more down on credit 
card debt, pay more down on the house 
mortgage. They may want to spend it, 
but that family making a determina-
tion of how to spend it is going to do 
more good for the entire U.S. economy 
than anything else. 

We have also been urged this morn-
ing: Don’t get locked into a tax cut— 
this is where the trigger mechanism 
comes in—and that maybe we ought to 
have automatic increases in taxes for 4 
or 5 years down the road in case some-
thing unpredictable happens. 
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We do not need to worry about that. 

Common sense tells me that it is easier 
for Congress to increase taxes than to 
decrease taxes. We do not have to have 
an automatic trigger. It is not good for 
the economy to have it anyway be-
cause working men and women are 
going to perform according to the pre-
dictability of the Tax Code, and we 
should make sure it is predictable. 

My time is up. I assure my col-
leagues, we do not have to worry about 
triggers because we have only had two 
tax decreases in 20 years, but we have 
had Congress vote tax increases in 1982, 
1984, 1986, 1990, and the biggest tax in-
crease in the history of the country 
under President Clinton in 1993. So we 
do not need an automatic trigger. If we 
need to increase taxes, Congress can do 
it, and common sense tells me that we 
will do it. I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
THOMAS). The Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. ENZI. I thank the Chair. Mr. 
President, it is always an exciting day 
when an accountant gets to talk about 
taxes. 

The American people have had some 
concerns over taxes for a long time. If 
you were to throw that into a list of 
things about which they are concerned, 
it would probably come out at the top. 
Do they think there is going to be tax 
relief? 

I ran into a song written by a guy 
named Roger Miller that sums up the 
trust people have in the Federal Gov-
ernment giving them some tax relief, 
and it goes something like this: 
Well, you dad-gum gov’ment 
You sorry so ’n’ so’s 
You got your hands in every pocket of my 

clothes 
Well, you dad-gum, dad-gum, dad-gum 

gov’ment. 
Well, you dad-gum gov’ment 
You sorry rackafratchits 
You got yourself an itcha 
And you want me to scratch it 
Well, you dad-gum, dad-gum, dad-gum 

gov’ment. 

The President is coming through 
with relief on the burden of every tax-
payer—every taxpayer. I am in support 
of President Bush’s relief proposal. It is 
time to ax the tax and cut the burden 
down to size. 

I applaud President Bush in acknowl-
edging that surplus revenue is a tax 
overcharge. It is time to stop the over-
charge. It is time to return the money 
to the American people. It is time to 
relieve the burden on all the taxpayers. 

Americans deserve tax relief. Right 
now Federal taxes are the highest they 
have been in America during peace-
time. Americans pay more in taxes 
than they spend on food, clothing, and 
housing combined. Most people work 
more than 4 months each year just to 
fund their government. It is time for 
the Federal Government to get its 
hands out of the pockets and allow 
them to keep more of their own money. 

President Bush has proposed tax re-
lief for every taxpayer. That is right; if 

you pay taxes now, you will receive tax 
relief under President Bush’s proposal. 
As an example, a family of four who 
earns $50,000 a year will receive tax re-
lief of $1,600. That is a 50-percent reduc-
tion for those families. 

Right now I can tell you $1,600 will go 
quite far in my home State of Wyo-
ming. For most folks, that will pay for 
1 or even 2 months of mortgage pay-
ments. It will cover a year’s worth of 
gasoline for two cars. It will cover the 
cost of a year’s tuition at many of the 
community colleges. It will cover the 
cost of groceries for 4 months for many 
people in my State. 

Most importantly, President Bush 
and the Republican Congress trust the 
American people themselves to spend 
their own money as they see fit. 

President Bush’s tax relief will sim-
plify the code while providing relief for 
all Americans. That is another place 
where we have a huge burden: The 
amount of time that it takes to get the 
information together to see if you owe 
or if the country is going to give you 
back some of what you paid. 

This plan replaces the current five 
rates with four lower rates of 10, 15, 25, 
and 33 percent. As such, this tax rebate 
legislation takes an important step in 
simplifying our terribly complex code, 
while allowing all taxpayers to keep 
more of their own money. 

Instead of attempting to pick win-
ners and losers—beware of the tax plan 
that starts out with: Don’t give any 
money to the rich; just give it to the 
poor. You will find that under the defi-
nition of ‘‘rich,’’ anyone who pays 
taxes is considered rich and will not 
get money back. Watch the wording. 
Watch the details. 

We cannot have a bill that attempts 
to pick winners and losers and makes 
tax relief a lottery, particularly in-
cluding those who do not pay. 

The President’s tax plan honors the 
contribution of all Americans and rec-
ognizes they can spend their own 
money better than the Federal Govern-
ment. 

In addition to a simplified lower tax 
structure, President Bush’s tax pro-
posal will benefit families by doubling 
the child credit from $500 per year to 
$1,000 a year. It lowers the marriage 
penalty. It kills the death tax. 

This is a tax policy that puts its 
money where its mouth is. The current 
Tax Code punishes marriages and sav-
ings. The Bush proposal rewards mar-
riage, rewards parents, rewards sav-
ings. This plan recognizes the enor-
mous burdens that many parents are 
under and provides some hard-earned 
relief for each and every taxpaying 
family in the United States by return-
ing to them part of the tax overcharge 
that has made this historical surplus 
possible. 

While this tax relief proposal will 
benefit all taxpaying Americans, it es-
pecially helps middle-class families 

who are the backbone of our economy. 
Those receiving the largest percentage 
reduction in their Federal income 
taxes will be those in the middle class. 

For example, a family of four earning 
$75,000 a year will see their Federal 
taxes reduced by 25 percent. The same 
family of four earning $50,000 a year 
will benefit from a 50-percent reduc-
tion. If a family of four earns $35,000 a 
year, they will pay no Federal income 
taxes under President Bush’s proposal. 

This tax proposal is part of a three- 
prong strategy to save Social Security, 
pay down the debt, and return a por-
tion of the tax overpayment to the peo-
ple responsible for it: the American 
taxpayers. 

For decades, the Democrat-con-
trolled Congress spent the Social Secu-
rity surplus on a variety of programs. 
Under a Republican-controlled Con-
gress, the Social Security surplus is 
being protected so that it will be there 
for present and future retirees. It is 
now time to return a portion of the 
non-Social Security tax overcharge to 
the American people. 

There are those on the Democratic 
side of the aisle who say we cannot af-
ford tax relief for Americans because 
we need to spend the money to pay 
down the Federal debt. If I really 
thought they were serious about this, I 
would be more inclined to listen. The 
problem is, in the 4 years I have been 
here, I have not seen their actions back 
up this rhetoric. 

I have been working with my col-
leagues, primarily Senator ALLARD and 
Senator VOINOVICH, to actually imple-
ment a policy that ensures we pay off 
the entire publicly held debt regardless 
of whether all the budget surplus num-
bers materialize. We have tried at least 
six different approaches. Guess how 
many Democratic cosponsors we have 
had on any of those proposals? Zero. 

Our Democratic friends love to talk 
about debt reduction, but when it 
comes time to vote on a tax cut, when 
it comes time to vote on debt reduc-
tion, their enthusiasm disappears as 
soon as the next appropriations bill 
hits this floor; and they envision 1,000 
ways to spend that same surplus. They 
say: Don’t lock us into $1.6 trillion of 
tax relief. Don’t lock us into that. 

Do you know what spending does? 
Spending locks the American taxpayer 
into an eternal debt. Do you ever see us 
stop a program? Do you ever see us 
hold a program at the same level? 
Every program continues; every pro-
gram gets an increase. 

We talk about how the cost of living 
is going up, and we better spend more 
on that program to cover the addi-
tional costs of that program for the 
cost of living. Then we expect to in-
crease it on the basis of whether it is a 
good program. The evaluation isn’t 
whether it is good or bad. We lock 
things in. Every time a dime of the 
American taxpayer’s money is spent on 
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a new program, that dime is obligated, 
year in and year out, for their genera-
tion and generations to come. 

Tax relief isn’t locked in quite that 
well, as people have noticed when they 
have had their taxes raised in previous 
years. 

A tax raise can happen. Tax raises 
happen more often than spending cuts. 
So don’t talk about locking in a tax 
cut, particularly with the hope of being 
able to put it into new programs. 

There is also talk about the need to 
reduce payroll taxes. The Bush plan re-
duces payroll taxes. It reduces that 
portion of the payroll taxes that are in-
come taxes. It does not yet deal with 
that portion of the payroll tax that is 
Social Security or Medicare. Those are 
two programs funded separate from the 
Federal income tax. Those are two pro-
grams that must be reformed. To make 
statements on the floor that we are 
going to reduce those payroll taxes 
without putting reform in place says 
that we do not care about the future of 
Social Security and Medicare. We do. 
We need the reform. The payroll taxes 
that are involved with Medicare and 
Social Security have to be taken into 
consideration as part of that reform. 

And the rich versus poor: That is an 
attempt to start class warfare. The 
idea is to relieve the tax burden of 
every taxpayer. 

You will see things thrown into the 
rhetoric that will give tax relief to 
those who do not pay taxes. To me, the 
surplus is a tax overcharge. That is 
like going to the store and buying 
something and being overcharged. 
When that happens—and somebody dis-
covers it, and somebody is honest 
enough to pay that back—I kind of ex-
pect them to pay it back to me. I do 
not expect them to pay it back to 
somebody who just happened to walk 
through the store. That is what we are 
talking about with some of the pro-
posals that are being put out there. 

We need to remember that the sur-
plus is not some magical pot of money 
created by those in Washington. It is 
an overpayment of taxes by the Amer-
ican people. It is only fair that we re-
turn a portion of that overcharge to 
those who gave us this surplus in the 
first place. 

My experience has been that if we do 
not give a large portion of this surplus 
back, we will see it disappear in the 
waning days of this Congress, as we 
feed the unquenchable appetite of the 
ravenous appropriations bills. How 
does that affect you? When we are vot-
ing on appropriations, we are spending 
a very small part of the American tax-
payer’s money on each and every pro-
posal. I think the American taxpayer 
realizes, if you spend enough quarters, 
you have used all of their tax money. 
That is about what they put into a pro-
gram—25 cents. Some people are more 
than willing to put 25 cents into a new 
program. But they ought to be able to 

pick which programs themselves and 
not rely on the beneficence or the 
unique knowledge that 100 of us have 
here and 435 have on the other end of 
the building. If they want to give, they 
should be able to give. They should get 
credit for giving, but they should be 
able to select what they want to give. 
They should be able to select what 
they want to buy. That is what the tax 
package does. 

We also have a unique opportunity to 
simplify. Complexity is a tax burden. It 
is a tax burden for individuals. That is 
the No. 1 thing the National Taxpayer 
Advocates have pointed out: Com-
plexity is the No. 1 problem. The No. 2 
problem is complexity for small busi-
ness, where a lot of individuals are try-
ing to earn a living out there. 

It is time to ax the tax and cut the 
burden down to size. We do need tax re-
lief, and we need it now. President 
Bush’s tax proposal is fair, responsible, 
and will benefit all American tax-
payers. This tax plan will create jobs, 
it will spur economic growth, it will 
mean jobs for us and our kids, and it 
will support families in the essential 
task of raising children. 

Let’s return the tax overcharge and 
give the American people tax relief 
now. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. HUTCHINSON addressed the 

Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

ENZI). The Senator from Arkansas. 
Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. President, I 

commend my colleague from Wyoming 
for his very strong, clear, and forceful 
statement supporting tax relief for the 
American people. It was well reasoned. 
I applaud him for making his state-
ment and associate myself with it. 

f 

CORRECTION OF RECORD 

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that an edi-
torial I submitted last Thursday be 
stricken from the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

TAX CUTS 

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. President, I 
also applaud President Bush for his 
leadership on the tax relief issue. He 
has come forward with a plan that I 
think will have the support of the 
American people and will provide them 
much needed relief. 

Senator ENZI very correctly called 
the huge surplus that is projected over 
the next 10 years a tax overcharge. 
That is precisely what it is. The CBO 
has estimated the Federal surplus will 
total $5.6 trillion over the next 10 
years. Setting aside Social Security 
surplus revenues, the Federal surplus 
will total $3.1 trillion. So if you take 
away the Social Security—put it in 

that lockbox—you still have $3.1 tril-
lion over that same period. 

Our country and our Government has 
experienced a surplus for the last 3 
years running, and we have paid down 
the national debt now by over $363 bil-
lion. It is clear, we have to continue 
that path of fiscal responsibility. We 
have paid down the public debt $363 bil-
lion. 

President Bush has pointed to a very 
real problem that exists, and that is 
the increase in personal debt, consumer 
debt, in this Nation. One of the impera-
tives for providing tax relief to low- 
and middle-income working Americans 
is that that increasing personal debt, 
consumer debt, in this country can be 
addressed while we simultaneously ad-
dress the problem of the national debt. 

The Government also has an obliga-
tion to the American taxpayer who is 
now paying more in taxes than the 
Government is spending every year. 
The Federal tax burden is the highest 
ever during our peacetime history. 
Americans, as Senator ENZI pointed 
out, pay more in taxes than they spend 
on food, clothing, and housing. 

Instead of growing Government bu-
reaucracies, and devising new Federal 
programs on which to spend that sur-
plus, it is incumbent on Congress to 
give taxpayers back some of the money 
they have overpaid because it is, in 
fact, their money. 

President George W. Bush has pro-
posed that we give back about one- 
quarter of the projected surplus, which 
allows us to pay down the national 
debt, protect Medicare, and ensure the 
viability of Social Security, and not 
touch the Social Security trust fund— 
all at the same time—and give back to 
the American people one-quarter of the 
tax overcharge, of the surplus. 

I think that is extremely prudent. It 
is a smaller tax relief package than 
that which was proposed under Presi-
dent Reagan a number of years ago. 

If, in fact, we do not return that 
money to the American people, the 
temptation will be so great in Wash-
ington, DC, that we will most as-
suredly spend it; every day politicians 
are devising means by which we can 
spend that surplus. So while you will 
hear those who are opposed to broad- 
based tax relief, no one will say they 
are opposed to tax cuts completely. 
They are all couching it and saying: I 
favor tax relief, but we want to target 
it to those who need it most. 

That is Washington-speak for those 
who really don’t want to provide tax 
relief for every taxpayer and who real-
ly believe that wisdom resides within 
the District of Columbia and that we 
can better decide where those precious 
resources should be expended than the 
American people. 

The fundamental question is, when it 
comes to a tax relief package: Whom 
do you trust more? Do you trust the 
American people? Do you trust Amer-
ican families or do you believe that it 
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is wiser and smarter for us to collect 
the tax revenues and then, in our sense 
of priorities, decide where those reve-
nues will go? 

We can prevent the tax relief debate 
from degenerating into a class warfare 
debate, and we can keep the focus on: 
Whom do you really trust, do you want 
to return the surplus to the American 
people, or do you want to keep it in 
Washington where we will divide it up 
and decide who are the winners and 
who are the losers and what programs 
should be started and what programs 
should be increased? That will be the 
debate we ought to have before the 
American people, and on the floor of 
the Senate. 

President Bush has a number of key 
reforms in the plan with which he has 
come forward. He replaces the current 
five-rate tax structure with four lower 
rates—10, 15, 25, and 33. 

I agree with George W. Bush: No 
American taxpayer should be required 
to give more than one-third of their in-
come in Federal income taxes. 

There was a time, back before Ronald 
Reagan was elected President, when 
the top rate for some Americans was 70 
percent. That was obscene. Frankly, 33 
percent is too high. No American ought 
to pay more than a third of their in-
come in Federal taxes. President Bush 
simplifies it by replacing the five-rate 
tax structure with four lower rates. 

The most common complaint about 
the current Tax Code is its complexity. 
While this isn’t a panacea and it is not 
going to fix all of the problems in the 
Tax Code, at least it is a step toward 
greater simplification. I applaud that. 
It doubles the child tax credit to $1,000. 
I was the original sponsor, when I was 
in the House of Representatives, of the 
$500-per-child tax credit which eventu-
ally was signed into law. President 
Bush says we must go further; we need 
to double that $500-per-child tax credit. 
He is right. 

Americans who have the greatest 
burden from our tax system are those 
who are trying to rear their children, 
trying to pay for their clothes, trying 
to keep food on the table, and trying to 
plan for college tuition. Those Ameri-
cans facing the greatest economic chal-
lenges deserve that commitment to the 
American family that the child tax 
credit provides. 

When the per-child deduction was 
originally passed and put into the Tax 
Code, the goal was, the statement was, 
that our Tax Code was to say families 
are important. And they are impor-
tant. But over time, the effects of in-
flation so eroded tax deduction that it 
became less than significant. The $500- 
per-child tax credit is a move in the 
right direction, and doubling it, as 
President Bush has proposed, is a big 
step in providing relief for American 
families. He reduces the marriage pen-
alty. And he eliminates the death tax 
altogether. 

This has been an effort of Senators 
and Congress men and women on both 
sides of the aisle for years. It is a pro-
vision in our Tax Code that is widely 
recognized as being inequitable and 
anti-American: Penalizing savings, pe-
nalizing investments, penalizing the 
American dream of passing on part of 
what you accumulate in your life to 
your children and to your grand-
children. I applaud the fact that that 
death tax would be pulled up by the 
roots to no longer be a part of our 
American tax system. 

He expands the charitable tax deduc-
tion. This is very much needed as part 
of the faith-based initiative the Presi-
dent came forward with and will un-
leash charitable giving in this country. 

Contrary to the claims of critics that 
the Bush plan only benefits the rich, in 
fact low- and middle-income families 
will receive the greatest reduction in 
the amount of taxes they must pay 
each year relative to their income. 

There are going to be a lot of lin-
guistic games played. It is true that 
those in higher income brackets may 
see a greater relief in terms of dollars 
because 5 percent of wage earners in 
this country pay 40 percent of the 
taxes. Even though President Bush’s 
plan is highly progressive, it is going 
to benefit low- and middle-income tax-
payers more in percentage terms, in 
raw dollar terms, because they pay so 
much more of the tax revenues of this 
country, they will receive more of the 
benefit. But every American taxpayer 
will receive relief. And those in low- 
and middle-income brackets are going 
to receive the highest percentage of re-
lief relative to their income. 

A family of four making $50,000 a 
year would receive a 50-percent tax cut, 
which means an extra $1,600 in their 
pockets every year, enough money to 
pay the average monthly mortgage 
payment, depending upon where you 
live, or several months’ worth of gro-
cery bills for an average family. A fam-
ily of four making $75,000 a year would 
receive a 25-percent tax cut, and a fam-
ily of four making $35,000 a year would 
have a 100-percent tax reduction. 

Yet you will hear time and time 
again echoed on the floor of this body, 
as we debate this issue in the coming 
weeks, that this is a tax cut for the 
rich. You tell that to the family mak-
ing $35,000 a year who will owe zero in 
their Federal tax liability; you tell 
that to the family of four making 
$50,000 a year who will see their tax 
burden cut in half, that this is a tax 
break for the rich. 

President Bush’s tax plan would use 
approximately one-fourth of the sur-
plus for tax relief while reserving a 
portion for debt reduction, Medicare, 
and for Social Security preservation. 
The Bush plan would decrease total 
Federal revenue by no more than 6.2 
percent each year. 

By comparison, President Reagan’s 
tax plan reduced Federal revenues by 

over 18 percent. My favorite Democrat, 
President Kennedy’s tax proposal 
would have cut Federal revenue by 
over 12 percent. He saw the value of 
what tax relief would mean not only to 
the American people but to the econ-
omy itself. 

President Bush is proposing fair and 
responsible tax relief. The surplus 
doesn’t belong to the Federal Govern-
ment; it belongs to the hard-working 
Americans who pay taxes every year. I 
wholeheartedly support the President’s 
plan and look forward to seeing it 
passed very much intact. 

May I inquire, how much time do we 
have remaining? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator spoke for 11 and a half minutes. 
The time until 12:30 is under the con-
trol of the Senator from Wyoming, Mr. 
THOMAS. 

f 

TRIBUTE FOR SECRETARY OF THE 
AIR FORCE PETERS 

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. President, I 
rise to take a few minutes to recognize 
the contributions of a patriot, a leader, 
and a good friend of this institution 
who has departed Government service 
to return to life as a private citizen. 

During, his 4-year tenure as Under 
Secretary, Acting Secretary, and Sec-
retary of the Air Force, F. Whitten Pe-
ters had led his service to new heights 
of achievement, and the world is better 
for it. At a time when the global secu-
rity environment became less predict-
able with each passing day, Whit Pe-
ters understood the need for the Air 
Force to become more responsive, more 
versatile, and more powerful—all at 
the same time. With boundless energy 
and enthusiasm, he set out to help the 
U.S. Air Force do those things and 
more. 

As the leading architect of aerospace 
power, Whit Peters drove a funda-
mental re-examination of the relation-
ship between air, space, and informa-
tion systems. As a result, the cold war 
Air Force he inherited is well on its 
way to becoming a modern, integrated 
aerospace force, designed to meet the 
challenges of a new millennium. 

During Secretary Peters’ tenure, in 
the troubled skies over Serbia, a war 
was won using the strengths of our 
military—and we did it without losing 
a single American to enemy action. 

Today, despots and dictators hesitate 
to act because they know America’s 
Air Force can bring power to bear at 
the point of decision in a matter of 
minutes or hours. And, millions of peo-
ple, the world over, live better lives be-
cause of the humanitarian missions un-
dertaken by our U.S. Air Force in the 
last 4 years. 

While busy guiding the evolution of 
the Air Force’s operational capabili-
ties, Secretary Peters also directed sig-
nificant improvements in acquisition, 
logistics, and sustainment programs to 
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ensure the best possible use of defense 
resources. He presided over the devel-
opment of the Evolved Expendable 
Launch Vehicle—a revolutionary pair-
ing of Russian propulsion technology 
with the best United States commer-
cial space-launch capabilities—which 
will drastically lower the cost of plac-
ing commercial and defense payloads 
in earth orbit. He led the consolidation 
of five Air Force aircraft depots into 
three, reducing depot over-capacity by 
40 percent and saving the taxpayers 
over $377 million a year. And, he ar-
rested a 10-year drop in aircraft readi-
ness rates by putting 2 billion dollars’ 
worth of additional spares on the shelf 
where they will be useful to aircraft 
maintainers. He was instrumental on 
an issue critical to my home State of 
Arkansas—his commitment secured 
Little Rock Air Force Base as the Na-
tion’s C–130 schoolhouse and the Center 
of Excellence for future generations. 

Most important, Whit Peters took 
care of his people. As every Member of 
this body knows, he fought hard for im-
proved pay, housing, and medical bene-
fits for every member of America’s Air 
Force. He fought for better re-enlist-
ment bonuses for people in hard-to-fill 
skills such as air traffic control, com-
puter network administration, and 
over a hundred others. He pushed re-
lentlessly for better child-care facili-
ties to meet the demands of working 
families, and today 95 percent of all Air 
Force child care centers meet federal 
accreditation standards, compared to 
just 10 percent of child care facilities 
nationwide. 

No wonder the enlisted men and 
women of the Air Force honored him 
with their most prestigious recogni-
tion: Induction into the Air Force 
Order of the Sword. In the 53-year his-
tory of America’s youngest service, no 
other Air Force Secretary has even 
been so honored. Nor has any service 
secretary been so respected by the men 
and women he leads. 

Like the men and women of the Total 
Air Force—the Air National Guard, the 
Air Force Reserve, and the Regular Air 
Force—we hate to see Whit Peters go, 
and I know my colleagues will join me 
in wishing him the fondest of farewells. 
I have rarely known someone with 
greater commitment, greater work 
ethic, or a greater zeal for life than 
Whit Peters displayed. He is a rare 
leader and an even rarer person in this 
town: a true gentleman who cares more 
about others than himself. As the Air 
Force slogan says, ‘‘No one comes 
close.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Colorado is recognized. 

Mr. ALLARD. Mr. President, it is my 
understanding that time has been set 
aside for Senator THOMAS. I would like 
to claim 15 minutes of that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the Senator from Colorado is 
recognized. 

TAX CUTS 
Mr. ALLARD. Mr. President, before I 

say anything about how necessary I be-
lieve the President’s tax cut is at this 
time in our Nation’s history, I want to 
also point out to my colleagues on the 
Senate floor another way we can save 
dollars, save on Government expendi-
tures, another way we can make money 
available for tax cuts, another way we 
can begin to do more to pay down the 
debt: voluntarism. Senators who are 
here in this body are going to have a 
great opportunity on March 7 to volun-
teer for a very worthwhile project, 
Habitat for Humanity. Members of the 
Senate are sponsoring a home, where 
staffs, spouses, and Members of the 
Senate can actually go out and help 
construct a home for a family who is 
struggling and needs assistance. This is 
an excellent alternative to a Federal 
program. I encourage Members of the 
Senate to participate in this volunteer 
program. 

I am also pleased to join my col-
leagues in the Senate in calling for tax 
cuts for all Americans. I support tax 
cuts for the people who work hard 
every day. Everyone paying taxes 
should receive tax relief. I agree with 
my colleague from Arkansas who ear-
lier spoke very eloquently about the 
need for tax cuts, that people have a 
better idea how they would like to 
spend their dollars than any bureau-
crat in Washington or any Member of 
this Senate. I think it is time we have 
a tax cut now that we have unprece-
dented revenues coming into the Fed-
eral Government. 

Many people I see here on the floor 
arguing against tax cuts, willingly and 
excitedly spend more money in the ap-
propriations process. Their argument 
against tax cuts is that we need to 
have the money to pay down the debt. 
But when we get toward the end of the 
session, we have a spending binge. In 
the final 6 months of last year, we 
spent $561 billion—the biggest tax 
spending binge in this country’s his-
tory in peacetime. I don’t think we 
should allow that to happen because in 
the long-term we are dealing with some 
very big liabilities. To increase pro-
grams and increase spending at this 
time just means it is going to get 
worse. We should work to pay down the 
debt, and we did a good job toward pay-
ing down the debt. Ninety percent of 
our surplus went toward debt repay-
ment last year. I am proud of our ef-
forts in doing that. 

I think the other solution is that we 
need to have a tax cut. We need a plan 
to pay down the debt, and we need to 
have a plan to reduce the tax burden on 
the American people. I happen to agree 
with what the President recently said, 
that we need to make tax cuts retro-
active. Why not? In the past, Congress 
has instituted tax increases and made 
them retroactive. So if we see a need to 
keep the economy from slowing down 

too much, or if we have excess sur-
pluses, then I think we ought to go 
ahead and have tax cuts that are actu-
ally retroactive rather than increase 
spending. 

We frequently discuss the budget sur-
plus, and I believe it is actually more 
accurate—and I want to emphasize 
this—to talk about it as a tax surplus. 
The surplus represents an overpayment 
by taxpayers. These overassessed tax-
payers should not have to send the 
money to Washington in the first 
place. My colleague from Arkansas 
pointed out that it gets distributed on 
the whims and wishes of the bureauc-
racy and Members of the Congress. I 
think it is better to empower local tax-
payers to spend that money as they see 
fit. Allowing people to keep their own 
money makes sense to me. They are in 
a better position to know what they 
need. I believe in people’s priorities, 
not Washington priorities. 

Rather than addressing the basic 
question of whom we should trust with 
the taxpayers’ money—the taxpayers 
or Washington—some have attempted 
to shift the focus, claiming they can’t 
afford tax cuts. In fact, tax cuts don’t 
jeopardize debt repayment or the Gov-
ernment’s other obligations. 

I think my record here on the Senate 
floor is clear. I am known as a budget 
and debt repayment hawk. I want to 
see the debt paid down as fast as pos-
sible. Federal Reserve Chairman Alan 
Greenspan said in a recent Budget 
Committee hearing, which I attended, 
that based on the current projections, 
there is room in the surplus for both 
debt repayment and a tax cut. He stat-
ed repeatedly before many different 
committees that the least desirable op-
tion is to use surplus money for new 
spending—exactly what the Congress 
did in the final 6 months of the last 
Congress. 

On July 1, 2001, CBO delivered an en-
couraging fiscal forecast. They saw 
that the foreseeable budget surplus 
would allow the Government to return 
a major portion of the surplus to its 
rightful owners. That means a tax cut. 
They saw that the surplus would allow 
continued efforts to pay down our na-
tional debt. It continues to make good 
on a Republican promise to protect the 
Social Security surplus. 

To put it simply, CBO’s baseline as-
sumptions for 2001 to 2011 project sur-
pluses large enough to allow the Fed-
eral Government to retire all available 
debt held by the public. 

Surpluses from this year through 2011 
are projected to approach between $5.6 
trillion and $6 trillion—nearly four 
times the amount needed to fund the 
Bush tax cut. 

The Bush tax cut plan is an impor-
tant first step towards returning the 
tax surplus by lowering taxes. It will 
mean on the average $1,600 more for 
each American family. That is real 
money. It can be used for such things 
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as buying a home, paying for a college 
education, purchasing a computer to 
help kids in school, buying a car, or 
paying the energy bill. 

I support the Bush tax cut because it 
offers real tax relief for every Amer-
ican taxpayer. 

First, the Bush plan cuts and sim-
plifies the current tax rate structure. 
Rather than five marginal tax rates 
President Bush proposes four new, 
lower rates. In effect, this simplifies 
the Tax Code and also provides tax re-
lief where it is really needed. I think 
that all taxpayers should have a tax 
break. The current tax rate brackets, 
which run from 15 percent to 39.6 per-
cent, will be replaced by four new 
brackets at 10 percent, 15 percent, 25 
percent, and 33 percent. Those at the 
lower end will receive the highest per-
centage of relief. I want to repeat that. 
Those at the lower end—that is the 10 
percent range—will receive the highest 
percentage of relief. In fact, one in five 
taxpaying families with children will 
no longer pay any tax at all. This 
means 6 million families will receive 
complete tax relief. 

The Bush tax cut will also provide 
important tax relief for families by re-
ducing the marriage tax penalty. 

In meeting with my constituents at 
town meetings, I have heard repeatedly 
that the people of Colorado want mar-
riage penalty relief. I am one who 
takes my responsibilities seriously, 
and I hold a town meeting in every 
county in Colorado every year. You can 
imagine how many people stood up and 
made that very important statement 
on behalf of their family. 

The statistics show why. In the State 
of Colorado, over 400,000 couples pay 
additional, unfair taxes simply because 
they are married. Nationally, this 
amounts to more than 21 million cou-
ples paying on average another $1,400 
per year in taxes; again, just because 
they are married. 

The Bush tax cut will go a long way 
towards eliminating this disparity. 

The penalty runs counter, in my 
view, to common sense. Marriage is a 
practice that should be encouraged 
rather than discouraged. 

This penalty really hits young mar-
ried couples hard. As chairman of the 
Subcommittee on Housing, I am con-
stantly reminded of the increasing 
scarcity of affordable housing for 
young couples. This tax relief would go 
a long way towards helping working 
families afford a home. 

President Bush also proposed that 
the child tax credit be doubled from 
$500 per child to $1,000 per child. 

Again, this is money in the pocket of 
hard-working American families—par-
ticularly young American families just 
getting started. Undoubtedly, it would 
be especially helpful to lower income 
families. 

I am particularly pleased to support 
the provision to eliminate the death 

tax. I share the President’s belief that 
the tax should be eliminated. I have al-
ready introduced legislation to do just 
that, as have a number of other Mem-
bers in the Senate. 

The United States retains among the 
highest estate taxes in the world, and 
top estate tax rates can reach over 55 
percent. This is money that was al-
ready taxed when it was earned. Frank-
ly, the estate tax—or death tax—can 
destroy a family business. This has 
been called to my attention a number 
of times in the State of Colorado. One 
of the more recent examples happens to 
be a ranch in the Aspen area—a pretty 
affluent area experiencing a lot of 
growth. 

A family happened to have an unex-
pected death. They had to sell off the 
family ranch to pay the estate tax. As 
a result, open space will be developed, 
contrary to what many people in that 
area wanted to see happen. They want-
ed to see more open space instead of 
more development. 

Repeal of the estate tax would cer-
tainly benefit the economy. Without 
the estate tax, greater business re-
sources can be put toward productive 
economic activity. 

I think the President’s proposal to 
expand education savings accounts will 
also give parents more flexibility in de-
termining what is best for their chil-
dren. 

There is a lot more to the President’s 
tax plan. But the fact is that I do think 
we need to move forward. Americans 
are spending more than ever on taxes, 
and we need to reduce that tax burden. 

I strongly support the President’s 
comments that we should make it ret-
roactive. In other words, we ought to 
address the problem now and not wait. 
I offer my strong endorsement of the 
President’s proposed tax cut, and I 
look forward to a swift enactment. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Maine is recognized. 
Ms. COLLINS. Thank you, Mr. Presi-

dent. 
(The remarks of Ms. COLLINS per-

taining to the introduction of S. 253 are 
located in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas. 

f 

TAX RELIEF 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 
rise today to talk about President 
Bush’s tax relief plan and what I hope 
will be congressional approval of tax 
relief for hard-working Americans. 

It is very clear we are going to have 
a bigger surplus than we ever even 
dreamed would be possible when we 
passed the Balanced Budget Act. It is 
estimated now at $5.6 trillion. The 
President’s plan takes approximately 
25 percent of this huge surplus and says 

the people deserve to keep more of 
their money. This is an income tax sur-
plus. People are sending more to Wash-
ington than Washington needs to do its 
responsibility to cover the costs of 
Government, to the tune of $5.6 tril-
lion. Doesn’t it make sense to cut back 
on the amount people have to send to 
Washington? We think so. 

The President’s plan gives a tax cut 
to every American who is paying taxes. 
It replaces the current five-rate tax 
structure with four lower rates: 10, 15, 
25, and 33. It doubles the child tax cred-
it to $1,000, reduces the marriage pen-
alty, which we have been trying to do 
now for 4 years, eliminates the death 
tax, expands the charitable tax deduc-
tion, and makes the research and de-
velopment tax credit permanent. 

What happens when this is passed? 
Who are the biggest winners? One in 
five taxpaying families with children 
will no longer pay any income tax at 
all. One in every five families who pay 
taxes and have children will pay no in-
come tax. It will remove 6 million 
American families from the tax rolls. A 
family of four making $35,000 will get a 
100-percent Federal income tax cut. A 
family of four making $50,000 a year 
will receive a 50-percent tax cut, re-
ceiving at least $1,600 in tax relief. A 
family of four making $75,000 a year 
will receive a 25-percent tax cut. The 
marginal income tax rate on low-in-
come families will fall by more than 40 
percent. That is the effect this tax re-
lief will have on American families. 

The current code is not fair, and it is 
taking too much. What we need is bal-
ance in our system. What this approach 
will do is pay down the debt, protect 
Social Security, increase spending for 
priority needs, and give hard-working 
Americans more in their pocketbook. 

Mr. President, you are going to hear 
a lot more about this in future months 
because I believe Congress is going to 
work with the President to give the tax 
relief he is seeking. I look forward to 
the discussion because I cannot think 
of any reason hard-working Americans 
should not have the money they earn 
in their pocketbooks rather than send-
ing it to Washington for a program of 
which they have never heard. 

I thank the Chair. I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Illinois is recognized for 11 
minutes. 

Mr. DURBIN. I thank the Chair. 
Mr. President, during the last hour 

and a half Senators have come to the 
floor to talk about the President’s pro-
posed tax cuts. Of course, we are all in-
terested in finding out what the details 
are on that tax cut because it is true, 
the devil is in the details. We need to 
know exactly what the President is 
proposing, the impact it will have on 
our budget, first, certainly on our 
economy, and on the families of this 
Nation. 

I guess two of the most magic words 
for politicians are ‘‘tax cut.’’ Can you 
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think of anything more popular to say 
to an audience? I think we have 
learned over history that if you just 
focus on the term ‘‘tax cut,’’ and you 
do not fill in the details, you can find 
yourself in a pretty terrible predica-
ment. 

When President Reagan was elected 
in 1980, he was dedicated to a tax cut. 
He said that was the highest single pri-
ority. Of course, he enacted that tax 
cut. We all understand what happened 
after that tax cut was enacted. We to-
taled up the biggest run of deficits in 
the history of the United States. We 
created such a monster that many of 
my Republican friends who were faith-
ful supporters of President Reagan 
came to the floor and said: We are 
going to have to amend the Constitu-
tion now; there is no other way to stop 
this mess between the President and 
Congress; we have to give the Federal 
courts the authority through a con-
stitutional amendment to stop Con-
gress from spending and stop the Presi-
dent from spending. 

Thank goodness cooler heads pre-
vailed. Leadership came on the scene 
that changed the dynamics of this de-
bate dramatically. In 1993, under Presi-
dent Clinton, we passed a deficit budg-
et reduction plan, and several years 
later we passed a bipartisan plan. Be-
tween the two of them, we have finally 
reached the point in our history where 
we are no longer laboring with annual 
deficits adding to the national debt but 
we are dealing with surpluses. 

The obvious question is, What is the 
responsible thing to do? 

First we have to ask ourself this 
question: How big is the surplus? How 
much money do we have to spend ei-
ther on tax cuts or for programs or for 
some other purpose? I have to say, 
quite honestly, that is where I have 
some difficulty with this whole debate. 

Let me give one illustration. Seventy 
percent of all the surplus we are talk-
ing about for tax cuts does not appear 
for 5 years. Thirty percent of it starts 
to show, but then 70 percent of it is in 
the last 5 years of the economists’ esti-
mates. 

Think about that for a second. We 
are pinning our hopes on statistical 
projections starting 5 years from now 
as to what America is going to look 
like, what the economy is going to 
look like. 

I have a very limited education in ec-
onomics, and I do not consider myself 
an expert, but I will tell you, I have 
worked with some of the real experts 
on economics here in Washington, and 
they miss by a country mile trying to 
guess where we are going to be 5 
months from now, let alone 5 years or 
10 years from now. 

Allow me to use one example. If the 
5-year projection is where we really 
start coming into surpluses, it is rea-
sonable to step back and ask: What 
were the economists in America saying 

5 years ago about today? Let’s take a 
look. 

They projected that today in Amer-
ica we would be running a $320 billion 
deficit. Guess what. They were wrong. 
We are running a $270 billion surplus. 
They missed it by $590 billion 5 years 
ago. They did not have a clue. They 
were clearly guessing based on assump-
tions that were just plain wrong. 

I think one can understand the skep-
ticism of many of us who say, if we are 
going to build on America’s future, let 
us do it with assumptions that are hon-
est, that are accurate, and on which we 
can count. When one starts off with the 
premise that we are going to have this 
fantastic surplus 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 years 
from now, I say take care, be careful, 
because if we are wrong, if we commit 
ourselves to spending tax cuts we can-
not cover, we will find ourselves not 
only putting our toe but our whole leg 
back into that red-ink deficit pool. I do 
not want to see that happen. 

Keep in mind, the mortgage we now 
have on America, our national debt, is 
substantial. We owe over $5.7 trillion 
for things we have done in the past— 
roads we have built, decisions we have 
made, programs we have funded. That 
$5.7 trillion national debt costs Amer-
ican families, businesses, and indi-
vidual taxpayers $1 billion a day in in-
terest. We collect that much in your 
taxes and mine to pay interest on old 
debt. That $1 billion a day does not 
educate a child, does not buy a com-
puter for a school, does not provide a 
prescription drug benefit under Medi-
care to a soul in America, nor does it 
buy us a new tank, a new plane, or pay 
for a new soldier—nothing. It is money 
paid on interest servicing old debt. 

I believe if we have any surplus, the 
first thing we should dedicate it to is 
eliminating the national debt. Can you 
think of a better thing to leave our 
children than to say to them: We paid 
off our mortgage, kids; it’s your Amer-
ica; dream your dreams and you won’t 
be saddled with our debt. It seems pret-
ty basic to me. 

Will there be room for a tax cut if we 
do that? I think there will be, but I 
think we ought to take care that that 
tax cut is one that makes sense. This is 
where Democrats and Republicans real-
ly part company. I am sorry we get 
back to this debate, but the President 
made his choice, and now we will re-
turn to that debate: Who deserves a tax 
cut in this country? If we want to pick 
out a group of Americans who really 
need a helping hand in reduced taxes, 
where should we turn first? 

Forty-three percent of the tax cut 
that President Bush is proposing goes 
to the top 1 percent income earners in 
this country, people making over 
$300,000 a year. Take a look at this 
chart which gives an idea about what I 
am talking. This is President Bush’s 
tax plan and the impact it has on peo-
ple in different income categories in 
America. 

The top 1-percent income—people 
making over $300,000 a year, inciden-
tally, have an average income of 
$915,000. For people who are making 
over $25,000 a month in income, the 
President wants to give them $46,000 in 
tax cuts. 

Then take a look down the list at 
how this number starts diminishing as 
you get closer to working families and 
middle-income families. It starts off 
with $42 for those in the lowest income 
categories, the lowest 20 percent. It 
goes up to $187 if you are making 
$24,000; $453 a year if you are making 
$39,000 or less. 

What a disparity: That if we are 
going to give a tax cut in America to 
the people most deserving, the people 
who need the most help, it is those who 
are making over $300,000 a year. 

Yesterday at a press conference in 
Springfield, IL, about an issue that is 
near and dear to people in Springfield, 
IL, and I think nationally—it goes 
back to a telephone call I received a 
month or so ago from my consumer ad-
vocate in Illinois. Her name is Loretta 
Durbin. She is my wife. She called me 
and said: I just got the gas bill, Sen-
ator. What is going on here? 

People across America are getting 
heating bills and electric bills that are 
absolutely stopping them in their 
tracks. These are working families, by 
and large, who have seen their bills 
doubled and tripled, and they are call-
ing my office and saying: What can you 
do to help us? 

There is a limited amount we can do, 
but one thing we can consider and I 
support is providing some tax relief to 
these families struggling to pay their 
heating bills. I do not think that is an 
unreasonable idea. Senator HARKIN has 
a proposal, which I think makes sense, 
to give a tax credit to people for the in-
crease in their heating bills over this 
last year. Do you know what the people 
are going to do with it? They will pay 
their bills or they will replenish their 
savings accounts, or they will decide, 
yes, we can go ahead and make an im-
portant purchase for our family. I 
think that is the kind of tax cut that 
really is reasonable in America. 

Can you imagine the people making 
over $25,000 a month having husbands 
calling wives, saying: Our heating bill 
is up to $400 this month. I don’t think 
so. 

But I can tell you, if you are making 
$25,000 a year, a $400 heating bill, or 
more, is something of which you would 
take notice. That is why I hope if there 
is going to be a tax cut, that it be sen-
sible, based on the real surplus, and 
that it be after we have dedicated funds 
to bringing down this national debt, 
the debt that costs us so much, and 
raises interest rates on everything 
across America and, finally, a tax cut 
that really zeros in on the people who 
need it the most. 

I am worried, too, that the Presi-
dent’s proposal, when you take a look 
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at it, takes 85 percent of our surplus 
and dedicates it to a tax cut, leaving 
precious little for things which we 
value. 

I just left a meeting of the heads of 
Illinois school boards. I think those are 
some of the best public servants in 
America, people who serve on school 
boards. It is a tough job. In Illinois, 
they are trying to make sure they 
serve the needs of the children. And, of 
course, they are responsible to the tax-
payers. They have talked to me about 
the needs of education in my State, 
which would be the same in many 
other States: crumbling schools, areas 
where they need new schools, teachers 
needing training, schools that have a 
hookup now to the Internet but need 
new computers and new access to new 
technology. They are saying to me: 
Senator, if there is a surplus, for good-
ness’ sake, can’t we have a piece of this 
for education? Isn’t that important to 
our Nation? I think it is. But if you 
take 85 percent of our surplus and 
spend it on tax cuts, it leaves so little 
to consider any money for education. 

In the last campaign, both candidates 
talked about a prescription drug ben-
efit under Medicare. We know what 
seniors are facing now in trying to pay 
for their drug bills. We have not had a 
conversation about this in 3 or 4 
months. Since all of the hoopla of No-
vember 7, people have not talked about 
it. But President Bush does not leave 
the money aside to take care of that 
necessity, as far as I am concerned, for 
seniors and disabled people. 

There are important programs in 
education, in health, and in national 
defense that will cost us as a nation. I 
think we have to be prepared to look at 
the surplus honestly, to make certain 
if there is a tax cut, it is fair, and to 
make certain that we do keep money 
aside for important national priorities. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the hour of 12:30 
having arrived, the Senate will now 
stand in recess until the hour of 2:15 
p.m. 

Thereupon, at 12:42 p.m., the Senate 
recessed until 2:15 p.m.; whereupon, the 
Senate reassembled when called to 
order by the Presiding Officer (Mr. 
INHOFE). 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF ROBERT B. 
ZOELLICK TO BE UNITED 
STATES TRADE REPRESENTA-
TIVE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
INHOFE). Under the previous order, the 
Senate will now go into executive ses-
sion and proceed to consideration of 
the nomination of Robert Zoellick 
which the clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the nomination of Robert B. Zoellick, 
of Virginia, to be United States Trade 
Representative, with the rank of Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the time for debate 
on the nomination shall be limited to 2 
hours equally divided between the 
chairman, Mr. GRASSLEY, and the rank-
ing member, Mr. BAUCUS. 

The Senator from Montana. 
Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Today we are taking up the nomina-

tion of Robert Zoellick to be United 
States Trade Representative. Mr. 
Zoellick appeared before the Finance 
Committee exactly one week ago, and I 
am pleased that we have been able to 
schedule this vote so quickly. I support 
this nomination, and I urge my col-
leagues to join in supporting his con-
firmation at the end of this debate. 

Trade has never been as important to 
the American economy as it is today. 
The import and export of goods and 
services is equivalent to 27 percent of 
America’s gross domestic product, as 
compared to only 11 percent in 1970. 
Opening and expanding markets around 
the world for our manufactured goods, 
our agricultural commodities, and our 
services is critical for our economy to 
grow and for the creation of good qual-
ity jobs at home. Expanded trade is 
also critical for global economic 
growth. 

For that reason, I was very pleased 
that President Bush, when announcing 
the selection of Robert Zoellick to be 
USTR, stressed that Mr. Zoellick 
would be a member of the Cabinet and 
would report directly to the President. 
Trade must have a prominent and 
equal place at the table when we make 
decisions about our Nation’s global af-
fairs. 

Last year, the Congress and the Ad-
ministration worked together on trade 
policy. We had a number of significant 
accomplishments. We passed a bill to 
extend permanent normal trade rela-
tions status to China, PNTR, once it 
accedes to the WTO, a monumental 
achievement. We passed legislation on 
expanding trade with Africa and en-
hancing CBI, the Caribbean Basin Ini-
tiative. We changed the structure of 
the Foreign Sales Corporation. And we 
passed a Miscellaneous Tariffs Act. 

This year, we have a full trade agen-
da. We must build on the progress we 
made last year. We must make sure 
that we are not left behind as other na-
tions make new trade arrangements 
with each other. Let me stress that our 
trade policy and our efforts at further 
trade liberalization must be carried out 
in the proper way. 

Our first priority must be to rebuild 
the consensus on trade in this country. 
Further progress on trade liberaliza-
tion and opening markets requires a 
political consensus, and that means a 
public consensus. We must dem-
onstrate to all our citizens that trade 
and expanding markets contribute to 
their prosperity. We must address le-
gitimate labor and environmental con-
cerns in our trade agreements. We 
must aggressively enforce our trade 
laws. And we must ensure that we pro-
vide new opportunities to those who 
have been left behind by globalization. 

One focus of discussion during Mr. 
Zoellick’s confirmation hearing was 
whether it was appropriate to include 
labor and environmental issues in 
trade negotiations. In fact, this has 
dominated much of the trade policy de-
bate over the past decade. 

I must confess to a good deal of frus-
tration. Trade-related labor and envi-
ronmental issues were addressed in 
NAFTA, the North American Free 
Trade Agreement, and in the U.S.-Jor-
dan FTA. The United States concluded 
a historic agreement with Cambodia in 
cooperation with the International 
Labor Organization that tied increased 
access to the United States market to 
Cambodian observance of basic labor 
rights. Our law on the Generalized Sys-
tem of Preferences, GSP, as well as the 
Caribbean Basin Initiative, CBI, also 
include labor provisions. 

Labor and environmental issues were 
on track to be included in free trade 
agreements with Singapore and Chile 
that the Clinton Administration was 
negotiating in its closing days. 

Labor and environmental issues have 
been discussed under the aegis of the 
world trading system. In the last sev-
eral years, a number of important WTO 
disputes have directly involved envi-
ronmental matters. The WTO has cre-
ated a Committee on the Environment. 

And the interest in labor and envi-
ronment is not limited to the United 
States. In developing the European 
Union, the countries of Europe ad-
dressed these issues. As they work on 
their own free trade area, some of our 
neighbors in Latin America have also 
recognized the need to address labor 
and the environment. 

In short, like it or not, environment 
and labor issues are firmly on the trade 
agenda. Unfortunately, at least in 
some circles, the debate in the United 
States goes on as if none of these 
things had happened, as if the issues 
will just go away if we do not talk 
about them. 
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I fear that a major reason for the dis-

appearance of the public and political 
consensus in the United States is our 
refusal to acknowledge these impor-
tant issues. I don’t pretend to know all 
the answers about how to deal with 
these complex questions, but I do know 
that it is long past time for us to ac-
knowledge them and to begin to ad-
dress them. 

For this reason, I have made it clear 
that I will vote against fast track trade 
negotiating authority, and work to de-
feat it, unless labor and environmental 
issues are meaningfully addressed. 

I welcome the fact that, in his con-
firmation hearing, Mr. Zoellick ex-
pressed a willingness to address these 
issues. In that spirit, let me issue a 
challenge to him and to the Bush Ad-
ministration on three specific labor 
and environmental issues related to 
trade. 

First, I call on Mr. Zoellick to en-
dorse the U.S.-Jordan Free Trade 
Agreement and work for prompt con-
gressional passage. Among other provi-
sions, this agreement calls upon Jor-
dan and the United States to adhere to 
their own labor and environmental 
laws. Because of this, the agreement 
has been endorsed by many labor and 
environmental groups. 

Some have asserted that the Jordan 
agreement would open our labor and 
environmental laws to challenge or 
would block us from making any 
change in our own laws. This is simply 
untrue. 

The agreement only requires that 
each country enforce its own laws and 
not make changes designed to distort 
trade. The agreement states explicitly 
that each country has the right to es-
tablish its own domestic labor and en-
vironmental standards and laws. 

I cannot imagine how these modest 
provisions can credibly be seen as a 
threat. I can only conclude that those 
making the charges have not read the 
agreement. I refer them to the U.S.- 
Jordan Free Trade Agreement. 

Second, I call on Mr. Zoellick to im-
plement rigorously the Executive 
Order requiring an environmental as-
sessment of all trade agreements. 
These assessments help to focus discus-
sion, identify issues, and avoid needless 
problems. We should be doing these as-
sessments for all future trade agree-
ments. 

Finally, I call on Mr. Zoellick to ap-
point an Assistant USTR for Labor. 
This position was created last year and 
has never been filled. A trade official 
focused on labor could ensure that 
labor issues are not ignored and serve 
as an important point of contact be-
tween our trade negotiators and the 
labor community. This position should 
be filled before the April Ministerial 
meeting that will discuss the Free 
Trade Area for the Americas, the 
FTAA. 

By taking these three steps, Mr. 
Zoellick and the Bush Administration 

would demonstrate that the commit-
ments to work together in a bipartisan 
fashion are real and not just rhetoric. 
It would help set the stage for granting 
fast track authority and go a long way 
toward establishing trust between the 
Congress and the administration on 
trade policy. 

As Mr. Zoellick sends his deputies to 
the Finance Committee for confirma-
tion, I plan to review his progress in 
meeting these three challenges that I 
have set out today. 

Let me now discuss a number of 
other trade issues that will be before 
the Administration and the Congress in 
the coming months. 

I have already discussed the U.S.-Jor-
dan Free Trade Agreement. Jordan is a 
critical partner in our effort to pro-
mote lasting peace in the Middle East. 
This agreement will help bring our two 
nations even closer together. 

Second, the Administration should 
send the U.S.-Vietnam Bilateral Trade 
Agreement to the Congress soon. We 
have made significant progress in our 
economic and political relationship 
with Vietnam over the past decade, and 
this agreement builds on that. The 
agreement requires major liberalizing 
changes in Vietnam’s economic and 
trade structure. The agreement paves 
the way for Vietnam’s eventual appli-
cation to join the WTO. The agreement 
will provide American business and ag-
riculture with predictability and sta-
bility in Vietnam’s market. We need to 
approve this agreement, and we need to 
look at how to deal with legitimate 
labor and environmental issues. 

Third, President Bush will attend the 
Summit of the Americas in Quebec in 
April, where the major topic will be 
progress on completing a Free Trade 
Area for the Americas. I support trade 
liberalization in this hemisphere. I will 
support fast track negotiating author-
ity for the FTAA, so long as it properly 
accommodates legitimate labor and en-
vironmental concerns. I hope that 
President Bush will tell the gathering 
of leaders in Quebec that he plans to 
work closely with Congress, business, 
labor, and environmental groups over 
the coming year so that he can succeed 
in enactment of this negotiating au-
thority. 

Fourth, the U.S.-Canada Softwood 
Lumber Agreement expires on March 
31. Today, the U.S. lumber industry is 
in dire straits. The price of lumber is 
less than in 1995. Many timber oper-
ations in Montana, and around the na-
tion, have closed as a result of the de-
pressed lumber market—displacing 
workers and devastating communities. 
The Canadian softwood lumber indus-
try receives over four billion dollars in 
stumpage and other subsidies annually. 
There is considerable evidence that 
they are dumping lumber into the 
United States. To make matters worse, 
the absence of adequate environmental 
laws in Canada clearly provides an un-

fair advantage to Canadian firms. It 
contributes to over-cutting in Canada’s 
forests and damages the environment, 
with significant implications for our 
own forests and environment. We need 
to resolve this issue quickly and, I 
hope, avoid lengthy and costly litiga-
tion. 

Fifth, the agriculture crisis. Com-
modity prices remain near record low 
levels. Agriculture is Montana’s largest 
industry. Over 60 percent of Montana’s 
grain and meat products are exported, 
so the farmers and ranchers in my 
state depend on new and growing mar-
kets. We need to expand agricultural 
exports from Montana and from the en-
tire country. That means: 

Opening agricultural markets around 
the world. 

Attacking the massive agricultural 
export subsidies of the European Union 
that distort food trade world-wide. 

Getting Europe to end its decade-old 
ban on U.S. hormone-treated beef. 

Taking measures to end the trade 
distorting activities of the Canadian 
and Australian wheat boards, including 
completion of the Section 301 inves-
tigation of the anti-competitive prac-
tices of the Canadian Wheat Board. 

Ensuring that China fully imple-
ments its WTO obligations, as well at 
the U.S.-China bilateral agreement on 
agricultural cooperation. 

Abandoning unilateral embargoes, in-
cluding the embargo on Cuba that has 
closed that market to our food pro-
ducers. 

Ensuring that our domestic agri-
culture industry is insulated against 
devastating surges of imports, such as 
has happened with lamb. 

Sixth, the survival of America’s steel 
industry is in jeopardy. Over the next 
few months, Congress, the Administra-
tion, the steel companies, and the 
United Steelworkers of America must 
work together on a program to prevent 
irreparable damage to this important 
sector of our economy. 

Finally, we need to develop a com-
prehensive approach to monitoring and 
compliance of trade agreements. This 
includes bilateral agreements as well 
as multilateral commitments of our 
trading partners. China’s accession to 
the WTO will present further new chal-
lenges to our ability to ensure full 
compliance. We need an early assess-
ment of the monitoring activities in 
the Executive Branch to ensure that 
we are using them as effectively as we 
can. I welcome Mr. Zoellick’s state-
ment at his confirmation hearing that 
justice delayed is justice denied. We 
take a double hit when we fail to en-
sure full compliance with trade agree-
ments. First, our businesses, workers, 
and farmers don’t receive the benefits 
we negotiated. And then, our credi-
bility as a nation is damaged, and our 
future negotiating ability is hampered. 
We must be more aggressive on moni-
toring and compliance. 
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This is a full agenda for a short pe-

riod of time. I look forward to working 
closely with Bob Zoellick as we try to 
rebuild the consensus for trade so that 
we can enhance the benefits to Amer-
ica of opening markets and expanding 
trade liberalization. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
yield myself such time as I might con-
sume. 

I apologize to Senator BAUCUS be-
cause I was not here to hear his state-
ment. I am glad he was able to go 
ahead and proceed with his opening 
statement. I also appreciate Senator 
BAUCUS’ cooperation during the hear-
ing and, more importantly, to be able 
to bring this nomination to the floor 
without our committee meeting. 

Obviously, I am going to support 
President Bush’s nomination of Robert 
Zoellick to the position of U.S. Trade 
Representative. As chairman of the 
Senate Finance Committee, I am 
pleased to report to my distinguished 
colleagues that Robert Zoellick is 
uniquely qualified to represent the 
United States in an extremely impor-
tant position—important because the 
trade negotiations that will take place 
in the year 2001. As far as the trade ne-
gotiations that are ongoing, similar to 
the China wall, they never stop. 

They just go on and on. 
I want to go into some detail about 

Mr. Zoellick’s impressive professional 
qualifications for a very demanding 
and highly sensitive Cabinet post. One 
of the questions I asked him in the pri-
vate meeting in my office was whether 
or not he was prepared to spend this 
much time away from home. There is 
much time away from family because 
there is a tremendous commitment to 
travel with this job besides the policy-
making. You get the impression that 
these people who do our trade negotia-
tions just never have any private time 
whatsoever. Obviously, when he takes 
on a demanding job such as this, we 
know he is committed to doing what 
needs to be done. 

Before I go into his impressive pro-
fessional background, I would like to 
say a word about his performance at 
his Senate Finance Committee nomi-
nation hearing. That was on January 
30. 

I think it is fair to say that Members 
on both sides of the aisle were highly 
impressed with Mr. Zoellick’s thorough 
command of complex trade issues, with 
his broad visions of America’s historic 
leadership role in the whole inter-
national trade regime, and with his un-
derstanding of the close cooperation re-

quired between the legislative and ex-
ecutive branches of government in 
crafting and implementing an effective 
U.S. trade policy. 

The nature of trade issues Congress 
will deal with this year clearly requires 
that a person of Mr. Zoellick’s stature 
and ability be the U.S. Trade Rep-
resentative. 

In regard to working closely with 
Congress, understand that Congress has 
the authority to regulate inter-
national, or what you call interstate, 
and foreign commerce. We guard this 
very jealously. We have to, in the proc-
ess of doing that under the practicality 
of 535 Members of Congress and negoti-
ating with 138 different countries in 
the World Trade Organization on the 
issues of reducing tariff and nontariff 
trade barriers or settling any sort of 
dispute. From time to time, Congress 
has given the President of the United 
States the authority to do that in ne-
gotiation. But we do it with a very 
tight rein. I suppose in the future it 
will be even more of a tighter rein. 
That requires a person in Mr. 
Zoellick’s position as U.S. Trade Rep-
resentative to work very closely with 
the Congress, particularly the Ways 
and Means Committee and the Senate 
Finance Committee, consulting with us 
on a regular basis. That consultation, 
as I have seen in the past, has made the 
executive branch of government re-
sponsive to Members of Congress; more 
importantly, respectful of our constitu-
tional rights as we guard them. It is 
our responsibility to do that not only 
for the economic interests of our con-
stituents but for the sole fact that we 
take an oath to uphold the Constitu-
tion of the United States. 

I will mention a few of the challenges 
that face Mr. Zoellick, and then I will 
go into why Mr. Zoellick is ideally 
suited to deal with them. 

One important trade challenge right 
around the corner is the free trade area 
of the Americas negotiations. 

The objective of these talks, which 
are supposed to conclude in 2005, is to 
create a single free trade zone of nearly 
700 million people, stretching from the 
Arctic Ocean in the North, to Tierra 
del Fuego in the South. 

The free trade area is the single most 
important economic initiative we have 
undertaken with Latin America since 
President Kennedy launched the Alli-
ance for Progress in 1961. 

Latin America is our fastest growing 
regional trade partner. Roughly 46 per-
cent of all the goods manufactured in 
this country are exported to our own 
hemisphere. We export large amounts 
of our agricultural products to the 
FTAA countries as well. 

Our continued prosperity, and our 
leadership in world trade, clearly rests 
on the success of these talks. 

But when you see the concentration 
of trade in the Western Hemisphere, 
you know why these talks are sin-
gularly important. 

Yet despite the obvious importance 
of the FTAA, there is little agreement 
on the major issues under discussion. 
It’s time to get these talks moving 
again. And it’s time for the United 
States to resume its leadership in trade 
not only in the Western Hemisphere 
but in all areas. 

The FTAA Ministerial Conference is 
coming up in Buenos Aires in the first 
week in April. Two weeks after the 
FTAA Ministerial, the United States 
will attend the Third Summit of the 
Americas in Quebec City. 

Mr. Zoellick knows how important 
U.S. leadership is in getting the FTAA 
talks headed in the right direction. 

And more importantly, he has the 
skills and the background to get the 
job done. 

What about these skills? 
For example, while serving in the 

former Bush administration, Mr. 
Zoellick played a key role in the 
NAFTA process. At one point during 
the NAFTA negotiations, when the 
talks weren’t going well, Mr. Zoellick 
served as a special channel with then 
President Salinas of Mexico to keep 
the negotiations on track. 

Also during the former Bush adminis-
tration, Mr. Zoellick served as Coun-
selor of the Department of State, and 
Under Secretary of State for Econom-
ics. At the State Department, he 
helped launch APEC, the Asia Pacific 
Economic Cooperation group for ad-
vancing trade and prosperity in that 
region. 

The creation of APEC was a tremen-
dous achievement. It is a highly suc-
cessful international trade and eco-
nomic forum. APEC’s main agenda is 
to dismantle trade and investment bar-
riers in the region, to strengthen an 
open, multilateral trading system, and 
to encourage constructive interdepend-
ence by encouraging the flow of goods, 
services, capital, and technology. 

Mr. Zoellick’s central role in launch-
ing APEC clearly demonstrates his 
deep commitment to the principle of 
international cooperation that is at 
the heart of America’s leadership in 
promoting global free trade. 

It also demonstrates his broad vision, 
and his ability to accomplish big 
things. 

In recognition of his outstanding 
service to his country, Mr. Zoellick re-
ceived the Distinguished Service 
Award, the State Department’s highest 
honor. 

Another important trade challenge 
this year is to launch a new round of 
multilateral trade negotiations at the 
WTO Ministerial to be held later this 
year in Qatar. 

The failure of the Seattle WTO Min-
isterial was a terrible embarrassment 
for the United States, and a major set-
back for trade liberalization around 
the world than we now realize 18 
months later. 

The collapse of the Seattle talks was 
also a major setback for American ag-
riculture. Without a comprehensive 
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new round of global trade negotiations, 
it will be extremely difficult for Amer-
ican agriculture to gain access to new 
markets, and to get rid of the trade- 
distorting subsidies and barriers that 
shut our agricultural producers out of 
foreign markets. 

If we lose the momentum for the lib-
eralization of world agricultural mar-
kets that we gained with the successful 
conclusion of the Uruguay Round of 
trade negotiations, we may never be 
able to recover. 

Here too, Mr. Zoellick’s experience 
demonstrates that he is the right per-
son for the job of U.S. Trade Represent-
ative. 

In 1992, when it looked like the fun-
damental disagreement between the 
European Union and the United States 
over agricultural trade liberalization 
would end the Uruguay Round in fail-
ure, Mr. Zoellick helped forge the Blair 
House Accord, the compromise agri-
culture agreement that broke the nego-
tiation logjam, and saved the Uruguay 
Round, not just for agriculture but for 
other segments of the economy that 
was held by them. 

Thanks to Mr. Zoellick’s efforts in 
crafting the Blair House accord, nego-
tiators then immediately were able to 
clear the political hurdles that brought 
about an agreement. 

As a result, the World Trade Organi-
zation agreement on agriculture rep-
resents the first serious step toward re-
form of the international rules gov-
erning trade in agricultural products. 
That agreement is now the spring 
board for current efforts to further lib-
eralize world agricultural trade. Other 
trade challenges beyond agriculture 
that Mr. Zoellick and the Congress will 
be dealing with include the United 
States-Jordan Free-Trade Agreement, 
the United States-Vietnam Trade 
Agreement, we have the Singapore 
free-trade negotiations, and on Decem-
ber 5th of last year we began the Chile 
free-trade negotiations. Those latter 
two are on the table. We would expect 
perhaps some conclusion shortly. 

Mr. Zoellick’s record of achievement 
clearly demonstrates he has the ability 
to handle those which might be called 
lesser issues because they are bilateral 
but still very important. 

During his distinguished career, he 
has led various bilateral trade negotia-
tions with the European Union, with 
Korea and other nations, but most im-
portantly they involved the structural 
impediment initiative with the country 
of Japan. 

I will say a word about another tough 
trade challenge, one that will involve, 
hopefully, this Congress. As chairman 
of the Senate Finance Committee, I 
can help move it along. We had discus-
sions with Senator BAUCUS about that, 
even this week, about how he and I can 
get together and try to solve some of 
the things involved with giving the 
President negotiating authority; in 

other words, that authority which al-
lows a President to move forward and 
finalize a multilateral or WTO-involved 
trade agreement. It is very important 
to have that even for bilateral agree-
ments but perhaps less important for 
bilateral than for the multinational, 
multilateral negotiations. It will be 
very difficult to write this legislation. 
We shouldn’t have any illusions that it 
will be easy to accomplish. I can’t 
think of a single thing more important 
to restoring America’s leadership in 
trade and to preserving America’s ne-
gotiating credibility. 

It is certainly true, as many have 
pointed out, that the United States can 
start negotiations without the Presi-
dent having trade negotiating author-
ity. We know this from our experience 
during the Uruguay Round when it 
took 2 years to get legislation renew-
ing the President’s trade negotiating 
authority through Congress after the 
Uruguay Round started. But doing it 
that way misses the point. The Presi-
dent—not just this President, any 
President—needs negotiating authority 
from Congress because his negotiating 
credibility is diminished, sometimes a 
little, most often a lot, without that 
grant of authority from Congress. That 
is as true at the start of formal trade 
negotiations as it is at the conclu-
sion—maybe a little less at the begin-
ning than at the end. 

We would all be better off if we could 
have the President go to the table with 
Congress saying here is what we want 
you to do for us; here is how we want 
you to keep in touch with us so we can 
represent the people, our constituents, 
and the leeways that we might give on 
final negotiations when we get some-
thing we can pass. 

This is sometimes referred to as fast 
track. It is innovation. We all remem-
ber from history, designed in large part 
as a response to the diminished U.S. 
negotiation credibility that resulted 
from the failure of Congress to imple-
ment some of the trade agreements 
concluded during the Kennedy Round. 
Here again I think Mr. Zoellick can 
play a very important role. I think he 
has a record that speaks for itself. 

Other than U.S. Trade Representa-
tive Carla Hills, Mr. Zoellick spent 
more time with the Congress than any 
other administration official to get 
fast track authority passed in 1991. I 
have confidence in Mr. Zoellick’s abil-
ity to work with Congress, to get a bill 
renewing the President’s trade negoti-
ating authority through Congress. We 
need to at least start that process, 
even though it is a very difficult proc-
ess, and do it soon. That is the con-
versation that Senator BAUCUS and I 
have had to this point. 

I conclude with why I view Mr. 
Zoellick’s nomination with enthu-
siasm. It is a very extraordinary record 
and has some length. I have looked 
carefully at what he has done during 

the past 20 years in promoting Amer-
ica’s trade interests. That record tells 
me Mr. Zoellick understands that trade 
matters to every American. It matters 
to the farmers in my hometown of New 
Hartford, IA, who want to sell his or 
her grain in the international markets. 
It matters to the Caterpillar workers 
in Illinois who make tractors for sale 
in Asia, Europe, and America. It mat-
ters to John Deere workers in Water-
loo, IA. One out of five jobs on that as-
sembly line are related to export. 
These are very good jobs and on aver-
age, jobs connected with trade, pay 15 
percent above the national average. 

It matters to the Boeing employees 
in the State of Washington who make 
state-of-the-art aircraft for every 
major world aircraft maker. It matters 
to the radio workers who make avi-
onics in Cedar, IA, that go into these 
Boeing airplanes. It is going to involve 
their jobs, as well. Trade is very impor-
tant in almost every State. But 40 per-
cent of our agricultural products are 
exported. I don’t have a dollar value on 
that, but I know for manufacturing and 
services, the dollar value of those ex-
ports is many times what it is for agri-
culture. Perhaps most importantly, 
open international markets increas-
ingly matter to millions of very small 
entrepreneurs as well. These are the 
people who compete for business every 
day, wherever they find it, anywhere in 
the world. 

Bob Zoellick understands that all of 
these Americans, whether they toil on 
the farm, whether they punch the time 
clock at the assembly line, or whether 
they work in the high-tech new econ-
omy, are able, through these jobs, 
which are better jobs because of inter-
national trade, to pay their mortgage; 
they are able to support their families; 
and they are able to make their com-
munities better places to live. 

I believe Mr. Zoellick has already 
shown himself to be an eminent public 
servant with an outstanding record of 
leadership in trade policy who has al-
ready served his country well. I have 
come to know him and to respect him. 
I know that my distinguished col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle will 
as well. 

As chairman of the Senate Finance 
Committee, I strongly urge my distin-
guished colleagues to vote to confirm 
this nomination and appoint this out-
standing individual to America’s most 
important international trade position. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Montana. 
Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I yield 2 

minutes to my very good friend, the es-
teemed Senator from West Virginia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from West Virginia. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I thank 
the distinguished Senator from Mon-
tana. 

I rise to speak not to question the 
nomination of Mr. Zoellick—he is obvi-
ously qualified for the position of U.S. 
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Trade Representative—but to question 
the trade policy priorities of adminis-
trations past and present. For the 
problems our manufacturers and work-
ers face today are not Democratic 
problems or Republican problems, they 
are problems with a trade liberaliza-
tion approach that needs to be re-
thought and reinvigorated. That ap-
proach has led to record trade deficits 
and alarming trends in income inequal-
ity. The current crisis in the U.S. steel 
industry demonstrates that unfettered 
importation of unfairly traded prod-
ucts causes serious harm to our manu-
facturers and workers. 

Sustained reflection on the causes 
and consequences of the trade deficits 
has led me to three conclusions. First, 
there must be a general recognition 
that low-wage competition from less- 
developed countries is part of the prob-
lem. The low wages in those countries 
both undercut the economics of produc-
tion in the United States and impede 
the development of a middle class that 
can purchase U.S. exports. Our trade 
policy cannot be complacent as first- 
world manufacturing plants are relo-
cated to take advantage of less-devel-
oped labor markets, a phenomenon 
that makes it increasingly difficult for 
American employers to stay competi-
tive and, at the same time, pay good 
wages and provide good benefits. If, as 
President Bush maintains, we are to be 
compassionate, let us start by making 
sure that American workers are not 
made worse off—on balance—by future 
moves toward freer trade with less-de-
veloped countries. 

Indeed, the inevitable result of the 
current trade liberalization approach 
in many historically high-wage and ef-
ficient industries is bankruptcy. Need I 
tell you Senators about all of the steel 
companies in, or on the verge of, bank-
ruptcy? Are we so naive as to believe 
that the problems of the steel indus-
try—as well as the elimination of mil-
lions of manufacturing jobs across the 
economy since 1979—are unconnected 
to predatory trade practices by foreign 
producers and their governments? For 
those who have any doubts on this 
score, I recommend study of the recent 
Commerce Department report entitled 
‘‘Global Steel Trade.’’ 

Second, we must recognize that a key 
objective of many of our trading part-
ners in any full trade negotiation is to 
weaken U.S. trade laws, including our 
antidumping, countervailing duty, and 
safeguard regimes. It is an iron law of 
international trade negotiations and 
the implementation of international 
trade agreements—that, if the trade 
laws are ‘‘on the table,’’ they will be 
weakened. Is there any doubt that the 
antidumping and countervailing duty 
laws were weakened in the Uruguay 
Round negotiations? Is there any doubt 
that we see more evidence of this 
weakening every day? Has the trade 
representative ever prevailed at the 

World Trade Organization in defending 
U.S. implementation of U.S. trade law? 
The United States simply must not 
once again enter into an open-ended 
negotiating round in which countries 
such as Japan, Korea, and the Euro-
pean Union are able to work in concert 
to eviscerate the framework of fair 
trade. Equally important, we cannot 
permit any international tribunal to 
interpret and to apply the trade laws of 
the United States. 

Third, in addition to including strong 
labor and environmental protections in 
all trade agreements, we must adopt 
and enforce policies to attack hidden 
and non-tariff barriers and to effec-
tively counter or challenge foreign sub-
sidies for research, development, and 
exports. For example, we must do more 
to address the manner in which pro-
ducers in many countries are able to 
control distribution in their home mar-
kets and thereby shut out their U.S. 
competitors. The current trade liberal-
ization approach limits the ability of 
the United States to use import re-
strictions to ensure fair trade in our 
markets while giving mercantilist for-
eign countries virtually a free hand in 
excluding selected U.S. exports from 
their markets. In light of the record 
U.S. trade deficit, this imbalance can 
no longer be tolerated. 

One last thought for Mr. Zoellick: 
The 106th Congress passed a joint reso-
lution calling on the President to re-
quest an investigation of the steel in-
dustry under section 201 of the Trade 
Act of 1974. Such an investigation is 
necessary because of the crisis condi-
tions I alluded to—total imports for 
2000 approached the record levels set 
during 1998, prices for many steel prod-
ucts are at record lows, and many com-
panies are in bankruptcy. On January 
19, 2001, in a letter to the Chairman of 
the International Trade Commission, 
then-President Clinton stated that 
‘‘our analysis of the current and pro-
spective import situation and recent 
events in the steel industry lead us to 
believe that Section 201 relief may be 
warranted in the near future.’’ Mr. 
Zoellick, our steel companies and steel 
workers cannot wait for the ‘‘near fu-
ture.’’ The crisis is now. The remedies 
are at hand. Let us not tarry! 

Mr. CORZINE. Mr. President, I rise 
in support of the nomination of Robert 
Zoellick to be United States Trade 
Representative. 

I know Mr. Zoellick personally and 
am confident that he has the back-
ground and skills to do an outstanding 
job. He is an exceptionally bright and 
talented individual with a broad under-
standing of trade policy and a strong 
commitment to public service. Presi-
dent Bush deserves real credit for this 
selection. 

Robert Zoellick has an extensive 
background that should prepare him 
well for his new position. During the 
administration of former President 

George H. W. Bush, he served as Deputy 
Chief of Staff at the White House, as 
Counselor of the Department of State 
and Undersecretary of State for Eco-
nomics, and as the President’s personal 
representative for the G–7 Economic 
Summits in 1991 and 1992. In the 1980’s 
he also served at the Department of the 
Treasury in various positions, includ-
ing counselor to Secretary James A. 
Baker III. 

Mr. Zoellick is now poised to play an 
important role in the current Bush ad-
ministration and could have a real im-
pact on the future of our economy. In 
my view, it is critical that we continue 
working hard to open up foreign mar-
kets for American businesses, while 
maintaining a strong commitment to 
environmental protection and labor 
protections. Although it has received 
little attention, the United States has 
been running very large trade deficits 
in recent years, and our net foreign 
debt now exceeds $1.5 trillion. This 
means we are increasingly dependent 
on foreign investors to maintain our 
economic strength, a vulnerability 
with potentially serious consequences. 

I know that Bob Zoellick will be an 
aggressive advocate for opening up for-
eign markets. As the same time, I hope 
that he will work hard at forging con-
sensus on the various trade issues that 
will come before the Congress. In par-
ticular, I am hopeful that he will work 
constructively with those who want 
labor and environmental concerns to be 
addressed seriously in international ne-
gotiations. I realize that this is a con-
troversial area and that President 
Bush has expressed skepticism about 
incorporating these matters in trade 
agreements. However, if trade policy is 
going to enjoy strong bipartisan sup-
port, as it should, the administration 
will have to compromise. 

Few people would be better prepared 
to navigate the complex political and 
substantive issues involved with trade 
policy than Bob Zoellick. I believe he 
will be a highly effective trade rep-
resentative, and I wish him the best of 
luck in his new position. I am looking 
forward to working with him. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I rise 
today in support of Robert Zoellick to 
be United States Trade Representative. 
As the world economy of the twenty- 
first century continues to evolve, it is 
paramount that the United States con-
tinue to pursue comprehensive inter-
national trade, commodity, and direct 
investment policies that create growth 
and raise living standards both at 
home and abroad. By nominating Rob-
ert Zoellick for the position of U.S. 
Trade Representative, USTR, President 
Bush has chosen someone who is emi-
nently qualified to coordinate these 
policies, and I look forward to doing all 
I can in Congress to support him. 

A respected scholar at Harvard Uni-
versity and former president and chief 
executive officer of the Center for Stra-
tegic and International Studies, Robert 
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is no stranger to public service. He 
served during President George Bush 
Sr.’s Administration with distinction 
in variety of important posts including 
Under Secretary of State for Econom-
ics, as well as the President’s personal 
representative for the G–7 Economic 
Summits in 1991. From 1985 to 1988, he 
served as Counselor to Secretary of 
Treasury James Baker, as well as Dep-
uty Assistant Secretary for Financial 
Institutions Policy at Treasury. In-
deed, this extensive government expe-
rience, coupled with his outstanding 
academic credentials make Robert 
Zoellick a USTR nominee who I am 
proud to support. 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I rise this 
afternoon to briefly comment on the 
nomination of Robert Zoellick to be 
United States Trade Representative. 
At the outset, I would first like to 
commend President Bush for choosing 
a nominee of such high caliber to take 
on the responsibilities demanded of the 
U.S. Trade Representative. Further-
more, I am pleased with the President’s 
decision to keep the Trade Representa-
tive a Cabinet-level position. This was 
the right decision that reaffirms the 
United States’s role in a global trading 
environment. I fully support Mr. 
Zoellick’s nomination and look for-
ward to working with him in the new 
Administration. 

Mr. President, in a world that has be-
come increasingly interconnected 
through and dependent on trade, a 
skilled and experienced Trade Rep-
resentative is essential to ensuring 
that the United States maintains it po-
sition as a leader in this area. The U.S. 
Trade Representative has the dual re-
sponsibilities of fostering continued 
openness with traditionally under-
served markets while at the same time 
safeguarding the well-being of Amer-
ican businesses and workers. I believe 
Mr. Zoellick’s past experience makes 
him qualified to fulfill these obliga-
tions. 

After earning both public policy and 
law degrees at Harvard University, Mr. 
Zoellick went on to serve as a Deputy 
Assistant Secretary at the Department 
of the Treasury during the Reagan Ad-
ministration. He then assumed the po-
sition of Under Secretary for Economic 
Policy at the State Department under 
President George Bush. He left public 
service to serve as the Executive Vice 
President of Fannie Mae and most re-
cently sat as a fellow and board mem-
ber of the German Marshall Fund of 
the United States. 

Mr. Zoellick assumed a key role in 
some of the most critical trade deals to 
face the United States in decades. 
Some of his most notable achievements 
include managing the negotiations 
over German reunification after the 
fall of the Berlin Wall, fostering com-
promise that led to the creation of 
World Trade Organization, and negoti-
ating approval of the North American 
Free Trade Agreement. 

Mr. President, if, which I assume will 
be the case, Mr. Zoellick is confirmed 
as U.S. Trade Representative, he would 
assume stewardship of an agency that 
enjoys one of its strongest positions in 
its history. I would be remiss if I did 
not acknowledge the great strides 
made under the former U.S. Trade Rep-
resentative Charlene Barshefsky, Dep-
uty U.S. Trade Representative Richard 
Fisher, and their team. 

In the last two years alone, we have 
passed legislation that created new 
trading opportunities in Sub-Saharan 
Africa and enhanced the Caribbean 
Basin Initiative program. And one of 
the most monumental trade achieve-
ments in recent history was the acces-
sion agreement reached between the 
U.S. and China with respect to its 
entry into the WTO and the granting of 
Permanent Normal Trade Relations 
status to China just last fall. These 
were both landmark agreements that 
have significantly altered the face of 
U.S.-Chinese trade relations. More im-
portantly, they are accomplishments 
we can and should build upon. 

And while we should take pride in 
these achievements, we must not lose 
sight of the tremendous tasks that still 
lie ahead, and upon being confirmed as 
Trade Representative, Mr. Zoellick will 
be faced with a number of unresolved 
trade matters that, in my opinion, will 
require his immediate attention. 

First, we must continue to ensure 
that China adheres to the concessions 
it made in its WTO Accession Agree-
ment with the United States in order 
to guarantee that American workers 
and industries gain the full benefits ne-
gotiated in this historic agreement. 

Secondly, the Trade Representative 
will need to formulate solutions to our 
on-going troubles with the European 
Union (EU), specifically in regard to 
the beef-hormone and banana disputes. 
Moreover, the WTO is scheduled to rule 
on the EU’s case against the U.S. with 
respect to foreign sales corporations. A 
ruling against the U.S. in this matter 
could result in almost $4 billion in re-
taliatory tariffs being levied against 
American goods that could financially 
ruin businesses and cost countless 
American jobs. Resolution of this issue 
must be a priority. 

Finally, one of Mr. Zoellick’s great-
est challenges will be working with 
Congress to gain approval of fast-track 
trading authority for the President. 
This authority will take on increased 
importance at the upcoming Summit 
of the Americas in Quebec in April 
where, President Bush has stated, he 
will make the creation of a Free Trade 
Agreement of the Americas his num-
ber-one priority. Allowing the Presi-
dent to assure other world leaders that 
he will gain this authority will only in-
crease the prospects of this agreement 
becoming reality. 

And while I support both of these ini-
tiatives, I do so with the additional be-

lief that worker rights and environ-
mental protections must be included 
within any fast-track legislation. 

I am disappointed that President 
Bush has publicly voiced his opposition 
to these provisions as a part of trade 
agreements. 

It is my hope that Mr. Zoellick will 
show some flexibility on these issues 
and be mindful of their importance in 
future negotiations. Absent these safe-
guards, it is my opinion that the Presi-
dent will face a difficult time obtaining 
the support needed to secure this crit-
ical trading authority. 

In closing, Mr. President, I have long 
supported efforts to open the doors of 
trade to new markets. Expanded trade 
improves the lives of American work-
ers by providing better paying jobs and 
increased markets for American goods. 
Ultimately, this translates into a 
stronger national economy. 

I also believe that it can serve the 
purpose of slowly transforming coun-
tries that have been socially and politi-
cally intolerant into countries that 
recognize the rights of their own citi-
zens. Ultimately, ruling by respect 
rather than fear is in their own best 
economic interest. 

At the same time, I firmly believe 
that every effort must be made to bal-
ance the economic benefits of free 
trade with the needs of American busi-
nesses and workers and to vigorously 
enforce existing trade laws against un-
fair trading practices. The U.S. Trade 
Representative must be unwavering in 
this regard. 

Mr. Zoellick has agreed to undertake 
this critical balancing act, and I be-
lieve his record as a fair and capable 
negotiator will serve him well as he as-
sumes this post. Again, I wish to reit-
erate my support for his nomination as 
U.S. Trade Representative and urge my 
colleagues to do likewise. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, ‘‘A for-
eign policy wunderkind,’’ ‘‘Baker’s sec-
ond brain,’’ ‘‘a resume so impressive it 
might be mistaken for a parody of 
overachievement,’’ ‘‘the most impres-
sive thinker of my time in govern-
ment,’’ ‘‘the best-prepared guy in the 
room,’’ a man whose ‘‘board member-
ships read like the directory of the 
internationalist establishment,’’ one 
whose friends possess ‘‘almost a 
cultlike admiration for his intel-
ligence, hard work, and integrity’’— 
such praise for Bob Zoellick dem-
onstrates the high expectations for his 
tenure as the United States Trade Rep-
resentative. I share these hopes for his 
leadership of our ambition to expand 
free trade and restore America’s right-
ful place at the forefront of global 
trade liberalization. 

Unlike previous trade representa-
tives, who often possessed more narrow 
legal backgrounds, Bob’s range of expe-
rience at the Departments of Treasury 
and State, in the White House, and 
with organizations like NATO, the 
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WTO, and the G–7 grant him unusual 
insight into the role of trade within 
the framework of America’s broader 
engagement with the world. Bob’s tal-
ents, combined with the enthusiasm 
and purity of his belief in free trade as 
a force to advance American interests 
and increase prosperity around the 
globe, suggest that he will serve well 
President Bush’s mandate to push for-
ward with a meaningful free trade 
agenda. If personnel is policy, as we 
often say in Washington, Bob’s selec-
tion for the cabinet-rank trade post 
foretells important achievements in 
our nation’s trade expansion efforts. 

Yet such achievements will not come 
easily. America’s economy, which has 
been the engine of global economic 
growth, is slowing, and there exists no 
broad-based domestic consensus on the 
benefits of free trade. Japan’s economy 
remains mired in an enduring recession 
that can be ended only by fundamental 
structural reforms. China’s implemen-
tation of its market-opening obliga-
tions under the WTO remains worri-
somely incomplete. The European 
Union, where growth has recently ac-
celerated, retains significant market 
distortions that are reflected in its 
continued agricultural protectionism 
and the array of trade disputes with 
the United States over subjects like 
hormone-treated beef. The economic 
health of Latin America is mixed, and 
many African nations with tremendous 
trade potential suffer the pernicious ef-
fects of poor governance and civil 
strife. Clearly, Bob has his work cut 
out for him. 

Given the challenges and opportuni-
ties ahead—and the critical role of 
trade to the continued dynamism of 
our own economy—our nation must, to 
the extent possible, speak with one 
voice in favor of trade expansion. Bob 
has pledged to work closely with the 
Congress on such priorities as creating 
a hemispheric free trade zone, pro-
viding the President with renewed 
trade-promotion authority, ratifying 
our bilateral trade agreement with 
Vietnam, locking in free trade with 
partners like Singapore and Jordan, 
and setting the stage for a new round 
of global trade talks. It is my hope 
that both parties in Congress will work 
constructively and in good faith with 
Bob and the Administration to advance 
this ambitious but achievable trade 
agenda, for the benefit of the American 
people we serve. 

As Bob noted in a ‘‘Foreign Affairs’’ 
article during the campaign, ‘‘A pri-
mary task for the next President of the 
United States is to build public support 
for a strategy that will shape the world 
so as to protect and promote American 
interests and values for the next 50 
years. . . . America must capture the 
dynamism of the era and transform its 
new elements into the economic and 
security foundations for a future sys-
tem.’’ Such an integrated approach, 

which I strongly endorse, requires re-
storing our nation’s leadership in liber-
alizing global trade. I wish Bob the 
best as he spearheads this effort, upon 
which rests our fondest hopes as a peo-
ple for prosperity and purpose in the 
world. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, today the 
Senate will consider the nomination of 
Robert Zoellick to become the U.S. 
Trade Representative. I will support 
confirmation of the nomination of Rob-
ert Zoellick. 

Given the important contribution of 
the automotive industry to America’s 
economic prosperity and job creation, I 
wish to flag two important automotive 
trade relationships that I hope will be 
made a priority by USTR designate 
Zoellick: the United States automotive 
trade relationship with Korea and with 
Japan. 

I was disappointed to note that Mr. 
Zoellick was not asked during his Sen-
ate Finance Committee confirmation 
hearing last week about two trade 
agreements of key interest to the auto-
motive industry: the 1995 Framework 
Agreement on Autos and Auto Parts 
between the United States and Japan 
and a 1998 United States-Korea Auto 
Market Access MOU. Neither have 
achieved the expected results of open-
ing these markets to United States 
automotive exports. It is time to go 
back to the table and insist on the re-
sults we were promised. 

The automotive industry is the larg-
est manufacturing industry in the 
United States representing 3.7 percent 
of GDP. It ranks first among manufac-
turing industries in R&D expenditures 
spending over $18 billion a year, em-
ploys almost 2.5 million Americans and 
exports more than any other industry. 
This is why it is so important for our 
USTR and the Administration to fight 
aggressively to allow this industry to 
compete on a fair and level playing 
field in foreign markets. 

The 1995 Framework Agreement on 
Autos and Auto Parts between the 
United States and Japan was allowed 
by the Government of Japan to expire 
at the end of 2000. This is despite the 
Agreement’s failure to accomplish its 
stated objective to significantly ex-
pand sales opportunities resulting in 
purchases of foreign parts by Japanese 
firms in Japan and through their trans-
plants in the United States and to re-
solve market access problems for for-
eign autos and auto parts in Japan. 
The U.S. Government, working closely 
with the American auto parts industry, 
organized labor and Members of Con-
gress, developed and presented a sig-
nificant proposal for extending and en-
hancing the 1995 Agreement. In the 
closing days of 2000 Japan was even un-
willing to permit the extension of the 
existing Agreement which would have 
allowed time for the new Administra-
tion to pursue a more substantial five 
year agreement. 

I urge the Bush administration, and 
Mr. Zoellick in particular, to make the 
renegotiation of a stronger and more 
effective agreement one of its earliest 
and highest priorities. 

Regarding Korea, despite two sepa-
rate automotive trade agreements be-
tween the United States and Korea in-
tended to open Korea’s market, we now 
have a rapidly increasing automotive 
trade imbalance between the two coun-
tries. Korea exported almost 500,000 ve-
hicles to the United States last year 
but imported only 4,300 foreign vehicles 
from everywhere in the world. Foreign 
vehicles make up only .32 percent of 
Korea’s total vehicle market, making 
it the most closed market in the devel-
oped world. 

This is not a level playing field and 
should not be tolerated. This imbal-
ance has occurred despite efforts by 
United States auto manufacturers to 
make long-term and extensive efforts 
to increase sales in Korea. I urge the 
administration and Mr. Zoellick to re-
double the United States efforts to 
achieve market access progress in 
Korea, especially in urging the Govern-
ment of Korea to take specific actions 
to reverse the anti-import attitudes 
and policies that so blatantly discrimi-
nate against foreign vehicles in Korea. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to support the nomination of 
Robert Zoellick as the next United 
States Trade Representative. I think 
that Bob Zoellick has the experience, 
education, and leadership skills to be 
an outstanding USTR. 

Mr. Zoellick has had a broad range of 
experience in the executive branch, in-
cluding the Treasury Department, 
State Department, and the White 
House. Chairman GRASSLEY has de-
tailed his record of accomplishment. 

Mr. Zoellick’s experience is not just 
from the view of a government admin-
istrator. Since 1997, he has held a num-
ber of positions with private sector 
firms involved with asset management 
and capital development. This unique 
combination of public sector and pri-
vate sector experience will prove vital 
to his performance as USTR. 

As trade becomes more important to 
the economy of Utah and the United 
States as a whole, it is imperative that 
we have senior officials that under-
stand the significance of free and fair 
trade. And it is critical that they can 
view trade issues with a vision of the 
attendant foreign policy, national se-
curity, and economic policy consider-
ations that are at stake. I think Bob 
Zoellick can see the world from many 
perspectives. 

The United States faces a number of 
key trade issues in the next few years. 
It will be a great advantage to Amer-
ican workers and American consumers 
if we can create a bi-partisan U.S. 
trade policy. 

We need to look at the issue of grant-
ing new trade promotion authority to 
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Ambassador Zoellick. But fast track 
authority alone should not replace the 
hard work and effort to forge bi-par-
tisan support for U.S. trade initiatives. 

My experience on the Judiciary Com-
mittee has taught me that intellectual 
property issues will play an increas-
ingly important role in the inter-
national economy. We must make sure 
that the creative efforts of those who 
produce software, entertainment such 
as music and movies and breakthrough 
drugs and medical devices get the ben-
efit of TRIPS implementation and en-
forcement. Frankly, we need to get 
better across the board at enforcing 
the trade agreements that we nego-
tiate. 

We also need to resist any efforts to 
impose unnecessary barriers on the 
emerging Internet economy. For exam-
ple, we must work to see that com-
puter downloads are not unduly hin-
dered through tariffs or technical bar-
riers. 

I want to re-enforce many of the 
comments that my friend from West 
Virginia. Senator BYRD made with re-
spect to the crisis among our domestic 
steel producers. I want to work with 
Mr. Zoellick and Senator O’Neill on the 
efforts by the Bush Administration to 
re-energize our domestic steel indus-
try. I think at his confirmation hear-
ing that Mr. Zoellick made the correct 
comment to Senator ROCKEFELLER, my 
other good friend from West Virginia, 
on the potential use of section 201 au-
thority with respect to steel. We must 
come up with a comprehensive plan to 
help U.S. producers of steel like Gene-
va Steel from my state of Utah. Part of 
this plan must focus on foreign dump-
ing and countervailing duties. 

At his confirmation hearing, Major-
ity Leader LOTT and I raised the ba-
nanas and beef cases and the use of the 
carousel rotation of product retaliation 
lists. We can’t let the Europeans avoid 
the consequences when the lose WTO 
cases. Frankly, I think that one of the 
first things this Administration ought 
to do in the trade area is to follow the 
law we passed last year and imme-
diately implement the carousel sys-
tem. 

The Korean government’s recently 
announced $2.1 billion bailout of 
Hyundai electronics raises many trou-
bling questions. This development may 
be a direct violation of commitments 
made to the IMF in 1997. Specifically, 
USTR must examine whether this new 
bailout program is in accordance with 
the commitments made in paragraphs 
34 and 35 of the 1997 IMF Standby Ar-
rangement addressing, respectively, 
bank lending practices, and govern-
ment subsidies and tax preferences. I 
trust that USTR will look into this, 
and I want my colleagues to know that 
this is an issue that I take very seri-
ously. Frankly this government bail-
out must be scrutinized by USTR so 
that we can be sure that American 

high technology firms like Micron can 
remain competitive in the inter-
national marketplace. 

I am confident that Bob Zoellick can 
work effectively with Commerce Sec-
retary Evans and other key Adminis-
tration officials to bring the American 
public the promise of free and fair 
trade. We need to open new trading op-
portunities, but we also need to enforce 
U.S. trade laws and ensure compliance 
with international trade agreements. 

Many believe—and I believe—that 
the Office of the United States Trade 
Representative is the best govern-
mental trade organization in the world. 
We ask Mr. Zoellick to lead and inspire 
this very strong agency to perform 
even better. The citizens of Utah and 
throughout the United States have 
much at stake in the performance of 
USTR. 

As a Senator who believes in the 
long-term benefits to America of free 
and fair trade, I plan to vote for Robert 
Zoellick and stand ready to work with 
him and my colleagues to build a 
strong, bipartisan trade policy. 

Mr. President, I thank all Senators 
and I yield the floor. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CRAPO). The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I now 
yield to my good friend from North Da-
kota, Senator DORGAN, for 15 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I thank 
the Chair and my colleague from Mon-
tana, Senator BAUCUS. 

Mr. President, I intend to vote for 
Bob Zoellick to be the U.S. Trade Rep-
resentative. I am not a big fan of the 
U.S. Trade Representative’s office— 
never have been—under Republican or 
Democratic administrations. My view 
is that our trade policy in this country 
is a mess. It has gotten worse, not bet-
ter. We are headed towards a $440 bil-
lion merchandise trade deficit. 

In fact, it might be useful to show a 
chart that describes what has happened 
to our trade deficits. It shows that 
since 1993 our merchandise deficit has 
ballooned from $136 billion to over $440 
billion. All the Republicans and all the 
Democrats that give us soothing assur-
ances and say this trade policy of ours 
is working really well ought to take a 
look at these deficits, that are bal-
looning, year after year after year 
after year. 

I want to talk a little about why I 
think it is so important, as we vote on 
the confirmation of Mr. Zoellick, we 
need to expect something different 

from the U.S. Trade Representative’s 
office. You could put a blindfold on and 
listen to both Republican and Demo-
cratic administrations over last 20 
years, Republican and Democratic 
stewards at USTR, and you couldn’t 
tell the difference between them. It 
wouldn’t matter. It is all the same, all 
the same trade policy: Negotiate an-
other agreement and hope things get 
better. However, what really happens 
is, they negotiate another agreement 
and things get worse. 

I am told that we have, in the last 8 
years, negotiated 304 trade agreements. 
I am also told, that some of the agree-
ments cannot even be located in the of-
fices of the Trade Representative, let 
alone get them enforced. At the time 
when we have negotiated 304 trade 
agreements, our trade deficit has in-
creased over 300 percent. 

Let me show you what bothers me 
from time to time about our current 
trade strategy. Let me do it in terms of 
T-bone steaks. I have a chart I want to 
share with you. 

We negotiated a trade agreement 
with Japan in 1989 on the issue of beef. 
The U.S. could not successfully get 
beef into the country of Japan. So our 
negotiators went to Japan, and they 
negotiated really hard, and they got an 
agreement, and then they had a big 
celebration. They had banquets, and, 
Lord, they had headlines in the news-
papers: ‘‘We have reached an Agree-
ment with Japan.’’ Good for them. God 
bless them. 

Now 12 years later, we are getting 
more beef into Japan. Good for us. Do 
you know what the tariff is on every 
pound of beef that goes into Japan? In-
cidentally, these are T-bone steaks on 
the chart. As this chart shows, there is 
a 38.5-percent tariff on every pound of 
American beef going into Japan. This 
is 12 years after the great agreement 
with Japan, a country, incidentally, 
that has over a $70 billion merchandise 
trade surplus with us, or to say it an-
other way, a U.S. deficit with Japan. 

By what justification does anyone 
who negotiates this kind of trade 
agreement stand here and say to Amer-
ican producers: We really scored a vic-
tory for you this time? These people 
obviously did not wear jerseys that 
said ‘‘USA’’ when they negotiated this 
one. They said: We will agree, after a 
phase-in, to a 50-percent tariff that will 
be reduced over time. Great, except it 
has a snap-back provision which says, 
the more you get in, the higher the tar-
iff will be. So guess what. Twelve years 
later, we have a 38.5-percent tariff on 
every single pound of beef going to 
Japan. It is a failure. Not only do peo-
ple not care about it, most people don’t 
know about it; and nobody is going to 
do much about it. 

If not T-bone steaks, what about 
cars? We just finished a trade agree-
ment with China. We have over a $70 
billion merchandise trade deficit with 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 1347 February 6, 2001 
China, and it is growing rapidly. Here 
in the Senate, we did not have a vote 
on the bilateral trade agreement with 
China. If we did vote, I would have 
voted no. We had a vote on PNTR, but 
we did not have a vote on the bilateral 
trade agreement. We had negotiators 
go to China, and once again, appar-
ently, they left their jerseys at home, 
the ones who say: ‘‘USA’’—‘‘Here is 
what I am negotiating for. I want a 
good deal for us.’’ 

Our negotiators go to China and ne-
gotiate an agreement. At the end of the 
agreement, after a long phase-in, here 
is what we have done on automobiles. 
We have said: Yes, there are probably 
1.2 billion people over there, and if they 
are able to increase their standard of 
living, at some point they will become 
more affluent and want to start driving 
cars. If that happens there will be more 
automobile trade between the United 
States and China. What we will agree 
to, China, we will grant you access to 
our market at a 2.5-percent tariff on 
any cars, and we will allow you to have 
a tariff that is 10 times higher—25 per-
cent—on any U.S. automobiles going to 
China. 

What on Earth are we thinking 
about? Here is a country that has a 
huge surplus with us, or we have a huge 
deficit with them. We negotiate an 
agreement with them and say: Oh, yes, 
by the way, we will allow you to im-
pose tariffs on automobiles 10 times 
higher than those we impose on you. 

Time after time, there are examples 
of the incompetence of these nego-
tiators, let alone the fact that once we 
get these agreements, as bad as they 
are for this country, they are not en-
forced. Do you know how many people 
we have enforcing our trade agree-
ments? Yes, even the bad trade agree-
ments with China? Seven. There used 
to be 10; now there are 7. China has 
done little to comply with any of our 
trade agreements. So now we have gone 
and negotiated a new bilateral agree-
ment that is poorly designed and at the 
same time decreased the number of 
people monitoring and investigating 
how China is not playing by the rules. 
Our staff for China went from 10 to 7. 

At some point we have to realize, 
that ballooning trade deficits we cur-
rently have in this country, are 
unhealthy for our country, our future 
and our economy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, might I 
inquire how much time remains on 
both sides? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Montana has 25 minutes 7 
seconds remaining. The Senator from 
Iowa has 32 minutes 24 seconds. 

Mr. BAUCUS. I yield 10 minutes to 
the Senator from Connecticut. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut is recognized. 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I thank my 
colleague from Montana. I noticed on 

the floor the presence of my good 
friend and colleague from Louisiana. It 
was actually her idea that drew me 
over here. I am glad she is here. I will 
try and be brief in my remarks and 
then defer to the Senator from Lou-
isiana to share some of her thoughts. 

Let me say, first of all, I am a strong 
supporter of Bob Zoellick to be the new 
U.S. Trade Representative. I think he 
will make a very fine Trade Represent-
ative. We worked very closely together 
over the years on other matters. He 
was at the State Department. I know 
him to be tremendously thoughtful, a 
good listener, one who is not afraid of 
new ideas and is attentive to a wide di-
versity of interests dealing with some 
of the issues affecting some of the very 
regions of the world I will address some 
remarks to, and that is Central Amer-
ica and Latin America back in the 
1980s. 

So I am a strong supporter of Bob’s. 
He will do a great job. The President is 
lucky to have his willing services in 
this administration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana is recognized for 4 
minutes. 

(The remarks of Ms. LANDRIEU and 
Mr. DODD pertaining to the introduc-
tion of S. 260 are located in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Statements on Intro-
duced Bills and Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. WELLSTONE. Mr. President, I 
yield myself 10 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields to the Senator? 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
don’t think I have authority to yield 
time, but I think Senator BAUCUS 
would be comfortable yielding 10 min-
utes. 

Mr. WELLSTONE. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from Louisiana for 
her work. 

Mr. President, I support Mr. Zoellick. 
I am not here to oppose his nomination 
at all, but I would like to express my 
great reservations about the direction 
of our trade policy. Unless I am mis-
taken, I think I heard the majority 
leader today out on the floor saying 
that we need to, of course, have the 
trade but we need for it to be fair 
trade. I was pleased to hear his very 
strong remarks. 

I guess it was about maybe a month 
ago that I was on the Iron Range of 
Minnesota with the taconite workers 
at a gathering at Hoyt Lakes. There 
were about 1,000 workers there, al-
though 1,300 of them have lost their 
jobs. The LTV Steel Company closed 
down. They shut down the taconite op-
eration. Fourteen-hundred workers on 
the Iron Range lost their jobs. Other 
workers, by the way, are being laid off 
at other mines. It is not just those 
workers. It is the subcontractors. It is 
their families. It is the people in the 
community. 

I never mind saying this because it is 
just true. Even though you talk about 

one region of the State, you never want 
to act as if you don’t care about other 
regions. Northeastern Minnesota is 
like a second home to Sheila and I. 
This is where our campaign started in 
1989. They supported me when no one 
thought I ever had a chance. These are 
people with the greatest work ethic in 
the world. They are just incredible peo-
ple. There are a lot of broken lives, 
broken dreams, and potentially broken 
families in northeastern Minnesota. 

I always go to one high school just to 
stay in touch with the students there. 
I have been there about three or four 
times in the last year or two. The dis-
cussions with the students are so 
poignant. They want to know if they 
can afford college. They want to know 
what is going to happen to their mom 
or dad, and whether or not there will 
be any jobs for them. These are good 
jobs that pay probably $65,000 a year, 
counting health benefits. There are not 
a lot of other jobs such as that. Of 
course, there will be a future because 
when you have people with such a 
strong work ethic and who are so self- 
reliant and self-sufficient it will hap-
pen. 

But I want to say this on the floor of 
the Senate. When I was at this gath-
ering, I was looking out over about 
1,000 workers. And I thought to myself: 
These are industrial workers. All too 
often in our trade policy and all too 
often on the floor of the Senate and on 
the floor of the House of Representa-
tives, they have been out of sight and 
out of mind. I could add the auto-
workers to the steelworkers, and a lot 
of industrial workers as well. 

In this particular case, the import 
surge of steel—in the case of taconite 
workers, it is semifinished steel—slab 
steel from Brazil, from South Korea, 
from Russia, and from other countries 
way below our cost of production has 
essentially put them out of work. 
These steel workers on the Iron Range 
of Minnesota want to know where they 
fit into this international economy. I 
say this to Mr. Zoellick—and I will say 
it every day for the rest of my time in 
the Senate—why can’t we have a trade 
policy that, of course, recognizes the 
importance of trade but also works for 
working people in our country? If it is 
true that we live in an international 
economy—yes, it is true—then if you 
care about human rights, you have to 
care about it not only in our country 
but other countries. If you care about 
the right of people to join a union and 
make decent wages for their families— 
you have to care about that, not only 
in our country but other countries as 
well—if you care about religious free-
dom, you have to care about this in our 
country but other countries as well. If 
you care about the environment, you 
have to care about it in an inter-
national context. But from NAFTA to 
GATT to WTO to efforts to have fast 
track here and there, I have not seen 
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an effort to really talk about a fair 
trade policy. 

I am not an isolationist. I am an 
internationalist. My dad was born in 
Odessa, Ukraine. He fled persecution in 
Russia. He spoke 10 languages fluently. 
I grew up in a family where there was 
no other choice but to be an inter-
nationalist. But there has to be some 
new rules that come with this inter-
national economy. 

This has to be an international econ-
omy and global economy that works 
for steelworkers—workers for autos, 
workers for family farmers, the envi-
ronment, and human rights. That is 
not the case now. Lord, I have given 
enough speeches on the Senate floor 
about human rights violations in China 
and other countries as well. I will not 
do that today. 

I make this appeal to Mr. Zoellick 
and appeal to my colleagues that, 
whatever we do, let’s try to figure out 
some additional steps we can take that 
will give some assurance to hard-work-
ing people in our country so they don’t 
get the short end of the stick and get 
spit out of the economy because we 
have no level playing field. 

That is what has happened to these 
steelworkers on the Iron Range. That 
is exactly what has happened to these 
taconite workers. 

I think Senator DAYTON would say 
the same thing. We are desperately try-
ing, with Congressman OBERSTAR and 
others, to get trade adjustments to 
people. We hope the taconite workers 
fit into that. We want to talk about 
section 201, and the Rockefeller bill 
deals with the whole problem of unfair 
trade in steel, and whether or not we 
have to say to the other countries we 
can’t deal with these import surges, es-
pecially if we think it is a dumping of 
steel, or semifinished steel well below 
the cost of production; especially when 
you talk about countries where people 
do not get decent wages, where there 
are no OSHA or any workplace safety 
rules. 

There has to be a way we can have 
some competition and a trade policy 
that makes sure steelworkers on the 
Iron Range of Minnesota and family 
farmers and people who care about the 
environment and people who care 
about human rights figure in. I think 
those industrial workers are simply off 
the radar screen when it comes to poli-
tics in the Nation’s Capital today. 

There are two Senators on the floor: 
Senator GRASSLEY from Iowa, who is 
chair of the Finance Committee, one of 
the best Senators in the Senate—he is 
wrong on every issue but he is one of 
the best Senators in the Senate—and 
Senator BAUCUS, who is also ranking 
member of the Finance Committee, 
who is very skillful. I say to both of my 
colleagues and other Senators, I hope 
maybe this year, since we are 50/50, and 
we will have a lot of passionate de-
bates, there are certain areas where 

maybe we can work together. Maybe 
there are some things we can do to try 
to make this trade policy work a little 
better for some of the people in our 
country and in this particular case for 
some of the steelworkers on the Iron 
Range and some other people in my 
State much less other States. That is 
the appeal I make today. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa is recognized. 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 

yield myself such time as I might con-
sume. 

GRANT ALDONAS 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I rise 

for a very special purpose relating to 
the work of the Senate Finance Com-
mittee and the aspect of our work that 
deals with international trade and the 
high caliber of staff who have been on 
the International Trade Subcommittee 
over a long period of time. But I take 
special note of one of our staff people, 
our chief trade counsel, Grant Aldonas. 
He is right here. 

He is going to soon be leaving the po-
sition that he has with our committee. 
It is going to be a loss for our com-
mittee, and particularly for me as a 
new chairman. It is going to be a tre-
mendous loss because people of his cal-
iber who are so successful in the pri-
vate sector and are willing to come 
back into public service are few and far 
between. He is one who has done that. 
He has done it for 31⁄2 years as the Fi-
nance Committee’s top trade lawyer. 
He served Senator Roth before me with 
the greatest of professionalism and 
diligence; he has done a very good job. 

Grant has left his mark on some of 
the Senate’s most significant trade pol-
icy initiatives—the passage of the 
Trade and Development Act of 2000, 
and the passage of the bill that has 
been on everybody’s mind over the last 
3 or 4 years giving permanent normal 
trade relations status to the great 
country of China. This was chief among 
all the work that he did for that period 
of time on the Senate Finance Com-
mittee. 

I think I can speak for members of 
the Senate Finance Committee on both 
sides of the aisle. They have come to 
rely upon Grant’s skill and judgment. 
Even though he is very skillful, judg-
ment is the greatest asset that he has 
when dealing with the policies of inter-
national trade, not only from the do-
mestic standpoint but from the inter-
national standpoint. Judgment with 
good common sense is very important. 

I have already referred to his success 
in the private sector. That is because 
he is a good lawyer. He is also a good 
public servant and just a plain good 
person. 

I wish you, Grant, and your wife Pam 
all the best in your new life beyond the 
Hill. Thank you very much for your 
services. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Montana. 

Mr. BAUCUS. I yield myself such 
time as I consume. 

I join in the remarks of our distin-
guished chairman to Grant Aldonas. I 
am fond of saying I believe the most 
noble human endeavor is service—serv-
ice to church, to family, to the commu-
nity, State and Nation; whatever 
makes the most sense for each one of 
us graced to be on the face of this 
Earth particularly public service— 
more particularly, public service where 
you don’t get your name in the head-
lines or the evening news, public serv-
ants who don’t have huge egos but are 
working for the country in the best in-
terests of the United States of America 
and all Americans. Grant certainly is 
in that category. 

Grant is a guy who works behind the 
scenes to get results. Again, it is not 
headlines. It is talking to all the Sen-
ators, the Senators’ staffs, the admin-
istration, whoever it is he must talk to 
in order to get a result, legislation, 
something passed for the sake of the 
people. 

He is a great bipartisan kind of a 
guy. He is particulary effective because 
of his prior service, whether USTR, the 
State Department, or private sector. 

I do think his background as a law-
yer helps. The understanding of the law 
helps one be effective. There are very 
bright and fine ways to get around that 
stuff, but generally I think a legal 
background is quite helpful. 

Whether it is China, PNTR, or trade 
bills of Africa, Caribbean, Grant has 
been there—a true professional, calm, 
even tempered, smart, creative think-
ing, diligent, hard working, focused on 
getting results. 

I underline the point the chairman 
made; namely, of Grant’s sense of judg-
ment and his common sense, a com-
modity which is probably one of the 
most important a person can have. We 
will miss you, Grant. We know you will 
go on to bigger and better things. We 
also know in the real sense you will 
not have left. We will still be able to 
call you, seek your advice, and wish 
you the very best. 

In the remaining minutes, I thank 
the Senators who have spoken. They 
make very good points on which I 
know the administration and Mr. 
Zoellick will focus. 

How we bring all the components to-
gether for coherent consensus in devel-
oping a trade policy for America is ex-
tremely difficult. It includes business 
interests of America, labor interests in 
America, and environmental interests 
in America. It includes all the Ameri-
cans who think they are left out of 
trade and the benefits of trade agree-
ments. Companies do pretty well in 
some places and employees wonder 
where they fit in to all of this. We have 
to work harder to develop that con-
sensus. I very much look forward with 
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the chairman and people such as Grant 
and others in the administration to de-
velop that consensus. Frankly, we have 
no other choice. We have to find that 
consensus to be effective and serve our 
people. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I want 
to say a few things about the nominee 
and about the larger issue of trade. 

I commend my distinguished ranking 
member for his comments earlier and 
those who have already expressed 
themselves. It goes without saying, and 
it ought to be emphasized, that Robert 
Zoellick is going to be an excellent 
Trade Representative. He has broad 
Government experience and a record of 
achievement that is enviable. His expe-
rience in the State Department, the 
Treasury Department, and the White 
House is a clear demonstration of his 
commitment to public service and pub-
lic policy. 

The USTR role is one that I think is 
an increasingly important role in the 
Federal Government, particularly 
given the increasing importance of 
trade and globalization generally. 

I am concerned about reports that 
consideration was given to down-
grading the position from its Cabinet 
rank, and I am very pleased that the 
Cabinet rank in this case will be re-
tained. 

As I look back over the 106th Con-
gress, one could argue that some of our 
greatest achievements were in the field 
of trade. We enacted the Caribbean 
Basin and African trade bill. We met 
our obligation under the WTO regard-
ing FSC. We granted permanent nor-
mal trading relations to China, paving 
the way for the most populous country 
in the world to join the global rules- 
based trading system. 

Now we have a chance to build upon 
the achievements and the record of the 
106th Congress by promoting the eco-
nomic, national, and foreign policy in-
terests of the United States in a global 
economy. 

The United States is uniquely posi-
tioned to benefit, in my view, from in-
creased globalization. First, we have 
the most productive economy in the 
world. Second, we have a comparative 
advantage in an increasingly informa-
tion-based global economic framework. 

Globalization improves productivity 
as countries specialize in areas of com-
parative advantage and puts downward 
pressure on prices consumers face. We 
have seen examples of that over and 
over. 

The promotion of international un-
derstanding and the reduction of inter-

national conflict is critical if this is 
going to happen in the months and 
years ahead. 

The freer flow of goods, capital, peo-
ple, and ideas around the world creates 
interdependence and understanding 
that both can help lower the prob-
ability of conflict and raise the cost of 
conflict. 

There is an economic cost to a nation 
being ostracized from the global econ-
omy. Economic liberalization advances 
key foreign policy goals such as in-
creased economic freedom and reduced 
poverty. So the stakes could not be 
much higher for us or for the world as 
we create this global framework and 
recognize the advantages of partici-
pating in it. 

We also have to recognize that par-
ticipation in and of itself is not all nec-
essarily positive. There is a lack of do-
mestic consensus on expanded trade 
and globalization, and as we consider 
all of the public policy choices we will 
face in the 107th Congress, I hope we 
work to try to build a better consensus, 
one we did not have in all occasions 
last year. 

We start building that better con-
sensus by recognizing that 
globalization can inflict costs on cer-
tain groups, and those costs need to be 
addressed. 

Workers in import-competing coun-
tries may face downward wage pressure 
and job loss. In a recent study, ‘‘Ameri-
cans on Globalization’’ the author, Ste-
ven Kull, found that people would be 
much more supportive of increased 
globalization if the government did 
more to help people who lose out 
through trade. I believe that is true. I 
do not think there is any question that 
if we could find ways with which to ad-
dress that concern, a consensus could 
be more the reality than it is today. 

Fully 66 percent of respondents 
agreed with the following statements: I 
favor free trade, and I believe it is nec-
essary for the government to have pro-
grams to help workers who lose their 
jobs. 

That is all they seem to be asking: 
the realization that there are people 
who get hurt as this new infrastructure 
gets established. 

Another 18 percent favored free trade 
in the absence of such help, while 14 
percent opposed it with or without the 
help. We have 66 percent of the people 
who say they favor free trade so long 
as we address the problems of free 
trade. We need to work together to do 
that to address those problems. 

Our challenge is to build that con-
sensus on trade policy in a global econ-
omy, not only in this country but 
around the world. 

I look forward to working with Bob 
Zoellick and my colleagues on the 
challenge we face in doing that con-
structively and successfully. 

There are some key elements, in my 
view, for building that consensus. 

First, I believe one of the key and per-
haps one of the fundamental ap-
proaches that will be required is a real-
ization that expanded worker adjust-
ment assistance is one way with which 
to ease the pain and address the prob-
lem. A more broad-based, flexible, and 
effective adjustment assistance pro-
gram is clearly needed, and I hope we 
all can accept that realization. 

A smooth transition from displace-
ment back into the workforce is impor-
tant for communities and the overall 
economy, and such assistance is crit-
ical to building consensus on moving 
forward on greater trade liberalization. 

Bob Zoellick was a key member of 
the Trade Deficit Commission. The 
Commission did not agree on the un-
derlying cause of the trade deficit or 
how to remedy it. The only area of 
broad bipartisan agreement was for ex-
panded worker adjustment assistance. I 
look forward to working with Mr. 
Zoellick in this area. I look forward to 
recognizing the possibility for bipar-
tisan consensus on expanded worker 
adjustment assistance. I hope it will be 
an integral part of anything we do in 
the longer term with regard to trade 
policy. 

A second element is increased sup-
port and emphasis on lifetime learning. 
A policy that waits until someone loses 
a job is doomed to failure. Over time, 
the goal has to be to embed the culture 
with an appreciation of learning and 
upgrading skills throughout one’s life, 
and that by doing so, economically and 
educationally, this new construction of 
lifelong learning can be an integrally 
important and extremely essential part 
of anything we do to advance the cause 
of world trade. 

Let’s recognize that building those 
learning skills and upgrading them 
throughout life must not be viewed 
simply as an education issue but as a 
trade issue. 

Third, we must advance labor and en-
vironmental standards around the 
world. I believe this has to be done on 
a bilateral and multilateral basis. Re-
cent bilateral trade pacts, such as the 
one with Jordan, have begun to make 
progress in this critical area. But there 
is so much more that needs to be done. 
We recognized it in the bilateral ar-
rangement with Jordan. We ought to 
recognize it in any new bilateral ar-
rangement. But, clearly, we have to 
recognize it in multilateral efforts as 
well. 

We recognize how difficult it is. We 
recognize how challenging. We recog-
nize how divisive. We recognize how 
much debate, and in some ways con-
frontation, has occurred over issues re-
lating to labor and environmental 
standards. But we also must recognize 
that if we are going to address in-
creased consensus, we must address 
this issue. 

We also must make sure that our 
trade laws work and are perceived as 
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fair. Fair trade laws help create an en-
vironment that maintains consensus 
for the openness we all seek in the first 
place. We have to maintain vigilance 
to ensure that laws are perceived as 
fair both inside and outside the coun-
try. Frankly, we have not always done 
a good job at that. 

The steel industry is one such indus-
try. Despite substantial investment 
and modernization, steel has faced re-
peated pressure from dumped steel all 
over the world. We have to do a better 
job. 

We have to also understand the im-
portance of making the WTO work bet-
ter. Greater transparency and avenues 
for participation are needed. In the 
United States, we must advance those 
reforms. 

We have to help poor countries. 
Greater globalization holds great 
promise for further reducing poverty in 
poor areas. But the United States and 
other rich countries need to continue 
to help poor countries participate in 
the WTO, and the trading system gen-
erally, and be mindful that poor coun-
tries often seem to believe that 
globalization is being imposed on 
them. We simply cannot allow that to 
happen. 

So I look forward to working, on a bi-
partisan basis, on all of these chal-
lenges. I look forward to working with 
the soon-to-be-confirmed USTR and 
with my colleagues. As I talked a mo-
ment ago about steel and dumping, 
there is an array of dumping and seri-
ous imbalances in trade with our Euro-
pean and Canadian allies with regard 
to agriculture that also must be ad-
dressed—whether it is meat or agri-
culture in a number of ways, or wheth-
er it is the New Softwood Lumber 
Agreement with Canada. 

The Softwood Lumber Agreement 
with Canada expires in a few short 
months. There is a major risk of a 
flood of imports entering our market 
at a time when low timber prices al-
ready have led to mill shutdowns and 
closures. This will be one of the first 
issues that Mr. Zoellick will have to 
face. I share Senator BAUCUS’ concern, 
as he has taken a leadership role in ad-
dressing this matter. 

We need a new agreement with all 
stakeholders at the table. We need to 
address agriculture with all producers, 
processors, and traders at the table. 

We need to understand the implica-
tions of the imbalances, the dumping, 
and the serious problems that we face 
in agriculture today as a result of un-
fair trading practices in agriculture. 
That has to be addressed and put on 
the table. 

We have to work towards a con-
sensus, as I said a moment ago, on 
labor and the environment. I hope we 
can find common ground on those 
issues as well. 

The President has made a strong 
nomination. I know my colleagues will 

be as supportive of this nominee as I 
am. I hope and expect it will be an 
overwhelming vote. But I also hope and 
expect that this is not the end but the 
beginning of the creation of an even 
more balanced trade policy with more 
consensus on international trade and 
globalization, and a realization that 
that consensus depends on how effec-
tively we address myriad challenges 
that we have not addressed success-
fully to date. I look forward to working 
with our nominee and with my col-
leagues in that regard. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
THOMAS). The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I in-
tend to vote for Mr. Robert Zoellick for 
U.S. Trade Representative. I believe he 
brings excellent credentials to this po-
sition. I do believe the new President, 
President George W. Bush, is entitled 
to discretion but, in any event, this is 
a qualified man. I would like to take a 
moment or two to talk about the en-
forcement of U.S. trade laws, espe-
cially as they relate to a very serious 
situation in my State with respect to 
the steel industry. 

Steel has been victimized in the 
United States by illegal trade prac-
tices, trade practices which violate 
U.S. law and trade practices which vio-
late international law. 

We have had a surge of dumping in 
the United States which has cost the 
steel workers, in the past two decades, 
a reduction in employment from close 
to half a million steel workers to now 
less than 160,000 workers, and a situa-
tion where many steel corporations 
today are on the verge of bankruptcy. 

We need to see to it that dumping is 
not permitted in this country. Simply 
stated: Dumping is where steel, for ex-
ample, is sold in the United States at a 
lower price than it is sold in the coun-
try from which it is exported. 

I have introduced legislation in the 
past and intend to reintroduce it this 
year which would provide for a private 
right of action, which would enable the 
corporation or the injured workers and 
the union to go to Federal court and to 
get injunctive relief. That relief can be 
obtained very promptly. 

It is possible, under the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure, to get a tem-
porary restraining order on an ex parte 
basis on the filing of affidavits—there 
has to be a hearing within 5 days, evi-
dence can be put into the record, eq-
uity actions can be tried very prompt-
ly, and that is an effective way to see 
to it that U.S. trade laws are enforced 
and that they are consistent with 
international trade laws. 

Last year we legislated on a matter 
on a bill introduced by Senator DEWINE 
of Ohio and backed by quite a number 
of us in the Senate steel caucus, a cau-
cus which I chair, with the cochair 
being Senator JAY ROCKEFELLER of 
West Virginia. Then through the lead-
ership of Senator ROBERT BYRD of West 
Virginia, with my concurrence in the 
Appropriations Committee, we put that 
bill into effect last year which provides 
that where duties are imposed for vio-
lations of U.S. trade laws, that those 
duties are paid to the injured parties 
instead of going into the U.S. Treas-
ury. 

Obviously, it is desirable to have 
funds go into the Treasury, but where 
it can be ascertained that the illegal 
foreign trade practices resulted from a 
violation of U.S. trade law and can be 
traceable to damages to specific com-
panies and individuals, that is where 
those duties ought to be paid. 

A question has arisen as to whether 
the United States will fight to retain 
that legislation against complaints by 
some of the foreign countries where in-
fractions have been found. I do hope 
our new Trade Representative will en-
force that legislation which was passed 
by the Congress and was signed by the 
President under an appropriations bill 
last year. 

I make these comments because U.S. 
jobs, U.S. industrial interests ought 
not to be sacrificed for foreign policy 
or for defense policy. Not too long ago, 
when we were anxious to back up the 
Russian economy, we permitted tre-
mendous dumping of steel by Russia in 
the United States. While I am con-
cerned about the stability of the Rus-
sian economy, I am candidly more con-
cerned about the stability of the Penn-
sylvania economy and the U.S. econ-
omy. But fair is fair. When the laws are 
on the books, they ought to be enforced 
and they ought not to be sacrificed for 
collateral U.S. interests on foreign pol-
icy or on defense policy. 

I make these comments with the 
hope that our new Trade Representa-
tive will be a vigorous enforcer of U.S. 
trade laws and that my colleagues will 
consider the legislation, which I will 
introduce later in this session, which 
will provide for that private right of 
action. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays on the nomina-
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 
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There is a sufficient second. 
The question is, Will the Senate ad-

vise and consent to the nomination of 
Robert B. Zoellick to be United States 
Trade Representative? 

The yeas and nays are ordered and 
the clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk called 
the roll. 

Mr. REID. I announce that the Sen-
ator from Louisiana (Mr. BREAUX) and 
the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. INOUYE) 
are necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 98, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 9 Ex.] 
YEAS—98 

Akaka 
Allard 
Allen 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burns 
Byrd 
Campbell 
Cantwell 
Carnahan 
Carper 
Chafee, L. 
Cleland 
Clinton 
Cochran 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corzine 
Craig 
Crapo 
Daschle 
Dayton 
DeWine 
Dodd 
Domenici 
Dorgan 

Durbin 
Edwards 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Fitzgerald 
Frist 
Graham 
Gramm 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Helms 
Hollings 
Hutchinson 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Jeffords 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Lott 
Lugar 

McCain 
McConnell 
Mikulski 
Miller 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Nickles 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Santorum 
Sarbanes 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith (NH) 
Smith (OR) 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Thurmond 
Torricelli 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Wellstone 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—2 

Breaux Inouye 

The nomination was confirmed. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ate will return to legislative session. 
f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST 
Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I have a 

series of unanimous consent requests 
that I will proceed with. I ask unani-
mous consent that at 1 p.m. on Wednes-
day, February 7, the Senate proceed to 
the U.N. dues bill if reported by the 
Foreign Relations Committee, and all 
amendments offered be relevant to the 
subject matter of the bill and cleared 
by both managers. I further ask con-
sent that if the committee has not re-
ported the bill by 1 p.m., it be imme-
diately discharged and the Senate pro-
ceed to its immediate consideration. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Reserving the right 
to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CRAIG. I do not yield. I have an-
other unanimous consent to put us in 
morning business. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-

jection is heard. 
Mr. FEINGOLD. I suggest the ab-

sence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Idaho has the floor. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
now be in a period of morning business 
with Senators speaking for up to 10 
minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

CELEBRATING PRESIDENT 
REAGAN’S 90TH BIRTHDAY 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, this is a re-
markable day in American history. 
Today we celebrate the 90th birthday 
of Ronald Reagan, the 40th President of 
the United States. As a Senate, we 
send to him our heartfelt best wishes 
for his continued recovery from a re-
cent surgery and we thank him for all 
that he has done to make America, the 
Shining City on the Hill. Ronald Regan 
stands in the first rank of freedom’s 
pantheon. Happy Birthday, Mr. Presi-
dent. 

I ask unanimous consent that an ar-
ticle highlighting Ronald Reagan’s 
early journey through politics, Re-
hearsals for the Lead Role, written by 
John Meroney, associate editor of The 
American Enterprise, be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Washington Post, Feb. 4, 2001] 

REHEARSALS FOR A LEAD ROLE 

Ronald Reagan was a liberal, an actor; a 
labor chief, but some unscripted plot twists 
forged a new character 

(By John Meroney) 

HOLLYWOOD.—All day, memories had been 
flooding back to him. Riding home from the 
airport across the west side of L.A., he was 
traveling the same streets he had driven 
years before. Back then he knew the town by 
heart, and used to drive it with the top down 
on his green Cadillac convertible. 

As the car pulled into the residence of 668 
St. Cloud Rd. in Bel Air, the city was begin-
ning to slip into the afternoon dusk. Millions 
of tiny lights would soon fill the L.A. basin, 
a scene he always thought remarkable. And 
looking out across it on that January day 
when he became a private citizen 12 years 
ago, Ronald Reagan knew that had it not 
been for the events of his life in this place, 
he probably never would have been president. 

This week, Ronald Reagan will join John 
Adams and Herbert Hoover as the only presi-

dents to reach the age of 90. An entire gen-
eration knows him only as president or as 
the ailing statesman living in seclusion. 
Even though Reagan was a movie star who 
appeared in 53 motion pictures, and is unique 
among presidents in that so much from his 
early years is preserved on film for posterity, 
that critical part of his life has largely be-
come forgotten history. 

His movies rarely appear on television. 
(During the 1980 presidential campaign, Fed-
eral Communications Commission officials 
banned them from broadcast because they 
asserted it gave him an unfair advantage.) 
Dozens of books have been written about 
him, but the three decades he spent as a 
movie star and labor leader are given scant 
attention in most. 

This is remarkable given that Reagan’s life 
during the 1940s and ’50s was often more dra-
matic than the parts he played. He lived in 
surroundings so compelling that they have 
formed the basis of many great films, such as 
‘‘Chinatown’’ and ‘‘L.A. Confidential.’’ Writ-
ers from Raymond Chandler to James Ellroy 
have for decades carved their stories from 
Reagan’s era in Hollywood. The town was at 
the height of its glamour, and was steeped in 
national political intrigue. And Ronald 
Reagan not only witnessed this, but was a 
central figure to much of it. 

Recently, new details about his life have 
emerged, presenting a more accurate and 
deeper understanding of him. Last fall, 
Nancy Reagan published a collection of doz-
ens of love letters and personal correspond-
ence her husband wrote that reveal a cre-
ative and passionately emotional side to the 
40th president. A collection of 677 scripts for 
radio commentaries that Reagan wrote by 
hand during the 1970s was recently discov-
ered by researchers, and is being published 
this week. They document a man with clear-
ly defined ideas about public policy. 

Still, there persists the caricature of 
Reagan as a B-movie actor who used the tal-
ents he honed on soundstages in Burbank to 
attain high office where he stumbled into the 
end of the Cold War. Even his conservative 
supporters have perpetuated this view. 
Reagan national security adviser Robert 
McFarlane once remarked, ‘‘He knows so lit-
tle and accomplishes so much.’’ 

But a close review of the historical record, 
and recent interviews with those who knew 
Reagan best during the 1940s and ’50s, show a 
man profoundly affected by his experiences 
as a movie star and six-term president of the 
Screen Actors Guild. He emerges as a com-
plex individual who—through what he once 
described as intense ‘‘philosophical com-
bat’’—changed his political ideology. Con-
trary to assertions (which Reagan himself 
often encouraged) that he became a Repub-
lican because the Democratic Party aban-
doned him, Reagan actually went from being 
a staunch liberal who participated in Com-
munist front groups to a stalwart anti-com-
munist because of his firsthand experiences 
dealing with Communist Party members. 

History sometimes reveals the moments 
and incidents that mold and shape our presi-
dents. Most of Ronald Reagan’s occurred 
here. In part, he is simply a man who loved 
(as he called them) ‘‘pictures’’—being in 
them, talking about them and the business 
of making them. But it was a growing obses-
sion with politics that sharply diminished 
his acting career, helped destroy his first 
marriage, and changed his life forever. 

Reagan’s involvement with the Screen Ac-
tors Guild spanned more than a decade, and 
even before he became president of it in 1947 
(a position that paid him no salary or bene-
fits), he immersed himself in its work. He 
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would often speak extemporaneously for ex-
tended periods on the labyrinthine matters 
of the industry workforce, impressing profes-
sional negotiators with his knowledge of 
thorny labor issues. 

The nature of Reagan’s role as labor leader 
isn’t the only part of his life that runs 
counter to the popular perception. In the 
years after his divorce from actress Jane 
Wyman in 1948, Reagan was living a life that 
most who know him best as the 
grandfatherly president would never recog-
nize. Indeed, Reagan was handsome, rich 
(spending in excess of $750 a month on din-
ners and nightclubs) and dating some of the 
most beautiful actresses in the business. 

Hollywood was booming. It was, as David 
Niven once described it, filled with great per-
sonalities, but controlled by arrogant mo-
guls, overcrowded and smelling of despotism, 
nepotism and blacklists. Los Angeles sup-
posedly had more swimming pools and pri-
vate detectives per square mile than any 
other place in the world. 

‘‘THE GIPPER’’ IS BORN 
When Reagan arrived in Hollywood in May 

1937, the country was still in the Depression, 
but L.A. still had a grand style about it. Vir-
tually all of the residences Reagan had here 
still exist, and are largely unchanged. His 
first apartment was at the elegant Art Deco 
Montecito apartment building on Franklin 
Avenue in Hollywood. Today, as one walks 
into the lobby and then the unit that he 
rented, the romance and glamour of the era 
become obvious. 

Barely 12 months later, Reagan’s career 
was in full flourish. By the end of 1938, he 
had already made nine pictures. ‘‘Brother 
Rat,’’ the story of cadets at the Virginia 
Military Institute, is perhaps the best among 
them. More important, he had fallen in love 
with his co-star, Wyman, and they married 
just over a year later. The Warner Bros. pub-
licity machine was churning out press re-
leases touting them as the new all-American 
couple. 

Jack Warner typically knew a good thing 
when he saw it, and from the moment of 
Reagan’s screen test, he took a liking to the 
young man from Dixon, Ill. Now, Reagan 
seemed to be exceeding expectations. For 
years, he had dreamed about making a movie 
based on the life of the legendary Notre 
Dame football star George Gipp, whose 
deathbed words became a rallying cry for the 
Fighting Irish. In his spare time, Reagan 
would make notes about a possible film. And 
when he heard that Warner had given the 
green light to a picture about Notre Dame 
coach Knute Rockne, he saw his chance. 

‘‘I’ve been a great fan of Gipp’s throughout 
his career, and I’ve read just about every-
thing that’s been written on him and Rock-
ne,’’ Reagan told Pat O’Brien, who was 
signed to play Rockne. ‘‘I can play the part. 
I won’t let you down,’’ he pleaded. Studio 
records show that Reagan beat out both 
John Wayne and William Holden for the part 
of Gipp. ‘‘Knute Rockne, All American’’ was 
released in 1940. And the line ‘‘Win one for 
the Gipper’’ eventually became as synony-
mous with a politician as ‘‘I like Ike.’’ 

By the middle of 1941, Reagan was making 
almost $2,000 a week. He and Wyman had 
built a house on Cordell Drive, just above 
Sunset Boulevard, with a sweeping view of 
the city. (Record producer Richard Perry 
lives there now.) And Warners was about to 
release ‘‘Kings Row,’’ a film that it had been 
holding for a year, afraid of how audiences 
might react to its depiction of an idyllic 
small town that turns sinister. Reagan gives 
what is arguably the best performance of his 

career as Drake McHugh, a happy young man 
with a bright future who wakes up after a 
train accident to discover his legs have been 
needlessly amputated. ‘‘Where’s the rest of 
me?!’’ he screams. 

On a hot July day of that year, Wyman 
suggested to SAG Executive Director Jack 
Dales that her husband would be the best 
candidate to fill a vacant alternate position 
on the SAG board of directors. ‘‘I remember 
Jane looked at me and said, ‘My husband 
might be president of SAG one day,’ ’’ Dales 
remembers today. ‘‘Then she added, sort of 
jokingly, ‘Who knows, he might even be 
president of the United States.’ ’’ With that, 
Ronald Reagan’s life began to take a com-
pletely different turn. 

A WITNESS TESTIFIES 
On April 10, 1951, in Room 226 of what is 

now the Cannon House Office Building on 
Capitol Hill, actor Sterling Hayden was 
under oath, describing to members of the 
House Committee on Un-American Activities 
what had caused him to join the Communist 
Party. ‘‘There was something boiling inside 
of me,’’ said Hayden, whose unforgettable 
face made him look like one of the toughest 
characters in all of Hollywood. (Years later, 
he would play the Air Force general who sets 
off nuclear war in ‘‘Dr. Strangelove’’ as well 
as the corrupt police captain in ‘‘The God-
father.’’) 

‘‘I felt reluctant accepting the very lucra-
tive and easy life Hollywood had offered 
me,’’ he said. ‘‘All of it planted a seed: If I 
could do something about the conditions of 
the world, I could probably justify my posi-
tion as an actor. I was appalled at what the 
Communists were telling me. I would get 
propaganda literature, scan it, and then burn 
it up.’’ 

Hayden said he left the Communist Party 
after being convinced it was ultimately 
being directed by Joseph Stalin. ‘‘Joining 
was the stupidest, most ignorant thing I 
have ever done,’’ he said. Hayden said Com-
munists tried to paralyze entertainment in-
dustry labor unions so that all studio work-
ers would eventually be organized under one 
gigantic union controlled by the party itself, 
and he was asked what stopped them. ‘‘They 
ran into Ronald Reagan, who was a one-man 
battalion.’’ 

AN FDR DISCIPLE 
Although he was a captain in the Army, 

Reagan spent most of World War II in Culver 
City, Calif., because his nearsightedness pre-
vented him from being in combat. His re-
sponsibility while stateside was to help ad-
minister the Army Air Forces 1st Motion 
Picture Unit at the Hal Roach Studios, mak-
ing military training and promotional films. 

Making ‘‘This Is the Army,’’ a 1943 musical 
for Warners, and watching Franklin Roo-
sevelt prosecute the war, stirred Reagan’s 
longings to be a part of it. It also increased 
his zeal for the leadership in Washington. 
‘‘Ronnie really idolized FDR,’’ remembers 
Dales. ‘‘I mean, you have to understand, 
Ronald Reagan thought Roosevelt was a true 
savior. And by getting involved with the pol-
itics of the Guild, he heightened his rev-
erence for FDR’s abilities. There’s no ques-
tion that I think he imagined himself having 
a major role in our industry that way.’’ 

Biographer Edmund Morris once inter-
viewed a man in the Signal Corps who en-
countered a distraught Reagan all alone on 
the studio lot just after FDR’s death in 1945. 
‘‘He seemed really stricken, like he had a 
migraine,’’ said Elvin Crawford. ‘‘When he 
looked at me I saw he was in despair. ‘Oh, 
sergeant, I don’t know what’s going to hap-
pen to this country.’ ’’ 

As the celebrations of victory in World 
War II ended, Americans were flush with suc-
cess in practically every area of their lives. 
Some 90 million were going to movies every 
week. And within what seemed like just a 
moment, Hollywood was on the front lines of 
the Cold War. 

THE ERA OF FBI SURVEILLANCE 

Today, the concern about Soviet subver-
sion that gripped the country through the 
late 1940s and ’50s seems odd. After all, the 
Soviet Union had been an ally during World 
War II. But once no less an authority than 
Winston Churchill announced that ‘‘an iron 
curtain has descended’’ across Europe in his 
famous 1946 speech in Fulton, Mo., and he 
warned that the Communist Party was 
‘‘seeking everywhere to obtain totalitarian 
control,’’ Americans began to look at Soviet 
influence in a different light. Washington 
had become aggressive in its efforts to inves-
tigate possible subversion and infiltration 
from elements deemed loyal to Stalin, and 
because films and entertainment reached 
such wide audiences, Hollywood seemed a 
ripe target for propaganda. 

On Capitol Hill, the House Un-American 
Activities Committee (HUAC) convened 
hearings in October 1947, at which Reagan 
testified. Although he cooperated with the 
HUAC, he resented government interference 
in the business he loved, later calling the 
panel (which included another future presi-
dent, Richard Nixon) a ‘‘pretty venal 
bunch.’’ 

The FBI conducted surveillance on thou-
sands of prominent Americans, including 
Reagan. But Reagan was also helping J. 
Edgar Hoover gather information about oth-
ers, and agents first visited him in 1941. 
While most of the information Reagan pro-
vided pertains to possible Communist influ-
ence, the FBI appears to have been inter-
ested in anything politically controversial. 
In 1943, for example, he told an agent about 
a party where anti-Semitic statements were 
made. ‘‘Captain Reagan became highly in-
censed and withdrew from the conversation,’’ 
according to the report contained in Rea-
gan’s partially declassified FBI file. ‘‘He said 
that he almost came to blows’’ with someone 
who had spoken disparagingly about Jews. 

In every war, there is injustice and unfair-
ness, and the Cold War was certainly no dif-
ferent. Careers were sidetracked, others de-
stroyed. Actress Jane Wyatt (TV’s ‘‘Father 
Knows Best’’) is one example of someone who 
was inadvertently caught up in organiza-
tions that eventually turned out to be Com-
munist front groups. Wyatt was blacklisted, 
and in order to work again, she had to pub-
licly criticize the party. 

Director John Huston, who worked at War-
ner Bros. during Reagan’s time there, was 
sympathetic to those on the blacklist. In his 
memoirs of Hollywood published in 1980, he 
wrote: ‘‘There is no doubt in my mind that 
the Communists were out to proselytize, to 
win converts. But there is also no doubt in 
my mind that activity in no way posed a 
threat to national security. The Communists 
I knew were liberals and idealists, and would 
have been appalled at the idea of trying to 
overthrow the United States government.’’ 

HOLLYWOOD HAS NO BLACKLIST 

Part of the journey to understand how this 
backdrop influenced Reagan’s life and even-
tually the presidency takes one to—of all 
people and places—Hugh Hefner and the 
Playboy Mansion. Hefner recalls that in 1960, 
he had heard about a dinner with Reagan and 
Homer Hargrave, a friend of Hefner’s who 
was the son of silent film star Colleen Moore. 
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It came just after Playboy had published a 
favorable story about Charlie Chaplin, who 
was then a stalwart supporter of the Soviet 
Union. ‘‘Thank God for Communism,’’ 
Chaplin said in 1942. ‘‘They say Communism 
may spread all over the world. I say, So 
what?’’ 

In addition, Playboy had also published an 
article about the Academy Awards by 
screenwriter Dalton Trumbo, a member of 
the Communist Party from 1943 to 1948. He 
famously refused to answer questions from 
the House Un-American Activities Com-
mittee and served 10 months in prison in 1947 
for refusing to testify. He rejoined the party 
briefly in 1954. 

Starting in November 1947—in response to 
charges that the industry was infiltrated by 
subversives—the studios adopted an indus-
try-wide policy forbidding the hiring of any-
one suspected of communist sympathies. For 
Trumbo, the blacklist period was a financial 
hardship, but like many on the blacklist, he 
continued to write scripts under pseudo-
nyms. And in 1960, he again began to work 
under his own name when Otto Preminger 
announced he’d hired Trumbo to write the 
script for ‘‘Exodus.’’ 

‘‘When Trumbo wrote his story for us, he 
was just starting to come out of the shad-
ows,’’ remembers Hefner. Reagan and 
Trumbo had both been members of the lib-
eral Hollywood Independent Citizens Com-
mittee of the Arts, Sciences and Professions 
(HICCASP, as Reagan called it, ‘‘pronounced 
like the cough of a dying man’’), later re-
vealed to be secretly supported by the Com-
munist Party. At the dinner, Reagan told 
Hargrave that considering Chaplin and 
Trumbo’s defiant attitudes about com-
munism, he found Hefner’s support for them 
galling. Hargrave mentioned the remark to 
Hefner. 

‘‘When I heard what Reagan said, I wrote 
to him,’’ says Hefner. ‘‘I liked ‘Kings Row’ 
and all that, but I was also unhappy about 
what had happened during the blacklist era. 
And so I told him.’’ 

What Hefner received in response—six 
pages, handwritten on Reagan’s personal sta-
tionery—is, perhaps, a more precise ren-
dering of the former president’s personal and 
ideological transformation than has ever ap-
peared in the legion of books and articles 
written about him. It surfaces very briefly in 
Morris’s book on Reagan, but until now the 
1960 letter has never been published in its en-
tirety. 

JULY 4. 
DEAR MR. HEFNER: I’ve been a long time 

answering your letter of May 13 and my se-
lection of—The 4th—as an answering date is 
coincidence plus the fact that Holidays are— 
free time—days around our house: 

Your letter has been very much on my 
mind and I question whether I can answer in 
a way that will make sense to you. First be-
cause I once thought exactly as you think, 
and second because no one could have 
changed my thinking (and some tried). It 
took seven months of meeting communists 
and communist influenced people across a 
table in almost daily sessions while pickets 
rioted in front of studio gates, homes were 
bombed and a great industry almost ground 
to a halt. 

You expressed lack of knowledge about my 
views, political back ground etc. Because so 
much doubt has been cast on ‘‘anti-com-
munist,’’ inspired by the radicalism of ex-
tremists who saw ‘‘Reds’’ under every 
‘‘cause,’’ I feel I should reveal where I have 
stood and now stand. 

My first four votes were cast for F.D.R., 
my fifth for Harry Truman. Following World 

War II my interest in liberalism and my fear 
of ‘‘neo-fascism’’ led to my serving on the 
board of directors of an organization later 
exposed as a ‘‘Communist Front,’’ namely 
the ‘‘Hollywood Independent Citizens Comm. 
of the Arts, Sciences & Professions’’! Inci-
dentally Mr. Trumbo was also on that board. 

Now you might ask who exposed this orga-
nization as a ‘‘Front’’? It was no crusading 
committee of Congress, the D.A.R. or the 
American Legion. A small group of board 
members disturbed by the things being done 
in the organization’s name introduced to 
their fellow board members a mild statement 
approving our Dem. system and free enter-
prise economy and repudiating communism 
as a desirable form of govt. for this country. 
The suggestion was that by adopting such a 
policy statement the board would reassure 
our membership we were liberal but not a 
‘‘front.’’ The small group who introduced 
this measure were such ‘‘witch hunters’’ as 
James Roosevelt, Dore Schary, Don Hart-
man, Olivia de Havilland, Johnny Green & 
myself. 

Leaders of the opposition to our statement 
included Dalton Trumbo, John Howard 
Lawson and a number of others who have 
since attained some fame for their refusal to 
answer questions. I remember one of their 
group reciting the Soviet Constitution to 
prove ‘‘Russia was more Democratic than 
the U.S.’’ Another said if America continued 
her imperialist policy and as a result wound 
up in a war with Russia he would be on the 
side of Russia against the U.S. We suggested 
this ‘‘policy statement’’ was perhaps a mat-
ter for the whole organization to decide—not 
just the board. We were told the membership 
was ‘‘not politically sophisticated enough to 
make such a decision.’’ 

When we resigned the organization went 
out of existence only to reappear later 
(minus us) as ‘‘Independent Citizens Com-
mittee of the Arts, Sciences & Prof.’’ in sup-
port of Henry Wallace and the Progressive 
Party. 

The ‘‘seven months’’ of meetings I men-
tioned in the first paragraph or two refers to 
the jurisdictional strike in the Motion Pic. 
business. There are volumes of documentary 
evidence, testimony of former communists 
etc. that this whole affair was under the 
leadership of Harry Bridges and was aimed at 
an ultimate organizing of everyone in the 
picture business within Mr. Bridges long-
shoreman’s union. 

Now none of what I’ve said answers your 
argument that ‘‘freedom of speech means 
freedom to disagree,’’ does it? Here begins 
my difficulty. How can I put down in less 
than ‘‘book form’’ the countless hours of 
meetings, the honest attempts at com-
promise, the trying to meet dishonesty, lies 
and cheating with conduct bound by rules of 
fair play? How can I make you understand 
that my feeling now is not prejudice born of 
this struggle but is realization supported by 
incontrovertible evidence that the American 
Communist is in truth a member of a ‘‘Rus-
sian American Bund’’ owing his first alle-
giance to a foreign power? 

I, like you, will defend the right of any 
American to openly practise & preach any 
political philosophy from monarchy to anar-
chy. But this is not the case with regard to 
the communist. He is bound by party dis-
cipline to deny he is a communist so that he 
can by subversion & stealth infuse on an un-
willing people the rule of the International 
Communist Party which is in fact the govt. 
of Soviet Russia. I say to you that any man 
still or now a member of the ‘‘party’’ was a 
man who looked upon the death of American 

soldiers in Korea as a victory for his side. 
For proof of this I refer you to some of the 
ex-communists who fled the party at that 
time & for that reason, including some of 
Mr. Trumbo’s companions of the ‘‘Unfriendly 
10.’’ 

Hollywood has no blacklist, Hollywood 
does have a list handed to it by millions of 
‘‘movie goers’’ who have said ‘‘we don’t want 
and will not pay to see pictures made by or 
with these people we consider traitors.’’ On 
this list were many names of people we in 
Hollywood felt were wrongly suspect. I per-
sonally served on a committee that suc-
ceeded in clearing these people. Today any 
person who feels he is a victim of discrimina-
tion because of his political beliefs can avail 
himself of machinery to solve this problem. 

I must ask you as a publisher, aside from 
any questions of political philosophy, should 
a film producer be accused of bigotry for not 
hiring an artist when the customers for his 
product have labeled the artist ‘‘poor box of-
fice,’’ regardless of the cause? 

I realize I’ve presented my case poorly due 
to the limitations of pen & paper so may I 
ask one favor? Will you call the F.B.I. there 
in Chi. ask for the anti-communist detail, 
then tell him of our correspondence (show 
him my letter if you like) and ask his views 
on this subject of communism as a political 
belief or a fifth column device of Russia. 

Now my apologies for having taken so long 
in answering your letter and my apprecia-
tion for your having taken the time to write 
in the first place. 

Sincerely, 
RONALD REAGAN. 

I asked Hefner whether he took Reagan’s 
advice. ‘‘Growing up,’’ he answered, ‘‘FBI 
agents were my heroes. I saw Cagney in ‘G- 
Men’ when I was a kid. But by the ’50s I had 
already had visits from them, and they had 
harassed my ex-wife. So to say that Reagan’s 
suggestion fell on deaf ears is an understate-
ment.’’ 

STANDING UP AGAINST COMMUNISM 
A scene from 1946, once recounted by 

Reagan: The setting is the posh residence of 
a top star, a meeting of the HICCASP. 
Reagan is running late, and arrives to grab a 
seat next to MGM studio head Dore Schary. 

‘‘Lots of people here I didn’t think I’d see,’’ 
he says. 

‘‘Stick around,’’ answers Schary. 
FDR’s son James stands to propose adopt-

ing a statement denouncing communism and 
the Soviet state. ‘‘I was amazed at the reac-
tion,’’ remembered Reagan. One musician 
stands to assert that the Soviet constitution 
is superior to the American one. A screen-
writer says he’d volunteer for Russia if war 
between it and the United States ever broke 
out. ‘‘I decided that an Irishman couldn’t 
stay out, and took the floor and endorsed 
what Roosevelt said.’’ Pandemonium. 
Reagan recalled one woman having a heart 
attack. 

The meeting breaks up. Schary tells 
Reagan, ‘‘We’re meeting up at Olivia de 
Havilland’s apartment.’’ 

Reagan goes over to find about a dozen 
HICCASP members celebrating how they’d 
just smoked out the Communists. 

Reagan is looking at de Havilland, grin-
ning. 

‘‘What’s so funny?’’ she asks him. 
‘‘Nothing,’’ he says, ‘‘except I thought you 

were one.’’ 
She looks at him, smiling, ‘‘I thought you 

were one. Until tonight, that is.’’ 
RIVAL UNIONS 

Aside from Dales, the man Reagan worked 
mostly closely with during his days as SAG 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:44 Feb 28, 2007 Jkt 029102 PO 00000 Frm 00031 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR01\S06FE1.001 S06FE1er
jo

ne
s 

on
 P

R
O

D
P

C
74

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE1354 February 6, 2001 
president, it was Roy Brewer. An FDR New 
Dealer, Brewer had grown up in Grand Is-
land, Neb., and at age 19, as a projectionist 
at the Capital Theater, ran the 1927 version 
of ‘‘The Jazz Singer,’’ all 15 reels of it. 

Brewer became a top labor official in Ne-
braska, and rose quickly to prominence in 
the International Alliance of Theatrical and 
Stage Employees (IATSE), part of the Amer-
ican Federation of Labor. When he arrived in 
Hollywood in 1945 on a mission to mediate 
what appeared to be a jurisdictional strike, 
he walked into a dispute between his IATSE 
members and a rival labor group, the Con-
ference of Studio Unions, headed by Herbert 
Sorrell. What he also discovered was an in-
dustry that during the war had attracted a 
wide variety of characters—some who 
thought Hollywood was their ticket to fame 
and fortune, and a very small minority who 
were pushing political agendas. 

Reagan was initially on the side of the 
strikers, but after he became convinced that 
the real objectives of those behind the strike 
were detrimental to the industry, he became 
a fast ally with Brewer. The two were soon 
confidants, and were featured together in 
Fortune magazine as two of the most influ-
ential figures in the business. By 1948, 
Reagan and Brewer were co-chairing the Hol-
lywood campaign for Harry S Truman’s re-
election. 

Reagan and Brewer believed Sorrell’s 
group was trying to force the entire film 
community to accept an industry-wide union 
headed by Harry Bridges, leader of the Inter-
national Longshore and Warehouse Union, 
who had attained fame from organizing the 
San Francisco waterfront strike of 1934. 
Records that have emerged since the end of 
the Cold War seem to support this claim, and 
also show that Bridges was a Communist 
Party member. 

‘‘Ronnie and I saw that the way things 
were going, it would be impossible for the 
studios to produce any movies at all,’’ Brew-
er says today. Historians on both sides of the 
political spectrum now estimate there were 
approximately 300 party members in Holly-
wood during this era, and some of them have 
since admitted that while a concerted effort 
was underway to insert propaganda into 
films, the more important immediate goal 
was to seize control of the unions because 
they held the financial keys to all of the in-
dustry. 

Reagan’s increasing involvement in the af-
fairs of the industry seemed to come at great 
personal cost. Threats were made against his 
life, and Warner’s issued him a .32, which he 
began wearing in a shoulder holster. 

A union transcript of a divisive SAG meet-
ing late one night at the Knickerbocker 
Hotel during October 1946 shows Reagan ag-
gressively confronting rival union organizer 
Sorrell: 

‘‘I have had to have guards for my kids be-
cause I got telephone warnings about what 
would happen to me because of my activities 
in trying to settle this strike. 

‘‘Now, smile. I don’t know where the tele-
phone calls came from. I know I took them 
seriously and I have been looking over my 
shoulder when I go down the street. Now, I 
know there are people from both sides in the 
hospital. I know it has been a vicious and de-
plorable thing in our business. I have never 
given up for one minute trying for peace, be-
cause I believed if the two factions wanted 
peace, there must be a grounds upon which 
they can meet. . . . 

‘‘Herb, as far as I’m concerned, you have 
shown here tonight that you intend to welsh 
on your statement of two nights ago [about 

settling the strike], and as far as I am con-
cerned, you do not want peace in the motion 
picture industry.’’ 

Those who would know Reagan later in life 
say these experiences shaped his presidency, 
and eventually the way he approached the 
Soviets. ‘‘That era was a major influence on 
him,’’ says Edwin Meese, attorney general 
under Reagan. ‘‘He said it gave him a good 
sense of the tactics used by the Communist 
Party, and a sense for their methods of sub-
version. There’s no question it was pivotal.’’ 

But it was also devastating to his mar-
riage. In early 1948, Wyman sued him for di-
vorce, complaining that her husband’s life 
revolved around the union. His discussions 
‘‘were far above me,’’ and ‘‘there was nothing 
left to sustain our marriage.’’ 

Said Reagan: ‘‘Perhaps I should have let 
someone else save the whole world and saved 
my own home.’’ 

MOVING ON 
By the early 1950s, with the back of the 

Communist Party in Hollywood now essen-
tially broken, Reagan found that securing 
work for former Communists and others who 
were innocently caught up in the blacklist 
was one of the responsibilities of his volun-
teer job. Along with Brewer and Dales, 
Reagan would vouch for actors and others in 
the industry who publicly broke ranks with 
the party. 

It was this role that partly accounted for 
his first substantive meeting with actress 
Nancy Davis in 1949. Of course, Reagan was 
an eligible bachelor, and Nancy knew it. 

But she also wanted Reagan to protect her, 
and make sure industry leaders knew she 
wasn’t politically controversial. ‘‘I told her 
director, Mervyn LeRoy, that I’d take care 
of it—having made the switch from Ronald 
Reagan, actor, regretfully to Ronald Reagan, 
SAG president,’’ he once wrote. Davis herself 
tried to make sure that politics never jeop-
ardized her career, and became a member of 
the Guild’s board of directors in August 1950, 
a position she would keep for more than a 
decade. The Reagans’ first real date, though, 
is now the stuff of legend. It began with both 
of them saying they needed to be home early 
and ended sometime after 3 a.m. In 1952, they 
married. 

Shortly thereafter, Reagan, who had a 
ranch at the beach, landed his first position 
in public office: honorary mayor of Malibu 
Lake. Within hours, California car dealer 
Holmes Tuttle came calling, saying he and 
others were prepared to back Reagan for the 
U.S. Senate. On that occasion, Reagan 
turned him down. 

Hollywood has remained a constant in 
Ronald Reagan’s life since the day he arrived 
here in 1937. Often it appears in the most cu-
rious ways. Screenwriter and producer Doug-
las Morrow once tried to find Reagan a role 
when no one else seemed to be offering one. 
Years later, in 1979, Morrow, who had con-
nections in the aerospace industry, arranged 
for Reagan to make a secret visit to the 
North American Defense Command head-
quarters deep in the mountains of Colorado. 
Seeing firsthand that the United States had 
no defenses against nuclear strikes moved 
him, and stoked his fire for a missile defense 
system. 

When Washington conservatives were nerv-
ous about President Reagan giving away the 
store to the Soviets at Reykjavik, and sent 
Lyn Nofziger in to urge him to be cautious 
and remain stalwart, Reagan responded: 
‘‘Don’t worry. I still have the scars on my 
back from fighting the communists in Holly-
wood.’’ 

HOLLYWOOD’S GUIDING LIGHTS 
When he came back from Washington, 

Reagan was approached about possibly re-

turning to films for a special cameo, but al-
ways politely declined the overtures. 

Reagan’s personal office now overlooks the 
20th Century Fox studios, and is in a build-
ing that has served as the site for numerous 
films. A parade of dignitaries from Gorba-
chev to Thatcher has visited him there, but 
Reagan always seemed to especially relish 
the industry people who would appear at his 
door. 

On Tuesday, in a house high above the 
city, Nancy Reagan will mark her husband’s 
90th birthday with him, without fanfare. And 
perhaps, at the end of it, as the sun goes 
down and the lights of the City of the Angels 
come up, Ronald Reagan will have a fleeting 
glance of the town where an American presi-
dent found his destiny. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, today, 
we celebrate the birthday of a giant, 
Ronald Reagan. America is indebted to 
President Reagan for reviving our na-
tional spirit and ensuring that we pre-
vailed in that ‘‘long twilight struggle’’ 
against soviet totalitarianism. His 
leadership not only revitalized our 
economy, but gave us a rebirth of pa-
triotism and national greatness. 

My fellow Vietnam Prisoners of War 
share a special affection for Ronald 
Reagan. Word of his steadfastness 
against aggression even reached us in 
our cells thousands of miles away from 
freedom. When we were released, he be-
friended and supported us. He under-
stood and appreciated the ‘‘noble 
cause’’ for which so many brave Ameri-
cans made the ultimate sacrifice. 

Today, America enjoys unprece-
dented peace and prosperity largely 
due to the policies of Ronald Reagan. 
So, to celebrate your 90th birthday, we 
salute you President Reagan, a brave 
soldier in the battle for freedom. 

Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. Mr. 
President, I rise today to recognize and 
celebrate the 90th birthday of our 40th 
President, Ronald Wilson Reagan. 

It is ironic that today this body is de-
bating the merits of a tax cut. Almost 
twenty years ago, President Reagan in-
troduced and helped to pass the largest 
tax cut in our Nation’s history. Nearly 
two decades later, we are still enjoying 
the economic benefits of that tax cut. 
Our economy has had real growth 
every year since 1982, with the excep-
tion of a tiny 1.2 percent dip in 1991. 

Thanks to President Reagan’s tax 
cut, we have experienced by far the 
longest run of economic growth in 
American history. 

President Reagan’s main reason for 
supporting tax relief was not to provide 
an economic stimulus, although that 
was an inevitable result. His main rea-
son was to promote freedom. Freedom 
from the heavy hand of Government. 
Freedom to spend one’s own hard 
earned money on whatever one wanted. 

Back in our country’s colonial days, 
the colonists would tar and feather tax 
collectors because they had to pay 
around one percent of their wages. One 
percent! The famous Boston Tea Party 
was another way that our forefathers 
protested a relatively small, by our 
modern standards, tax increase. 
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But by 1980, our highest tax rate was 

an enormous 70 percent! 
President Reagan understood that 

such a tax rate was indefensible. It was 
unjust, oppressive and against every-
thing for which our Nation stands. He 
supported and got a 25 percent across 
the board tax cut. He knew that the 
American people, not the American 
Government, knew best how to spend 
their own money. Pretty revolutionary 
thinking. 

President Reagan also took office at 
the height of Communist expansion 
around the world. 

The Soviet Union had just invaded 
Afghanistan. Southeast Asia was still 
experiencing the dreadful repercussions 
of Pol Pot. Communist insurgents were 
wreaking havoc all over Central Amer-
ica. The embryonic Solidarity move-
ment in Poland was being brutally re-
pressed. The voice of Democracy was 
being stifled around the globe. Our own 
armed forces were in a shambles, both 
in terms of morale and military readi-
ness. 

But our President did not waver. He 
knew that as the most visible leader of 
the Free World, he must stand up for 
freedom and democracy. And despite 
facing strong opposition, at home and 
abroad, from those who considered the 
dominance of the Soviet Union to be 
inevitable, President Reagan stood up 
and helped change the course of his-
tory. 

It was his military buildup that 
showed the Soviet Union that we 
meant business. He knew that the 
Communists could not withstand an 
arms race. He knew that eventually 
the voices of freedom would drown out 
the nightmarish cries of Communist re-
gimes. 

He knew that our country’s char-
acter, dedication, industriousness and 
resolve would push the Soviet Empire 
into the abyss. All our Nation needed 
was a leader. And because of his vision-
ary leadership, the Berlin Wall came 
crumbling down, democracy spread 
across Eastern Europe and the Soviet 
Union collapsed. Today millions of Eu-
ropeans view President Reagan as their 
liberator, and our economy has been 
further helped along because of the 
‘‘peace dividend.’’ 

President Reagan was known as the 
‘‘Great Communicator.’’ Sometimes 
this was used as a derisive term 
against him, as though the only reason 
ordinary Americans liked and trusted 
him was because the former actor had 
somehow pulled the wool over their 
eyes. 

Nothing could be further from the 
truth. 

The American people saw an uncom-
plicated man, much like themselves, 
who held the same traditional values 
as they did. They saw a man who per-
sonified class. They saw a man who led 
by example, a man who never took off 
his jacket in the Oval Office because he 

held The People’s sacred trust in such 
high esteem. Most important of all, 
they saw a man who trusted them to 
run their own lives. 

No wonder the American people love 
Ronald Reagan. No wonder we elected 
him twice by overwhelming margins. 
He proved to everyone, at home and 
abroad, that ‘‘Government is not the 
solution—Government is the problem.’’ 
He gave us hope for the future. He gave 
us hope for our country. He gave us 
hope in ourselves. 

He told us that it was ‘‘morning in 
America’’ again and that our great Na-
tion is a ‘‘shining city on the hill.’’ 

Although President Reagan’s voice 
has been silenced by Alzheimer’s, we 
can still hear the echoes of freedom 
ringing from his writings and his presi-
dency. 

We can still pay homage to his deeds 
by recognizing the woman behind the 
man, his wife, Nancy. Mrs. Reagan, we 
salute you. 

Today we honor the life and leader-
ship of Ronald Wilson Reagan. Without 
his shining example, our country, and 
our world, would be a much darker 
place. 

Happy Birthday Mr. President! 
f 

ONLINE ACCESS TO 
CONGRESSIONAL DOCUMENTS 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to join today with Senator 
MCCAIN to introduce a Senate resolu-
tion to provide Internet Access to im-
portant Congressional documents. 

Our bipartisan resolution makes cer-
tain Congressional Research Service 
products, lobbyist disclosure reports 
and Senate gift disclosure reports 
available over the Internet to the 
American people. 

The Congressional Research Service, 
CRS, has a well-known reputation for 
producing high-quality reports and in-
formation briefs that are unbiased, 
concise, and accurate. The taxpayers of 
this country, who pay $67 million a 
year to fund the CRS, deserve speedy 
access to these public resources and 
have a right to see that their money is 
being spent well. 

The goal of our legislation is to allow 
every citizen the same access to the 
wealth of CRS information as a Mem-
ber of Congress enjoys today. CRS per-
forms invaluable research and produces 
first-rate reports on hundreds of topics. 
American taxpayers have every right 
to direct access to these wonderful re-
sources. 

Online CRS reports will serve an im-
portant role in informing the public. 
Members of the public will be able to 
read these CRS products and receive a 
concise, accurate summary of the 
issues before the Congress. As elected 
representatives, we should do what we 
can to promote an informed, educated 
public. The educated voter is best able 
to make decisions and petition us to do 
the right things here in Congress. 

Our legislation follows the model on-
line CRS program in the House of Rep-
resentatives and ensures that private 
CRS products will remain protected by 
giving the CRS Director the authority 
to hold back any products that are 
deemed confidential. Moreover, the Di-
rector may protect the identity of CRS 
researchers and any copyrighted mate-
rial. We can do both—protect confiden-
tial material and empower our citizens 
through electronic access to invaluable 
CRS products. 

In addition, the bipartisan resolution 
would provide public online access to 
lobbyist reports and gift disclosure 
forms. At present, these public records 
are available in the Senate Office of 
Public Records in Room 232 of the Hart 
Building. As a practical matter, these 
public records are accessible only to 
those inside the Beltway. 

I applaud the Office of Public 
Records for recently making techno-
logical history in the Senate by pro-
viding for lobbying registrations 
through the Internet. The next step is 
to provide the completed lobbyist dis-
closure reports on the Internet for all 
Americans to see. 

The Internet offers us a unique op-
portunity to allow the American people 
to have everyday access to this public 
information. Our bipartisan legislation 
would harness the power of the Infor-
mation Age to allow average citizens 
to see these public records of the Sen-
ate in their official form, in context 
and without editorial comment. All 
Americans should have timely access 
to the information that we already 
have voted to give them. 

And all of these reports are indeed 
‘‘public’’ for those who can afford to 
hire a lawyer or lobbyist or who can af-
ford to travel to Washington to come 
to the Office of Public Records in the 
Hart Building and read them. That is 
not very public. That does not do very 
much for the average voter in Vermont 
or the rest of this country outside of 
easy reach of Washington. That does 
not meet the spirit in which we voted 
to make these materials public, when 
we voted ‘‘disclosure’’ laws. 

We can do better, and this resolution 
does better. Any citizen in any corner 
of this country with access to a com-
puter at home or the office or at the 
public library will be able to get on the 
Internet and get these important Con-
gressional documents under our resolu-
tion. It allows individual citizens to 
check the facts, to make comparisons, 
and to make up their own minds. 

I commend the Senior Senator from 
Arizona for his leadership on opening 
public access to Congressional docu-
ments. I share his desire for the Amer-
ican people to have electronic access to 
many more Congressional resources. I 
look forward to working with him in 
the days to let the information age 
open up the halls of Congress to all our 
citizens. 
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As Thomas Jefferson wrote, ‘‘Infor-

mation is the currency of democracy.’’ 
Our democracy is stronger if all citi-
zens have equal access to at least that 
type of currency, and that is something 
which Members on both sides of the 
aisle can celebrate and join in. 

This bipartisan resolution is an im-
portant step in informing and empow-
ering American citizens. I urge my col-
leagues to join us in supporting this 
legislation to make available useful 
Congressional information to the 
American people. 

f 

NONPROLIFERATION REPORT 
CARD 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss a recent report re-
leased by The Russia Task Force enti-
tled ‘‘A Report Card on the Depart-
ment of Energy’s Nonproliferation Pro-
grams with Russia.’’ This bipartisan 
Task Force was co-chaired by Lloyd 
Cutler and Howard Baker. The report 
concludes that proliferation of weapons 
of mass destruction or weapons-usable 
material is ‘‘the most urgent unmet 
national security threat for the United 
States today.’’ 

This conclusion restates similar con-
clusions of other reports and analyses 
done over the past several years. The 
book Avoiding Nuclear Anarchy pub-
lished in 1996 drew a similar conclu-
sion. A January 2000 Center for Stra-
tegic and International Study report, 
‘‘Managing the Global Nuclear Mate-
rials Threat’’ provided a concise anal-
ysis and numerous policy recommenda-
tions of this ‘‘most devastating secu-
rity threat.’’ 

The U.S. response has not been and 
still is not commensurate to the 
threat. 

The Cooperative Threat Reduction 
programs have achieved much and con-
tributed greatly to U.S. security. Still 
there is always room for innovative ap-
proaches to remaining issues and faster 
progress. 

The Department of Energy pro-
grams—from Materials Protection, 
Control and Accounting to the Initia-
tives for Proliferation Prevention— 
have also enhanced U.S. security. But 
their work is not even close to com-
plete, and a ‘‘clear and present danger’’ 
looms. 

I have repeatedly suggested that we 
have a very simple choice: we can ei-
ther spend money to reduce the threat 
or spend more money in the future to 
defend ourselves. I am a strong believer 
that threat reduction is now under-
funded and is the first-best approach in 
this case. 

The report estimated the cost at $30 
billion to be provided not only from the 
U.S. budget, but also by Russia and 
other countries. The national security 
benefits to U.S. citizens from securing 
80,000 nuclear weapons and potential 
nuclear weapons would constitute the 

highest return on investment of any 
current national security program. 

How do we get there? One rec-
ommendation of the report is the dire 
need for a White House-level non-
proliferation czar. Not just the Depart-
ment of Energy and the Defense De-
partment are involved in Russia. We 
have a number of federal agencies chip-
ping away at specific, isolated aspects 
of the problem. 

But we do not have a coherent, inte-
grated agenda. Overlaps and shortfalls 
exist. But no one person—with budg-
etary responsibility and requisite au-
thority—can view the spectrum and 
identify the gaps, remedy inter-agency 
turf battles and bring the necessary co-
ordination to get the job done effi-
ciently and quickly. 

A nonproliferation czar should be 
given access to the President and the 
necessary budgetary powers. This per-
son should be charged with formulating 
a cohesive strategy. This would allow 
us to coordinate and streamline our ef-
forts. This person would identify which 
programs are ripe for more resources 
and which ones are already adequate to 
address the immediate need. 

The Nunn-Lugar-Domenici legisla-
tion enacted in 1996 required that such 
a nonproliferation czar be put in place. 
Also, Section 3174 of the FY2001 De-
fense Authorization bill expressed 
again Congressional will to have one 
person accountable for our non-
proliferation efforts. The Clinton Ad-
ministration refused to adhere to the 
statute and repeatedly ignored other 
Congressional attempts to address the 
coordination problem. Other Commis-
sions have also recommended this rem-
edy in the past to no avail. I am hope-
ful that the national security team 
within the new Administration will see 
the merits of this recommendation and 
act on it soon. 

The Task Force also offered several 
other important insights and rec-
ommendations. These included: 

The threat today arises from Russia’s 
weakened ability to secure its nuclear arse-
nal. Contributing factors include, delays in 
paying those who guard nuclear facilities, 
breakdown in command structures and inad-
equate budgets for stockpile protection. 

I would go even further than that. I 
believe that it’s the economics that 
drives many of the threats and areas of 
potential conflict that the U.S. faces 
with Russia today. They sell nuclear 
technologies to Iran not because they 
like the Iranians and want to snub the 
Americans. The Russians are also 
aware that Iran could present a threat 
should it acquire the requisite nuclear 
and ballistic missile capabilities. How-
ever, the Russian decision is driven by 
economics—not by ideology, not by 
historical ties, but by necessity. If we 
don’t attempt to address the under-
lying economics of the situation, co-
operation with Iran may continue and 
many other programs may eventually 
fail. 

The President should develop a strategic 
plan, consulting Congress and cooperating 
with the Russian Federation, to secure all 
weapons-usable material located in Russia, 
and to prevent the outflow of weapons of 
mass destruction-related scientific expertise. 

We can only move so fast as the Rus-
sians allow. We can only achieve suffi-
cient transparency and get access so 
long as Russia agrees. However, I be-
lieve several existing programs, such as 
the Plutonium Disposition Agreement, 
have demonstrated that a serious U.S. 
commitment, especially in financial 
terms, is exactly the appropriate incen-
tive to get action. 

Repeatedly, however, our non-
proliferation programs with Russia are 
in a Catch-22 situation. Congress will 
not adequately fund them until they 
demonstrate success. A trickle at the 
tap is insufficient to persuade Russians 
of the seriousness of our intent. So, the 
U.S. programs stumble along unable to 
achieve the gains necessary because 
the Russians are reticent to play ball. 
And, in turn, Congress becomes even 
more leery of providing any funding at 
all in light of the meager gains. It’s in 
our immediate national security inter-
est to remedy this situation. 

The plan should review existing programs, 
identifying specific goals and measurable ob-
jectives for each program, as well as pro-
viding criteria for success and an exit strat-
egy. 

It would be reasonable to propose 
that one plan be geared toward ad-
dressing the fundamental linkages be-
tween economic and social instability 
in Russia and specific proliferation 
threats. Without addressing the rela-
tionship of Russians’ economic situa-
tion to a decaying nuclear command 
and control infrastructure, threats of 
diversion from within, rather than 
from outside, the weapons complex, 
and many other tight relationships, we 
will fail to prevent proliferation. 

The report envisions an 8–10 year 
time-frame. At that point, Russia will 
hopefully be in a position to take over 
any remaining work. 

In the next decade we could elimi-
nate the greatest security challenge we 
currently face. Inaction will only drive 
up costs to defend ourselves against 
unknowables that we could have 
squelched had we had greater foresight. 

I believe President Bush and his team 
have foresight. President Bush repeat-
edly mentioned the importance of 
these programs as an integral part of 
his national security strategy. 

To quote our new National Security 
Advisor, Condoleezza Rice: 

American security is threatened less by 
Russia’s strength than by its weakness and 
incoherence. This suggests immediate atten-
tion to the safety and security of Moscow’s 
nuclear forces and stockpile. 

I believe this recent report reiterates 
this clear fact and sets forth several 
very important policy recommenda-
tions for tackling this challenge. I look 
forward to working with the new Ad-
ministration to ensure that a decade 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 1357 February 6, 2001 
from now we have protected U.S. citi-
zens from this proliferation threat and 
secured a more peaceful future. 

f 

RETIREMENT OF THE HONORABLE 
BUD SHUSTER 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I have 
sought recognition today to honor my 
colleague, Congressman Bud Shuster, 
who retired from Congress last week 
after serving fifteen terms in the 
United States House of Representa-
tives. I am grateful to have had the op-
portunity to serve with Congressman 
Shuster since 1981, when I first came to 
the United States Senate. Bud Shuster 
has worked tirelessly on behalf of his 
constituents in the 9th Congressional 
District of Pennsylvania, the entire 
state, and the nation. 

During his time in office, Congress-
man Shuster consistently reached 
across party lines to work with his col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle to 
pass some of the most important public 
works bills in our nation’s history. 
Over the years he built up a remark-
able level of clout in Congress, afford-
ing him a great deal of success in en-
acting his legislative priorities. 

The name Bud Shuster is synony-
mous with transportation, and I have 
worked closely with Congressman Shu-
ster on a number of transportation 
challenges facing Pennsylvania and the 
nation, including the ISTEA and TEA– 
21 highway authorization bills, the ef-
fort to take the highway trust fund off- 
budget, and the AIR–21 airport author-
ization bill. As Chairman of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, he brought a level of insight 
and tenacity into infrastructure, high-
ways and airports that was really re-
markable. Congressman Shuster’s ex-
pertise in the field of transportation 
and public works projects was second 
to none, and I valued his advice and 
counsel on a number of issues over the 
years. 

Few may know that Congressman 
Shuster graduated Phi Beta Kappa 
from the University of Pittsburgh, 
holds an MBA from Duquesne Univer-
sity and a Ph.D. in business from the 
American University. While these aca-
demic accomplishments have suited 
him well in his role as a legislator, 
they have also served him in his role as 
an accomplished author, penning two 
acclaimed novels about life in small- 
town Pennsylvania. 

Bud Shuster’s legislative skill and al-
most thirty years of dedicated service 
to his constituency will be sorely 
missed in Pennsylvania and in Amer-
ica. We will be hard pressed to replace 
such a distinguished public servant and 
I wish him the best of luck in his fu-
ture. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF ALAN CRANSTON 
Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, it is 

an honor for me to pay tribute to my 

former Senate colleague Alan Cran-
ston. With Senator Cranston’s passing, 
we lost a gifted leader, a shrewd politi-
cian and a dedicated reformer. It 
seemed significant that Senator Cran-
ston passed away on New Year’s Eve 
2000 because his life encompassed, lit-
erally, the 20th century. He was born 
the year World War I began, grew up 
during the Depression, covered the rise 
of fascism in Europe as a foreign cor-
respondent and led the fight for a nu-
clear arms freeze during the Cold War. 
He called luminaries of the age among 
his friends, most notably Albert Ein-
stein. Alan Cranston arrived in the 
Senate shortly after I did and we 
served together for 24 years until his 
retirement in 1993. We even hit the 
Presidential campaign trail together, 
both running for the White House on 
the Democratic ticket in 1984. 

Those of us who served with Senator 
Cranston will remember the tally 
sheets he carried around to count 
votes. We will also remember the tal-
ent he had for carefully preserving his 
own liberal ideologies while working 
effectively with those on the opposite 
end of the political spectrum. He may 
have offended some with his push for 
disarmament, but more often than not 
he disarmed them with his own friend-
ly manner. Senator Cranston left an in-
delible mark on environmental, civil 
rights and global security policy. His 
legacies are the Global Security Insti-
tute, his accomplishments as a U.S. 
Senator and his dedication to the peo-
ple of California. He will be missed, but 
a political giant like Alan Cranston 
will not be forgotten. 

f 

RURAL AMERICA NEEDS 
COMPETITION 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, on 
Monday, January 22, I introduced S. 
142, the Rural America Needs Competi-
tion to Help Every Rancher Act, legis-
lation to prohibit meatpackers from 
owning livestock prior to slaughter. 
My bill enjoys bipartisan support from 
Republican Senators CHUCK GRASSLEY 
of Iowa and CRAIG THOMAS of Wyoming. 
Senator TOM DASCHLE cosponsored my 
bill, as well. We believe this proposal 
will help restore a competitive bidding 
process to the cash slaughter-livestock 
marketplace by strengthening the 
Packers and Stockyards Act of 1921. 

The growing, unabated trend of agri-
business consolidation and concentra-
tion—a problem really sweeping across 
this entire nation—is one of the prime 
concerns of South Dakota family farm-
ers and ranchers. However, concern 
about meatpacker concentration is not 
new in the United States. Newspaper 
cartoons in the 1880s depicted compa-
nies that forced the pooling of live-
stock prior to any purchase agreement 
as counterproductive ‘‘beef trusts,’’ en-
gaging in discriminatory pricing be-
havior. In 1917, President Woodrow Wil-

son directed the Federal Trade Com-
mission (FTC) to investigate 
meatpackers to determine if they were 
leveraging too much power over the 
marketplace. 

As a result, the FTC released a report 
in 1919 stating that the ‘‘Big 5’’ 
meatpackers at that time (Armour, 
Swift, Morris, Wilson, and Cudahy) 
dominated the market with ‘‘monopo-
listic control of the American meat in-
dustry.’’ The FTC also found these 
meatpackers owned stockyards, rail 
car lines, cold storage plants, and other 
essential facilities for distributing 
food. These findings led to the Packers 
Consent Decree of 1920 which prohib-
ited the Big 5 packers from engaging in 
retail sales of meat and forced them to 
divest of ownership interests in stock-
yards and rail lines. Subsequently, 
Congress enacted the Packers and 
Stockyards Act of 1921 which prohib-
ited meatpackers from engaging in un-
fair, discriminatory, and deceptive 
pricing practices. 

Unfortunately—veiled behind what 
some mistakenly describe as inevi-
tability—the meatpacking industry is 
once again crusading to take free en-
terprise and market access away from 
independent livestock producers. On 
January 1, 2001, Tyson Foods declared 
its intention to acquire IBP, and the 
Justice Department recently accepted 
Tyson’s assertion that the deal poses 
no antitrust violation. I am very dis-
appointed with the Justice Depart-
ment’s decision, and believe their inac-
tion on this matter makes it impera-
tive for Congress to act. 

I recently met with executives of 
Tyson and IBP to discuss the ramifica-
tions of this merger. The CEO of Tyson 
made a provocative promise that Tyson 
will not replicate its current practice 
of owning livestock—they now own 
swine and poultry—after buying IBP. 
Essentially, Tyson alleges they will 
not own cattle before slaughter. Yet, it 
has been reported that Tyson would 
only make that promise for ten years 
into the future, and the company has 
declined to comment on what pur-
chasing practices a merged Tyson-IBP 
would utilize after that time. 

While this may be a short-term pan-
acea to satisfy Federal agencies and 
elected officials, livestock producers— 
particularly cattle ranchers—are in 
business for the long-term. Ten years 
can go by awful quickly in the cattle 
business. Moreover, I believe—as do 
most South Dakotans—that doing and 
saying are two very different things. 
Indeed, Lee Swenson, President of the 
National Farmers Union, has called 
upon Tyson to issue a written commit-
ment to the Securities and Exchange 
Commission that Tyson won’t go into 
the cattle owning business. 

Consequently, my bill to forbid pack-
er ownership of livestock restores 
healthy competition to the cash mar-
ketplace and ensures that Tyson and 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE1358 February 6, 2001 
other vertical integrators won’t engage 
in packer ownership. Agricultural con-
centration is not inevitable, it is 
sweeping the rural landscape because 
of the choices we make. Given the Jus-
tice Department’s reluctance to ad-
dress this merger, Congress must take 
some responsibility to recommend 
ways to strengthen our competition 
and anti-trust laws. I believe S. 142 is 
one step Congress can take. 

Last year, several major farm organi-
zations endorsed my bipartisan effort 
to prohibit meatpackers from owning 
livestock prior to slaughter. I would 
like to thank them for their support. 
These grassroots groups include the 
National Farmers Union, South Da-
kota Farmers Union, the South Dakota 
Cattlemens Association, the Iowa Pork 
Producers Association, Illinois Farm 
Bureau, the Center for Rural Affairs, 
the Organization for Competitive Mar-
kets, and the Ranchers—Cattlemens 
Action Legal Fund, R-CALF. 

The members of these organizations 
believe that packer ownership and cap-
tive supply arrangements by 
meatpackers result in less competition 
for all sellers in the market, even 
though producers or feeders who have 
these arrangements often enter into 
them voluntarily. As a consequence of 
having slaughter livestock supplies 
locked up through captive supplies, 
meatpackers do not have to bid com-
petitively for all of their slaughter 
needs. This may depress the market-
place and restrict access to producers 
and feeders without the arrangements. 
Packer ownership of livestock in-
creases the likelihood of price manipu-
lation in the marketplace. When pack-
ers own livestock, they have the abil-
ity to push forward or hold back cap-
tive supplies in response to market 
price. My bipartisan legislation is one 
way to achieve a more competitive bid-
ding process in the cash market. 

So today, almost a century after 
President Teddy Roosevelt used a big 
stick to give livestock producers a 
square deal, we again face a choice be-
tween corporate takeover of agri-
culture and a fight for free enterprise. 
I proudly cast my lot with free-enter-
prise family farm and ranch agri-
culture that has served our country so 
well. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO HOWARD BILLIMAN, 
JR. 

∑ Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to pay homage to Howard 
Billiman, Jr., a decorated war hero, 
proud father and grandfather, and loyal 
servant of this country. It is with pro-
found sympathy and respect that I 
commemorate the passing of this hon-
orable man. He exemplified the true 
spirit of an American hero, humbly 

willing to place his loyalty to this 
country before his own life. 

Howard will be remembered as one of 
the celebrated Navajo Code Talkers of 
World War II, a dedicated Marine of the 
2nd Marine Division who answered his 
country’s call to duty and served with 
distinction. 

In reflection of his life, Howard’s 
family has said that he never forgot his 
roots, beginning in the small town of 
Buell Park, Arizona. He grew up in a 
small town, attending schools at Ft. 
Defiance and Ft. Wingate, hardly 
known by most outsiders. Howard, at 
the young age of 16, voluntarily en-
listed in the Marine Corps, leaving be-
hind his family, town, and childhood. 
He would face trials that would change 
his life forever. 

As one of 420 Navajos selected by the 
military, Howard quickly excelled, and 
was appointed as one of the first in-
structors of the Navajo Code Talkers. 
With other young Navajos, Howard 
helped to create an unbreakable code 
that baffled the Japanese. Military ex-
perts now estimate that these code- 
talking efforts shortened the war in 
the Pacific by at least one year—and 
some have even speculated that the 
war may have turned out differently, 
had it not been for their heroic deeds. 

During World War II, Howard partici-
pated in every campaign of the 2nd Ma-
rine Division including the invasions of 
Saipan, Tinian, the Battle of Okinawa, 
and the occupation of Japan at Naga-
saki. Howard did not seek credit nor 
praise, but quietly and modestly 
amassed a memorable record of brave 
acts and passionate service to his coun-
try and family. As a tribute for his val-
iant service, Howard received numer-
ous awards and honors including the 
Marine Corps Good Conduct Medal, a 
Presidential Unit Citation with Star 
for Combat Action at Tarawa, the 
Navy/Marine Corps Occupation service 
Medal, and the Purple Heart for 
wounds received in combat. He was 
honorably discharged as a Corporal on 
January 18, 1946. 

After returning to the Navajo res-
ervation, Howard settled down at Buell 
Park and then Sawmill, where he 
raised 10 children with his spouse, 
Mary Louise. He later became a proud 
grandfather of 42 grandchildren. 

In later years, as a member of the 
Navajo Code-Talkers Association, How-
ard received several more awards dur-
ing travels with the group to Philadel-
phia and Washington, D.C. He was the 
last surviving original Navajo Code In-
structor. 

Until recently, the American public 
was not aware of the tremendous sac-
rifice and contribution of Howard and 
other Code Talkers. Without the Nav-
ajo Code Talkers, one can only imagine 
what tragedies might have occurred at 
that pivotal time in history. As Ameri-
cans, we owe a debt of gratitude to the 
sacrifices of selfless patriots like How-

ard whose noble service teaches us val-
uable lessons of duty and honor. 

Howard Billiman, Jr. will be missed 
by his family and friends, but his re-
markable courage and patriotism will 
be long remembered by his country.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CAROL DIBATISTE 

∑ Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, It is 
an honor to take this opportunity to 
recognize Carol DiBattiste, under Sec-
retary of the Air Force, who departed 
office last month. During her tenure, 
Under Secretary DiBattiste served 
with honor and distinction, providing 
exceptional leadership, and ensuring a 
promising future for the Department of 
Defense, the Air Force, and for Amer-
ican aerospace power. 

Under Secretary DiBattiste earned a 
respected reputation for her energy and 
enthusiasm, focused directly on im-
proving quality of life for Air Force 
members and their families. She quick-
ly became the Air Force’s key leader in 
the fight against retention shortages 
and recruiting shortfalls; her successes 
in these endeavors are both impressive 
and renowned. 

Because of her immense talent and 
dedication, Under Secretary DiBattiste 
was selected to lead a special Depart-
ment of Defense task force to formu-
late anti-harassment policy—an emo-
tionally and politically charged sub-
ject. She delivered, as always, a bril-
liant solution, and then returned her 
sharp focus back to her visionary and 
aggressive campaign against recruiting 
shortfalls. The Air Force met its goals 
in recruiting last year mainly because 
of her visionary solutions to create an 
Air Force Recruiting and Retention 
Task Force, an Air Force Marketing 
and Advertising Office, and a Strategic 
Communications Outreach Program. 
Under Secretary DiBattiste is a leader 
we respect because she leads by exam-
ple. In a short, 12-month stretch of 
time, she delivered almost 100 speech-
es; and she traveled to over 85 bases 
and locations throughout the world 
during her tenure. 

Carol DiBattiste has set a high 
standard of leadership, commitment, 
energy, and service to country. I know 
my colleagues in Congress and our 
grateful nation join me in thanking her 
for her dedication and distinguished 
service to our country; and we wish her 
continued success in the future.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO WHITTEN PETERS 

∑ Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I 
want to take a few minutes to recog-
nize the contributions of a patriot, a 
leader, and a good friend of this insti-
tution who has departed government 
service to return to life as a private 
citizen. 

During, his four-year tensure as 
Under Secretary, Acting Secretary, 
and Secretary of the Air Force, F. 
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Whitten Peters has lead his Service to 
new heights of achievement, and the 
world is better for it. At a time when 
the global security environment be-
came less predictable with each pass-
ing day, Whit Peters understood the 
need for the Air Force to become more 
responsive, more versatile, and more 
powerful—all at the same time. With 
boundless energy and enthusiasm, he 
set out help the United States Air 
Force do those things and more. 

As the leading architect of aerospace 
power, Whit Peters drove a funda-
mental re-examination of the relation-
ship between air, space, and informa-
tion systems. As a result, the Cold War 
Air Force he inherited is well on its 
way to becoming a modern, integrated 
aerospace force, designed to meet the 
challenges of a new millennium. 

During Secretary Peters’ tenure, in 
the troubled skies over Serbia, a war 
was won for the first time with aero-
space power alone—and we did it with-
out losing a single American to enemy 
action. Today, despots and dictators 
hesitate to act because they know 
America’s Air Force can bring power to 
bear at the point of decision in a mat-
ter of minutes or hours. And, millions 
of people, the world over, live better 
lives because of the humanitarian mis-
sions undertaken by our United States 
Air Force in the last four years. 

While busy guiding the evolution of 
the Air Force’s operational capabili-
ties, Secretary Peters also directed sig-
nificant improvements in acquisition, 
logistics, and sustainment programs to 
ensure the best possible use of defense 
resources. He presided over the devel-
opment of the Evolved Expendable 
Launch Vehicle—a revolutionary pair-
ing of Russian propulsion technology 
with the best US commercial space- 
launch capabilities—which will dras-
tically lower the cost of placing com-
mercial and defense payloads in earth 
orbit. He led the consolidation of five 
Air Force aircraft depots into three, re-
ducing depot over-capacity by 40 per-
cent and saving the taxpayers over $377 
million a year. And, he arrested a 10- 
year drop in aircraft readiness rates by 
putting two billion dollars worth of ad-
ditional spares on the shelf where they 
will be useful to aircraft maintainers. 

Most important, Whit Peters took 
care of his people. As every member of 
this body knows, he fought hard for im-
proved pay, housing, and medical bene-
fits for every member of America’s Air 
Force. He fought for better re-enlist-
ment bonuses for people in hard-to-fill 
skills such as air traffic control, com-
puter network administration, and 
over a hundred others. He pushed re-
lentlessly for better child-care facili-
ties to meet the demands of working 
families, and today 95 percent of all Air 
Force child care centers meet federal 
accreditation standards, compared to 
just 10 percent of child care facilities 
nation-wide. 

No wonder the enlisted men and 
women of the Air Force honored him 
with their most prestigious recogni-
tion: induction into the Air Force 
Order of the Sword. In the 53-year his-
tory of America’s youngest service, no 
other Air Force Secretary has ever 
been so honored. Nor has any service 
secretary been so respected by the men 
and women he leads. 

Like the men and women of the Total 
Air Force—the Air National Guard, the 
Air Force Reserve, and the Regular Air 
Force—we hate to see Whit Peters go, 
and I know my colleagues will join me 
in wishing him the fondest of farewells. 
He is a rare leader and an even rarer 
person in this town: a true gentleman 
who cares more about others than him-
self. As the Air Force slogan says, ‘‘No 
one comes close.’’∑ 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message from the President of the 
United States was communicated to 
the Senate by Ms. Evans, one of his 
secretaries. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED 
As in executive session the Presiding 

Officer laid before the Senate a mes-
sage from the President of the United 
States submitting a nomination which 
was referred to the Committee on Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

(The nomination received today is 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

REPORT ON THE OPERATION OF 
THE ANDEAN TRADE PREF-
ERENCE ACT—MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT—PM 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

To the Congress of the United States: 
As required by section 203(f) of the 

Andean Trade Preference Act (ATPA) 
of 1991, as amended (19 U.S.C. 3201 et 
seq.), I transmit herewith the third re-
port to the Congress on the Operation 
of the Andean Trade Preference Act. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 5, 2001. 

f 

MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the sec-
ond time and placed on the calendar: 

S. 235. A bill to provide for enhanced safe-
ty, public awareness, and environmental pro-
tection in pipeline transportation, and for 
other purposes. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 

and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire: 
S. 245. A bill to make permanent the mora-

torium on the Federal imposition of taxes on 
the Internet; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire: 
S. 246. A bill to extend the moratorium on 

the imposition of taxes on the Internet for 
an additional 5 years; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. HARKIN (for himself, Mr. 
CHAFEE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. BINGAMAN, 
and Mr. JOHNSON): 

S. 247. A bill to provide for the protection 
of children from tobacco; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. HELMS (for himself, Mr. BIDEN, 
and Mr. WARNER): 

S. 248. A bill to amend the Admiral James 
W. Nance and Meg Donovan Foreign Rela-
tions Authorization Act, Fiscal Years 2000 
and 2001, to adjust a condition on the pay-
ment of arrearages to the United Nations 
that sets the maximum share of any United 
Nations peacekeeping operation’s budget 
that may be assessed of any country; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. REID: 
S. 249. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to expand the credit for 
electricity produced from certain renewable 
resources; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BIDEN (for himself, Mrs. 
HUTCHISON, Mr. LOTT, Mr. DASCHLE, 
Mr. KERRY, Mr. BAUCUS, Mrs. BOXER , 
Mr. BREAUX, Mr. BURNS, Mr. BYRD, 
Mr. CARPER, Mr. CHAFEE, Mr. 
CLELAND, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. COCHRAN, 
Ms. COLLINS, Mr. CORZINE, Mr. 
DEWINE, Mr. DODD, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. FEINGOLD, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
HELMS, Mr. HOLLINGS, Mr. INOUYE, 
Mr. JEFFORDS, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. KOHL, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. LIEBERMAN, 
Mrs. LINCOLN, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. MIL-
LER, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. REID, Mr. 
ROCKEFELLER, Mr. SANTORUM, Mr. 
SARBANES, Mr. SCHUMER, Ms. SNOWE , 
Mr. SPECTER, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. 
TORRICELLI, Mr. WARNER, and Mr. 
WELLSTONE): 

S. 250. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a credit to holders 
of qualified bonds issued by Amtrak, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Mr. HUTCHINSON (for himself, Mr. 
HAGEL, Mr. DEWINE, and Mr. SMITH of 
New Hampshire): 

S. 251. A bill to require the Food and Drug 
Administration to establish restrictions re-
garding the qualifications of physicians to 
prescribe the abortion drug commonly 
known as RU–486; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. VOINOVICH: 
S. 252. A bill to amend the Federal Water 

Pollution Control Act to authorize appro-
priations for State water pollution control 
revolving funds, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself, Mr. 
CONRAD, Mr. GREGG, Mr. BURNS, Mr. 
HUTCHINSON, Mr. ENZI, Mr. ROBERTS, 
Mr. ALLARD, Mr. HAGEL, Mr. DORGAN, 
Mr. THOMAS, and Mr. JOHNSON): 

S. 253. A bill to reauthorize the Rural Edu-
cation Initiative in subpart 2 of part J of 
title X of the Elementary and Secondary 
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Education Act of 1965; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr. 
SMITH of Oregon): 

S. 254. A bill to provide further protections 
for the watershed of the Little Sandy River 
as part of the Bull Run Watershed Manage-
ment Unit, Oregon, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Ms. SNOWE (for herself, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, and Mr. JOHNSON): 

S. 255. A bill to require that health plans 
provide coverage for a minimum hospital 
stay for mastectomies and lymph node dis-
section for the treatment of breast cancer 
and coverage for secondary consultations; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Ms. SNOWE: 
S. 256. A bill to amend the Civil Rights Act 

of 1964 to protect breastfeeding by new moth-
ers; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

By Ms. SNOWE: 
S. 257. A bill to permit individuals to con-

tinue health plan coverage of services while 
participating in approved clinical studies; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Ms. SNOWE (for herself and Mrs. 
LINCOLN): 

S. 258. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for coverage 
under the medicare program of annual 
screening pap smear and screening pelvic 
exams; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BINGAMAN (for himself, Mr. 
DOMENICI, and Mrs. MURRAY): 

S. 259. A bill to authorize funding the De-
partment of Energy to enhance its mission 
areas through Technology Transfer and 
Partnerships for fiscal years 2002 through 
2006, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself and Mr. 
DODD): 

S. 260. A bill to authorize the President to 
provide international disaster assistance for 
the construction or reconstruction of perma-
nent single family housing for those who are 
homeless as a result of the effects of the 
earthquake in El Salvador on January 13, 
2001; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Ms. SNOWE: 
S. 261. A bill to amend the Public Health 

Service Act to provide, with respect to re-
search on breast cancer, for the increased in-
volvement of advocates in decisionmaking at 
the National Cancer Institute; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLELAND (for himself and Ms. 
LANDRIEU): 

S. 262. A bill to provide for teaching excel-
lence in America’s classrooms and home-
rooms; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Ms. SNOWE (for herself and Mr. 
TORRICELLI): 

S. 263. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to ensure that coverage of bone 
mass measurements is provided under the 
health benefits program for Federal employ-
ees; to the Committee on Governmental Af-
fairs. 

By Ms. SNOWE (for herself and Mr. 
TORRICELLI): 

S. 264. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to expand coverage of 
bone mass measurements under part B of the 
medicare program to all individuals at clin-
ical risk for osteoporosis; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD (for himself, Mr. 
BAYH, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. KOHL, and 
Mr. DURBIN): 

S. 265. A bill to prohibit the use of, and 
provide for remediation of water contami-
nated by, methyl tertiary butyl ether; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Mr. SMITH of Oregon (for himself 
and Mr. WYDEN): 

S. 266. A bill regarding the use of the trust 
land and resources of the Confederated 
Tribes of the Warm Springs Reservation of 
Oregon; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. AKAKA (for himself, Mr. REID, 
Mr. LEVIN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
GRAHAM, Mr. GREGG, Mr. TORRICELLI, 
Mrs. BOXER, and Mr. SMITH of New 
Hampshire): 

S. 267. A bill to amend the Packers and 
Stockyards Act of 1921, to make it unlawful 
for any stockyard owner, market agency, or 
dealer to transfer or market nonambulatory 
livestock, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

By Mrs. LINCOLN (for herself, Mr. 
LUGAR, Mr. BREAUX, Mr. KYL, Ms. 
LANDRIEU, Mr. COCHRAN, and Mr. 
BAYH): 

S. 268. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow nonrefundable per-
sonal credits, the standard deduction, and 
personal exemptions in computing alter-
native minimum tax liability, to increase 
the amount of the individual exemption from 
such tax, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. BROWNBACK (for himself and 
Mr. TORRICELLI): 

S. Res. 17. A resolution congratulating 
President Chandrika Bandaranaike 
Kumaratunga and the people of the Demo-
cratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka on the 
celebration of 53 years of independence; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself and Mr. 
DODD): 

S. Res. 18. A resolution expressing sym-
pathy for the victims of the devastating 
earthquake that struck El Salvador on Janu-
ary 13, 2001; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. HARKIN (for himself, Mr. 
. CHAFEE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
BINGAMAN, and Mr. JOHNSON): 

S. 247. A bill to provide for the pro-
tection of children from tobacco; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, just 
under 3 years ago, on March 31, 1998, 
Senators HARKIN, John Chafee and 
GRAHAM teamed up to introduce the 
first comprehensive bipartisan legisla-
tion to reduce teen smoking. Today, I 
am pleased to announce that Senators 
HARKIN, LINCOLN CHAFEE and GRAHAM 
are teaming up again with the same 

goal. We are re-introducing the first bi-
partisan Senate bill to restore the 
Food and Drug Administration’s au-
thority to protect our kids from to-
bacco. 

We hope the introduction of this bill 
is the beginning of a bipartisan push to 
get this type of common sense legisla-
tion passed. The need is clear. As Su-
preme Court Justice Sandra Day 
O’Connor recognized, tobacco use 
among children and adolescents is 
probably the single most significant 
threat to public health in the United 
States. Study after study has shown 
how the tobacco industry continues to 
successfully target our children. In a 
survey done by the Campaign for To-
bacco Free Kids, seventy-three percent 
of teens reported seeing tobacco adver-
tising in the previous two weeks, com-
pared to only 33 percent of adults. And 
77 percent of teens say it is easy for 
kids to buy cigarettes. 

This is why every day another 3000 
kids in this country become regular 
smokers. And that is why cigarette 
smoking among high school seniors is 
at a 19-year high. 

There is no question. Nicotine is an 
addictive product and cigarettes kill. 
Even the tobacco companies are start-
ing to admit it. In fact, Big Tobacco 
has known this for so long, they delib-
erately manipulate the nicotine in 
cigarettes to get more people addicted. 

The FDA regulations, struck down by 
the Supreme Court last year, were 
about stopping kids from smoking. 
These regulations were an investment 
in the future of our kids. They also 
provided consumers with critical pro-
tections against false advertising and 
health claims by tobacco manufactur-
ers. 

Tobacco companies are making harm 
reduction claims about new products 
with no real independent examination 
or oversight. This deceptive, self-inter-
ested behavior is not part of a new pat-
tern. The history of tobacco companies 
is rife with examples of deceptive prac-
tices designed to addict both adults 
and children with their harmful prod-
ucts. Our bill will ensure that this type 
of behavior is stopped. 

Our legislation re-affirms the FDA’s 
authority over tobacco products. It 
classifies nicotine as a drug and to-
bacco products as drug delivery de-
vices. It allows FDA to implement a 
‘‘public health’’ standard in its review 
and regulation of tobacco products. 
Companies will be prevented from 
making claims of reduced risk unless 
they can show scientific evidence their 
product is actually safer. 

By codifying FDA’s regulation of 
1996, our legislation also allows for con-
tinuation of the critically important 
youth ID checks. It provides needed 
youth access restrictions such as re-
quiring tobacco products to be kept be-
hind store counters and ban vending 
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machines. It also includes sensible ad-
vertising limits to reduce teen access 
to tobacco. 

I urge my colleagues to join us in 
supporting this legislation. I hope we 
can work with Senators on both sides 
of the aisle to move this important 
issue forward. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of this bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 247 
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 ‘‘Kids Deserve 
Freedom from Tobacco Act of 2001’’ or the 
‘‘KIDS Act’’. 

TITLE I—PROTECTION OF CHILDREN 
FROM TOBACCO 

Subtitle A—Food and Drug Administration 
Jurisdiction and General Authority 

SEC. 101. REFERENCE. 
Whenever in this title an amendment or re-

peal is expressed in terms of an amendment 
to, or repeal of, a section or other provision, 
the reference shall be considered to be made 
to a section or other provision of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 301 
et seq.). 
SEC. 102. STATEMENT OF GENERAL AUTHORITY. 

The regulations promulgated by the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services in the 
rule dated August 28, 1996 (Vol. 61, No. 168 
C.F.R.), adding part 897 to title 21, Code of 
Federal Regulations, shall be deemed to have 
been lawfully promulgated under the Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act as amended by this 
title. Such regulations shall apply to all to-
bacco products. 
SEC. 103. NONAPPLICABILITY TO OTHER DRUGS 

OR DEVICES. 
Nothing in this title, or an amendment 

made by this title, shall be construed to af-
fect the regulation of drugs and devices that 
are not tobacco products by the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services under the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 
SEC. 104. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO CON-

FIRM JURISDICTION. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.— 
(1) DRUG.—Section 201(g)(1) (21 U.S.C. 

321(g)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘; and (D)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘; (D) nicotine in tobacco prod-
ucts; and (E)’’. 

(2) DEVICES.—Section 201(h) (21 U.S.C. 
321(h)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: ‘‘Such term includes a tobacco 
product.’’. 

(3) OTHER DEFINITIONS.—Section 201 (21 
U.S.C. 321) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(kk) The term ‘tobacco product’ means 
any product made or derived from tobacco 
that is intended for human consumption.’’. 

(b) PROHIBITED ACTS.—Section 301 (21 
U.S.C. 331) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(aa) The manufacture, labeling, distribu-
tion, advertising and sale of any adulterated 
or misbranded tobacco product in violation 
of— 

‘‘(1) regulations issued under this Act; or 
‘‘(2) the KIDS Act, or regulations issued 

under such Act.’’. 
(c) ADULTERATED DRUGS AND DEVICES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 501 of the Federal 

Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 351) 

is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(j) If it is a tobacco product and it does 
not comply with the provisions of subchapter 
D of this chapter or the KIDS Act.’’. 

(2) MISBRANDING.—Section 502(q) (21 U.S.C. 
352(q)) is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘or (2)’’ and inserting ‘‘(2)’’; 
and 

(B) by inserting before the period the fol-
lowing: ‘‘, or (3) in the case of a tobacco 
product, it is sold, distributed, advertised, 
labeled, or used in violation of this Act or 
the KIDS Act, or regulations prescribed 
under such Acts’’. 

(d) RESTRICTED DEVICE.—Section 520(e) (21 
U.S.C. 360j(e)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘or use—’’ 
and inserting ‘‘or use, including restrictions 
on the access to, and the advertising and 
promotion of, tobacco products—’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) Tobacco products are a restricted de-

vice under this paragraph.’’. 
(e) REGULATORY AUTHORITY.—Section 503(g) 

(21 U.S.C. 353(g)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(5) The Secretary may regulate any to-
bacco product as a drug, device, or both, and 
may designate the office of the Administra-
tion that shall be responsible for regulating 
such products.’’. 
SEC. 105. GENERAL RULE. 

Section 513(a)(1)(B) (21 U.S.C. 360c(a)(1)(B)) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘The sale of tobacco products to 
adults that comply with performance stand-
ards established for these products under 
section 514 and other provisions of this Act 
and any regulations prescribed under this 
Act shall not be prohibited by the Secretary, 
notwithstanding sections 502(j), 516, and 
518.’’. 
SEC. 106. SAFETY AND EFFICACY STANDARD AND 

RECALL AUTHORITY. 
(a) SAFETY AND EFFICACY STANDARD.—Sec-

tion 513(a) (21 U.S.C. 360c(a)) is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (1)(B), by inserting after 

the first sentence the following: ‘‘For a de-
vice which is a tobacco product, the assur-
ance in the previous sentence need not be 
found if the Secretary finds that special con-
trols achieve the best public health result.’’; 
and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (A), (B) 

and (C) as clauses (i), (ii) and (iii), respec-
tively; 

(B) by striking ‘‘(2) For’’ and inserting 
‘‘(2)(A) For’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) For purposes of paragraph (1)(B), sub-

sections (c)(2)(C), (d)(2)(B), (e)(2)(A), 
(f)(3)(B)(i), and (f)(3)(C)(i), and sections 514, 
519(a), 520(e), and 520(f), the safety and effec-
tiveness of a device that is a tobacco product 
need not be found if the Secretary finds that 
the action to be taken under any such provi-
sion would achieve the best public health re-
sult. The finding as to whether the best pub-
lic health result has been achieved shall be 
determined with respect to the risks and 
benefits to the population as a whole, includ-
ing users and non-users of the tobacco prod-
uct, and taking into account— 

‘‘(i) the increased or decreased likelihood 
that existing consumers of tobacco products 
will stop using such products; and 

‘‘(ii) the increased or decreased likelihood 
that those who do not use tobacco products 
will start using such products.’’. 

(b) RECALL AUTHORITY.—Section 518(e)(1) 
(21 U.S.C. 360h(e)(1)) is amended by inserting 
after ‘‘adverse health consequences or 

death,’’ the following: ‘‘and for tobacco prod-
ucts that the best public health result would 
be achieved,’’. 
Subtitle B—Regulation of Tobacco Products 

SEC. 111. PERFORMANCE STANDARDS. 
Section 514(a) (21 U.S.C. 60d(a)) is amend-

ed— 
(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘device’’ 

and inserting ‘‘nontobacco product device’’; 
(2) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 

as paragraphs (5) and (6), respectively; and 
(3) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(3) The Secretary may adopt a perform-

ance standard under section 514(a)(2) for a to-
bacco product regardless of whether the 
product has been classified under section 513. 
Such standard may— 

‘‘(A) include provisions to achieve the best 
public health result; 

‘‘(B) where necessary to achieve the best 
public health result, include— 

‘‘(i) provisions respecting the construction, 
components, constituents, ingredients, and 
properties of the tobacco product device, in-
cluding the reduction or elimination (or 
both) of nicotine and the other components, 
ingredients, and constituents of the tobacco 
product, its components and its by-products, 
based upon the best available technology; 

‘‘(ii) provisions for the testing (on a sample 
basis or, if necessary, on an individual basis) 
of the tobacco product device or, if it is de-
termined that no other more practicable 
means are available to the Secretary to as-
sure the conformity of the tobacco product 
device to such standard, provisions for the 
testing (on a sample basis or, if necessary, on 
an individual basis) by the Secretary or by 
another person at the direction of the Sec-
retary; 

‘‘(iii) provisions for the measurement of 
the performance characteristics of the to-
bacco product device; 

‘‘(iv) provisions requiring that the results 
of each test or of certain tests of the tobacco 
product device required to be made under 
clause (ii) demonstrate that the tobacco 
product device is in conformity with the por-
tions of the standard for which the test or 
tests were required; and 

‘‘(v) a provision that the sale and distribu-
tion of the tobacco product device be re-
stricted but only to the extent that the sale 
and distribution of a tobacco product device 
may otherwise be restricted under this Act; 
and 

‘‘(C) where appropriate, require the use and 
prescribe the form and content of labeling 
for the use of the tobacco product device. 

‘‘(4) Not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of the KIDS Act, the Secretary 
(acting through the Commissioner of Food 
and Drugs) shall establish a Scientific Advi-
sory Committee to evaluate whether a level 
or range of levels exists at which nicotine 
yields do not produce drug-dependence. The 
Advisory Committee shall also review any 
other safety, dependence or health issue as-
signed to it by the Secretary. The Secretary 
need not promulgate regulations to establish 
the Committee.’’. 
SEC. 112. APPLICATION OF FEDERAL FOOD, 

DRUG, AND COSMETIC ACT TO TO-
BACCO PRODUCTS. 

(a) TOBACCO PRODUCTS REGULATION.—Chap-
ter V (21 U.S.C. 351 et seq.) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SUBCHAPTER F—TOBACCO PRODUCT 

DEVELOPMENT, MANUFACTURING, 
AND ACCESS RESTRICTIONS 

‘‘SEC. 570. PROMULGATION OF REGULATIONS. 
‘‘Any regulations necessary to implement 

this subchapter shall be promulgated not 
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later than 12 months after the date of enact-
ment of this subchapter using notice and 
comment rulemaking (in accordance with 
chapter 5 of title 5, United States Code). 
Such regulations may be revised thereafter 
as determined necessary by the Secretary. 
‘‘SEC. 571. MAIL-ORDER SALES. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this sub-
chapter, the Secretary shall review and de-
termine whether persons under the age of 18 
years are obtaining tobacco products by 
means of the mail. 

‘‘(b) RESTRICTIONS.—Based solely upon the 
review conducted under subsection (a), the 
Secretary may take regulatory and adminis-
trative action to restrict or eliminate mail 
order sales of tobacco products. 
‘‘SEC. 572. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROPOSED 

RESOLUTION. 

‘‘(a) ADDITIONAL RESTRICTIONS ON MAR-
KETING, ADVERTISING, AND ACCESS.—Not later 
than 18 months after the date of the enact-
ment of this subchapter, the Secretary shall 
revise the regulations related to tobacco 
products promulgated by the Secretary on 
August 28, 1996 (61 Fed. Reg. 44396) to include 
the additional restrictions on marketing, ad-
vertising, and access described in Title IA 
and Title IC of the Proposed Resolution en-
tered into by the tobacco manufacturers and 
the State attorneys general on June 20, 1997, 
except that the Secretary shall not include 
an additional restriction on marketing or ad-
vertising in such regulations if its inclusion 
would violate the First Amendment to the 
Constitution. 

‘‘(b) WARNINGS.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of the enactment of this sub-
chapter, the Secretary shall promulgate reg-
ulations to require warnings on cigarette 
and smokeless tobacco labeling and adver-
tisements. The content, format, and rotation 
of warnings shall conform to the specifica-
tions described in Title IB of the Proposed 
Resolution entered into by the tobacco man-
ufacturers and the State attorneys general 
on June 20, 1997. 

‘‘(c) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this section 

shall be construed to limit the ability of the 
Secretary to change the text or layout of 
any of the warning statements, or any of the 
labeling provisions, under the regulations 
promulgated under subsection (b) and other 
provisions of this Act, if determined nec-
essary by the Secretary in order to make 
such statements or labels larger, more 
prominent, more conspicuous, or more effec-
tive. 

‘‘(2) UNFAIR ACTS.—Nothing in this section 
(other than the requirements of subsections 
(a) and (b)) shall be construed to limit or re-
strict the authority of the Federal Trade 
Commission with respect to unfair or decep-
tive acts or practices in the advertising of 
tobacco products. 

‘‘(d) LIMITED PREEMPTION.— 
‘‘(1) STATE AND LOCAL ACTION.—No warning 

label with respect to tobacco products, or 
any other tobacco product for which warning 
labels have been required under this section, 
other than the warning labels required under 
this Act, shall be required by any State or 
local statute or regulation to be included on 
any package of a tobacco product. 

‘‘(2) EFFECT ON LIABILITY LAW.—Nothing in 
this section shall relieve any person from li-
ability at common law or under State statu-
tory law to any other person. 

‘‘(e) VIOLATION OF SECTION.—Any tobacco 
product that is in violation of this section 
shall be deemed to be misbranded. 

‘‘SEC. 573. GENERAL RESPONSIBILITIES OF MAN-
UFACTURERS, DISTRIBUTORS AND 
RETAILERS. 

‘‘Each manufacturer, distributor, and re-
tailer shall ensure that the tobacco products 
it manufactures, labels, advertises, pack-
ages, distributes, sells, or otherwise holds for 
sale comply with all applicable requirements 
of this Act. 
‘‘SEC. 574. DISCLOSURE AND REPORTING OF TO-

BACCO AND NONTOBACCO INGREDI-
ENTS AND CONSTITUENTS. 

‘‘(a) DISCLOSURE OF ALL INGREDIENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IMMEDIATE AND ANNUAL DISCLOSURE.— 

Not later than 30 days after the date of en-
actment of this subchapter, and annually 
thereafter, each manufacturer of a tobacco 
product shall submit to the Secretary an in-
gredient list for each brand of tobacco prod-
uct it manufactures that contains the infor-
mation described in paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The list described in 
paragraph (1) shall, with respect to each 
brand or variety of tobacco product of a 
manufacturer, include— 

‘‘(A) a list of all ingredients, constituents, 
substances, and compounds that are found in 
or added to the tobacco or tobacco product 
(including the paper, filter, or packaging of 
the product if applicable) in the manufacture 
of the tobacco product, for each brand or va-
riety of tobacco product so manufactured, 
including, if determined necessary by the 
Secretary, any material added to the tobacco 
used in the product prior to harvesting; 

‘‘(B) the quantity of the ingredients, con-
stituents, substances, and compounds that 
are listed under subparagraph (A) in each 
brand or variety of tobacco product; 

‘‘(C) the nicotine content of the product, 
measured in milligrams of nicotine; 

‘‘(D) for each brand or variety of ciga-
rettes— 

‘‘(i) the filter ventilation percentage (the 
level of air dilution in the cigarette as pro-
vided by the ventilation holes in the filter, 
described as a percentage); 

‘‘(ii) the pH level of the smoke of the ciga-
rette; and 

‘‘(iii) the tar, unionized (free) nicotine, and 
carbon monoxide delivery level and any 
other smoking conditions established by the 
Secretary, reported in milligrams of tar, nic-
otine, and carbon monoxide per cigarette; 

‘‘(E) for each brand or variety of smokeless 
tobacco products— 

‘‘(i) the pH level of the tobacco; 
‘‘(ii) the moisture content of the tobacco 

expressed as a percentage of the weight of 
the tobacco; and 

‘‘(iii) the nicotine content— 
‘‘(I) for each gram of the product, meas-

ured in milligrams of nicotine; 
‘‘(II) expressed as a percentage of the dry 

weight of the tobacco; and 
‘‘(III) with respect to unionized (free) nico-

tine, expressed as a percentage per gram of 
the tobacco and expressed in milligrams per 
gram of the tobacco; and 

‘‘(F) any other information determined ap-
propriate by the Secretary. 

‘‘(3) METHODS.—The Secretary shall have 
the authority to promulgate regulations to 
establish the methods to be used by manu-
facturers in making the determinations re-
quired under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(4) OTHER TOBACCO PRODUCTS.—The Sec-
retary shall prescribe such regulations as 
may be necessary to establish information 
disclosure procedures for other tobacco prod-
ucts. 

‘‘(b) SAFETY ASSESSMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) APPLICATION TO NEW INGREDIENTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 

after the date of enactment of this sub-

chapter, and annually thereafter, each man-
ufacturer shall submit to the Secretary a 
safety assessment for each new ingredient, 
constituent, substance, or compound that 
such manufacturer desires to make a part of 
a tobacco product. Such new ingredient, con-
stituent, substance, or compound shall not 
be included in a tobacco product prior to ap-
proval by the Secretary of such a safety as-
sessment. 

‘‘(B) METHOD OF FILING.—A safety assess-
ment submitted under subparagraph (A) 
shall be signed by an officer of the manufac-
turer who is acting on behalf of the manufac-
turer and who has the authority to bind the 
manufacturer, and contain a statement that 
ensures that the information contained in 
the assessment is true, complete and accu-
rate. 

‘‘(C) DEFINITION OF NEW INGREDIENT.—For 
purposes of subparagraph (A), the term ‘new 
ingredient, constituent, substance, or com-
pound’ means an ingredient, constituent, 
substance, or compound listed under sub-
section (a)(1) that was not used in the brand 
or variety of tobacco product involved prior 
to January 1, 1998. 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION TO OTHER INGREDIENTS.— 
With respect to the application of this sec-
tion to ingredients, constituents substances, 
or compounds listed under subsection (a) to 
which paragraph (1) does not apply, all such 
ingredients, constituents, substances, or 
compounds shall be reviewed through the 
safety assessment process within the 5-year 
period beginning on the date of enactment of 
this subchapter. The Secretary shall develop 
a procedure for the submission of safety as-
sessments of such ingredients, constituents, 
substances, or compounds that staggers such 
safety assessments within the 5-year period. 

‘‘(3) BASIS OF ASSESSMENT.—The safety as-
sessment of an ingredient, constituent, sub-
stance, or compound described in paragraphs 
(1) and (2) shall— 

‘‘(A) be based on the best scientific evi-
dence available at the time of the submis-
sion of the assessment; and 

‘‘(B) demonstrate that there is a reason-
able certainty among experts qualified by 
scientific training and experience who are 
consulted, that the ingredient, constituent, 
substance, or compound will not present any 
risk to consumers or the public in the quan-
tities used under the intended conditions of 
use. 

‘‘(c) PROHIBITION.— 
‘‘(1) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 12 

months after the date of enactment of this 
subchapter, the Secretary shall promulgate 
regulations to prohibit the use of any ingre-
dient, constituent, substance, or compound 
in the tobacco product of a manufacturer— 

‘‘(A) if no safety assessment has been sub-
mitted by the manufacturer for the ingre-
dient, constituent, substance, or compound 
as otherwise required under this section; or 

‘‘(B) if the Secretary finds that the manu-
facturer has failed to demonstrate the safety 
of the ingredient, constituent, substance, or 
compound that was the subject of the assess-
ment under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) REVIEW OF ASSESSMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) GENERAL REVIEW.—Not later than 180 

days after the receipt of a safety assessment 
under subsection (b), the Secretary shall re-
view the findings contained in such assess-
ment and approve or disapprove of the safety 
of the ingredient, constituent, substance, or 
compound that was the subject of the assess-
ment. The Secretary may, for good cause, ex-
tend the period for such review. The Sec-
retary shall provide notice to the manufac-
turer of an action under this subparagraph. 
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‘‘(B) INACTION BY SECRETARY.—If the Sec-

retary fails to act with respect to an assess-
ment of an existing ingredient, constituent, 
substance, or additive during the period re-
ferred to in subparagraph (A), the manufac-
turer of the tobacco product involved may 
continue to use the ingredient, constituent, 
substance, or compound involved until such 
time as the Secretary makes a determina-
tion with respect to the assessment. 

‘‘(d) RIGHT TO KNOW; FULL DISCLOSURE OF 
INGREDIENTS TO THE PUBLIC.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (3), a package of a tobacco product 
shall disclose all ingredients, constituents, 
substances, or compounds contained in the 
product in accordance with regulations pro-
mulgated under section 701(a) by the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(2) DISCLOSURE OF PERCENTAGE OF DOMES-
TIC AND FOREIGN TOBACCO.—The regulations 
referred to in paragraph (1) shall require that 
the package of a tobacco product disclose, 
with respect to the tobacco contained in the 
product— 

‘‘(A) the percentage that is domestic to-
bacco; and 

‘‘(B) the percentage that is foreign to-
bacco. 

‘‘(3) HEALTH DISCLOSURE.—Notwithstanding 
section 301(j), the Secretary may require the 
public disclosure of any ingredient, con-
stituent, substance, or compound contained 
in a tobacco product that relates to a trade 
secret or other matter referred to in section 
1905 of title 18, United States Code, if the 
Secretary determines that such disclosure 
will promote the public health. 
‘‘SEC. 575. REDUCED RISK PRODUCTS. 

‘‘(a) PROHIBITION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—No manufacturer, dis-

tributor or retailer of tobacco products may 
make any direct or implied statement in ad-
vertising or on a product package that could 
reasonably be interpreted to state or imply a 
reduced health risk associated with a to-
bacco product unless the manufacturer dem-
onstrates to the Secretary, in such form as 
the Secretary may require, that based on the 
best available scientific evidence the product 
significantly reduces the overall health risk 
to the public when compared to other to-
bacco products. 

‘‘(2) SUBMISSION TO SECRETARY.—Prior to 
making any statement described in para-
graph (1), a manufacturer, distributor or re-
tailer shall submit such statement to the 
Secretary, who shall review such statement 
to ensure its accuracy and, in the case of ad-
vertising, to prevent such statement from in-
creasing, or preventing the contraction of, 
the size of the overall market for tobacco 
products. 

‘‘(b) DETERMINATION BY SECRETARY.—If the 
Secretary determines that a statement de-
scribed in subsection (a)(2) is permissible be-
cause the tobacco product does present a sig-
nificantly reduced overall health risk to the 
public, the Secretary may permit such state-
ment to be made. 

‘‘(c) DEVELOPMENT OR ACQUISITION OF RE-
DUCED RISK TECHNOLOGY.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Any manufacturer that 
develops or acquires any technology that the 
manufacturer reasonably believes will re-
duce the risk from tobacco products shall no-
tify the Secretary of the development or ac-
quisition of the technology. Such notice 
shall be in such form and within such time 
as the Secretary shall require. 

‘‘(2) CONFIDENTIALITY.—With respect to any 
technology described in paragraph (1) that is 
in the early stages of development (as deter-
mined by the Secretary), the Secretary shall 

establish protections to ensure the confiden-
tiality of any proprietary information sub-
mitted to the Secretary under this sub-
section during such development. 
‘‘SEC. 576. ACCESS TO COMPANY INFORMATION. 

‘‘(a) COMPLIANCE PROCEDURES.—Each man-
ufacturer of tobacco products shall establish 
procedures to ensure compliance with this 
Act. 

‘‘(b) REQUIREMENT.—In addition to any 
other disclosure obligations under this Act, 
the KIDS Act, or any other law, each manu-
facturer of tobacco products shall, not later 
than 90 days after the date of the enactment 
of the KIDS Act and thereafter as required 
by the Secretary, disclose to the Secretary 
all nonpublic information and research in its 
possession or control relating to the addic-
tion or dependency, or the health or safety of 
tobacco products, including (without limita-
tion) all research relating to processes to 
make tobacco products less hazardous to 
consumers and the research and documents 
described in subsection (c). 

‘‘(c) RESEARCH AND DOCUMENTS.—The docu-
ments described in this section include any 
documents concerning tobacco product re-
search relating to— 

‘‘(1) nicotine, including— 
‘‘(A) the interaction between nicotine and 

other components in tobacco products in-
cluding ingredients in the tobacco and 
smoke components; 

‘‘(B) the role of nicotine in product design 
and manufacture, including product char-
ters, and parameters in product develop-
ment, the tobacco blend, filter technology, 
and paper; 

‘‘(C) the role of nicotine in tobacco leaf 
purchasing; 

‘‘(D) reverse engineering activities involv-
ing nicotine (such as analyzing the products 
of other companies); 

‘‘(E) an analysis of nicotine delivery; and 
‘‘(F) the biology, psychopharmacology and 

any other health effects of nicotine; 
‘‘(2) other ingredients, including— 
‘‘(A) the identification of ingredients in to-

bacco products and constituents in smoke, 
including additives used in product compo-
nents such as paper, filter, and wrapper; 

‘‘(B) any research on the health effects of 
ingredients; and 

‘‘(C) any research or other information ex-
plaining what happens to ingredients when 
they are heated and burned; 

‘‘(3) less hazardous or safer products, in-
cluding any research or product development 
information on activities involving reduced 
risk, less hazardous, low-tar or reduced-tar, 
low-nicotine or reduced-nicotine or nicotine- 
free products; and 

‘‘(4) tobacco product advertising, mar-
keting and promotion, including— 

‘‘(A) documents related to the design of ad-
vertising campaigns, including the desired 
demographics for individual products on the 
market or being tested; 

‘‘(B) documents concerning the age of initi-
ation of tobacco use, general tobacco use be-
havior, beginning smokers, pre-smokers, and 
new smokers; 

‘‘(C) documents concerning the effects of 
advertising; and 

‘‘(D) documents concerning future mar-
keting options or plans in light of the re-
quirements and regulations to be imposed 
under this subchapter or the KIDS Act. 

‘‘(d) AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY.—With re-
spect to tobacco product manufacturers, the 
Secretary shall have the same access to 
records and information and inspection au-
thority as is available with respect to manu-
facturers of other medical devices. 

‘‘SEC. 577. OVERSIGHT OF TOBACCO PRODUCT 
MANUFACTURING. 

‘‘The Secretary shall by regulation pre-
scribe good manufacturing practice stand-
ards for tobacco products. Such regulations 
shall be modeled after good manufacturing 
practice regulations for medical devices, 
food, and other items under section 520(f). 
Such standards shall be directed specifically 
toward tobacco products, and shall include— 

‘‘(1) a quality control system, to ensure 
that tobacco products comply with such 
standards; 

‘‘(2) a system for inspecting tobacco prod-
uct materials to ensure their compliance 
with such standards; 

‘‘(3) requirements for the proper handling 
of finished tobacco products; 

‘‘(4) strict tolerances for pesticide chem-
ical residues in or on tobacco or tobacco 
product commodities in the possession of the 
manufacturer, except that nothing in this 
paragraph shall be construed to affect any 
authority of the Environmental Protection 
Agency; 

‘‘(5) authority for officers or employees of 
the Secretary to inspect any factory, ware-
house, or other establishment of any tobacco 
product manufacturer, and to have access to 
records, files, papers, processes, controls and 
facilities related to tobacco product manu-
facturing, in accordance with appropriate 
authority and rules promulgated under this 
Act; and 

‘‘(6) a requirement that the tobacco prod-
uct manufacturer maintain such files and 
records as the Secretary may specify, as well 
as that the manufacturer report to the Sec-
retary such information as the Secretary 
shall require, in accordance with section 519. 
‘‘SEC. 578. PRESERVATION OF STATE AND LOCAL 

AUTHORITY. 
‘‘Notwithstanding section 521 and except as 

otherwise provided for in section 572(e), 
nothing in this subchapter shall be construed 
as prohibiting a State or locality from im-
posing requirements, prohibitions, penalties 
or other measures to further the purposes of 
this subchapter that are in addition to the 
requirements, prohibitions, or penalties re-
quired under this subchapter. State and local 
governments may impose additional tobacco 
product control measures to further restrict 
or limit the use of such products.’’. 
SEC. 113. FUNDING. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out this 
subtitle (and the amendments made by this 
subtitle). 

(b) TRIGGER.—No expenditures shall be 
made under this subtitle (or the amendments 
made by this subtitle) during any fiscal year 
in which the annual amount appropriated for 
the Food and Drug Administration is less 
than the amount so appropriated for the 
prior fiscal year. 
SEC. 114. REPEALS. 

The following provisions of law are re-
pealed: 

(1) The Federal Cigarette Labeling and Ad-
vertising Act (15 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.), except 
for the first section and sections 5(d)(1) and 
(2) and 6. 

(2) The Comprehensive Smokeless Tobacco 
Health Education Act of 1986 (15 U.S.C. 4401 
et seq.), except for sections 1, 3(f) and 8(a) 
and (b). 

(3) The Comprehensive Smoking Education 
Act of 1964 (Public law 98-474). 

TITLE II—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 
SEC. 201. NONAPPLICATION TO TOBACCO PRO-

DUCERS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—This Act and the amend-

ments made by this Act shall not apply to 
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the producers of tobacco leaf, including to-
bacco growers, tobacco warehouses, and to-
bacco grower cooperatives. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this Act, or an amendment made by this Act, 
shall be construed to provide the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services with the au-
thority to— 

(1) enter onto a farm owned by a producer 
of tobacco leaf without the written consent 
of such producer; or 

(2) promulgate regulations on any matter 
that involves the production of tobacco leaf 
or a producer thereof, other than activities 
by a manufacturer that affect production. 

(c) MANUFACTURER ACTING AS PRODUCER.— 
Notwithstanding any other provision of this 
section, if a producer of tobacco leaf is also 
a tobacco product manufacturer or is owned 
or controlled by a tobacco product manufac-
turer, the producer shall be subject to the 
provisions of this Act, and the amendments 
made by this Act, in the producer’s capacity 
as a manufacturer. 

(d) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘controlled by’’ means a producer that is a 
member of the same controlled group of cor-
porations, as that term is used for purposes 
of section 52(a) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986, or under common control within the 
meaning of the regulations promulgated 
under section 52(b) of such Code. 
SEC. 202. EQUAL TREATMENT OF RETAIL OUT-

LETS. 
The Secretary of Health and Human Serv-

ices shall promulgate regulations to require 
that retail establishments that are acces-
sible to individuals under the age of 18, for 
which the predominant business is the sale 
of tobacco products, comply with any adver-
tising restrictions applicable to such estab-
lishments. 

By Mr. REID: 
S. 249. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986 to expand the 
credit for electricity produced from 
certain renewable resources; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the bill I 
have introduced expands the existing 
production tax credit for renewable en-
ergy technology to cover all renewable 
energy technologies. 

We have a crisis in America today. It 
is called electricity. It is called power. 
What took place and is taking place in 
California is only a preview of things 
that are going to happen all over 
America unless we do something about 
it. It is time to recognize the present 
system isn’t working. 

We can criticize California and what 
they did. It is obvious to everyone that 
their deregulation program simply was 
not workable. It wasn’t workable be-
cause they were energy inefficient. 
They did not produce enough energy 
inside the State of California for the 
deregulation bill they passed to work. 
The only time a deregulation bill such 
as they had would work is if you have 
a State that produces more electricity 
than it uses. There are some examples 
of that. California, however, decided 
they were going to deregulate, even 
though they didn’t have enough elec-
tricity produced within the State. 
They figured they could buy cheap 
power elsewhere and have it brought 

into California. It was a recipe for dis-
aster. The disaster hit. They are now 
trying to work their way out of the 
problem. 

There is no question that the current 
energy crisis in California has dem-
onstrated that America must diversify 
its energy mix. Already in Nevada elec-
tricity rates have risen six times; the 
natural gas price has increased more 
than 75 percent. This is a real problem. 
All we have to do is look around. I have 
a letter from a man named Ronald 
Feldstein from Carson City, NV. 
Among other things, he said: I was hor-
rified to read that Southwest Gas was 
increasing our gas bills 35 percent ef-
fective February 1. Nevada is a poor 
State, mostly composed of senior re-
tired citizens. 

I add editorially, that isn’t true, but 
we do have lots and lots of senior citi-
zens. To the author of this letter, it 
seems the State of Nevada is composed 
mostly of senior citizens. 

Last month, he says, his Southwest 
Gas bill was over $100; a 35-percent in-
crease will mean an additional $35 on 
his electricity bill. The only way a sen-
ior can afford such a huge increase is 
to give up something. In other words, 
lower his standard of living. That usu-
ally means giving up a certain pre-
scription drug or lowering his food bill. 

He went on to say other things, but I 
think that conveys the problem we 
have in Nevada, and people all over 
America are about to have; that is, a 
huge increase in the price of fuel en-
ergy. 

Ensuring that the lights and heat 
stay on is critical to sustaining Amer-
ica’s economic growth and our quality 
of life. The citizens of Nevada and of 
this Nation demand a national energy 
strategy to ensure their economic well- 
being and security, and to provide for 
the quality of life they deserve. 

It is a sad state of affairs that people 
like Mr. Feldstein, which can be multi-
plied in the State of Nevada thousands 
and thousands of times, have to make 
significant sacrifices to pay their en-
ergy bills. People are saying: I’m going 
to have to cut back on my prescrip-
tions. I will have to cut back on the 
food I buy because I have a fixed in-
come, and these power bills must be 
paid because I can’t go without heat. 
Carson City, NV, is a cold place in the 
winter. 

Nevadans understand that a national 
energy strategy must encompass some-
thing other than what we are doing. 
What we are doing now does not work. 
We are depending mostly on importing 
oil, and people who import the oil are 
manipulating the price and that price 
is going sky high. We have to do some-
thing different. Of course, we have to 
do something about conservation. We 
must be more efficient. We must also 
expand our generating capacity. How 
are we going to do that? There are 
some who say that one of the ways is 

to do something with clean coal tech-
nology. That is something I am willing 
to take a look at, hopefully, so we can 
reduce the global warming problem 
when it is necessary to use coal. But it 
is difficult to significantly reduce 
harmful emissions with coal. 

I have supported clean coal tech-
nology. We have a plant near Reno, 
NV, that started out with clean coal 
technology. It is important we do that. 
We are not going to develop any more 
nuclear powerplants in America in the 
foreseeable future. There are too many 
problems. It is too expensive. We have 
no way of disposing of the waste. 

What else can we do? We have power-
plants now, but the primary way they 
can be constructed is if they are fueled 
by natural gas. The cost of natural gas 
has gone way up. 

What else can we do? I think one of 
the things we can do is develop renew-
able energy resources. This is a respon-
sible way to expand our power capacity 
without compromising air or water 
quality. 

Fossil fuel plants pump out over 11 
million tons of pollutants into our air 
each year. This is not 11 million 
pounds, but tons, into our air each 
year. Powerplants in the United States 
are responsible for 35 percent of our na-
tional carbon dioxide emissions which 
contribute to global climate change, 
global warming. Powerplants in the 
United States are responsible for 66 
percent of sulphur dioxide, which 
causes acid rain, 25 percent of nitrogen 
oxides, which lead to smog, and 21 per-
cent of mercury, which poisons fish and 
other animals. That is what power-
plants in the United States do. There is 
no disputing that. That is a fact. 

The legislation I have introduced will 
renew the wind power production tax 
credit, expand the credit to additional 
renewable technologies, including 
solar, open-loop biomass, poultry and 
animal waste, geothermal, and incre-
mental hydropower facilities. There is 
so much that can be done. 

We are constructing, as we speak, 90 
miles northwest of Las Vegas at the 
Nevada Test Site, wind-generating ca-
pacity that in 3 years will produce 
from windmills enough electricity, 265 
megawatts, to power a quarter of a 
million homes. 

These renewable energy sources can 
enhance America’s energy supply on a 
scale of 1 to 3 years, considerably 
shorter than the time required for a 
fossil fuel powerplant. 

The proposed production tax credit 
for all these renewable energy sources 
would be made permanent. One of the 
problems we have with many of our tax 
credits is we do them for a short period 
of time. People don’t know whether 
they are going to be in existence, and 
therefore they are unwilling to commit 
long term. This proposed production 
tax credit, if it is made permanent, will 
encourage use of renewable energy and 
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signal America’s long-term commit-
ment to clean energy, to a healthy en-
vironment, and to our energy independ-
ence. 

My bill also allows for coproduction 
credits to encourage blending of renew-
able energy with traditional fuels and 
provides a credit for renewable facili-
ties on Native American and Native 
Alaskan lands. 

Renewable energy is poised to make 
major contributions to our Nation’s en-
ergy needs over the next decade. 

It is so important we recognize that 
within 3 years one wind-generating 
farm in Nevada will produce 8 percent 
of all the electricity needs of the state. 
We can multiply that by 6 years to 20 
percent. It is remarkable what can be 
done. 

Nevada has already developed 200 
megawatts of geothermal power with a 
longer term potential of more than 
2,500 megawatts, enough capacity to 
meet the State’s energy needs. Grow-
ing renewable energy industries in the 
United States will also help provide 
growing employment opportunities in 
the United States and help U.S. renew-
able technologies compete in world 
markets. 

In States such as Nevada, expanded 
renewable energy production will pro-
vide jobs in rural areas—areas that 
have been largely left out of America’s 
recent economic boom. 

The Department of Energy has esti-
mated we could increase our genera-
tion of geothermal energy almost ten-
fold, supplying 10 percent of the energy 
needs of the West, and expand wind en-
ergy production to serve the electricity 
needs of 10 million homes. 

Renewable energy, as an alternative 
to traditional energy sources, is a com-
monsense way to ensure the American 
people that they can have a reliable 
source of power at an affordable price. 

The United States needs to move 
away from its dependence on fossil 
fuels that pollute the environment and 
undermine our national security inter-
ests and balance of trade. 

If there were ever a national security 
interest that we have, it would be 
doing something about the importation 
of fossil fuel. We have to do something 
to stop our dependence on these coun-
tries that manipulate the price of oil 
and other fuels. We have to do that; it 
is essential for our national security. 

We need to send the signal to utility 
companies all over America that we 
are committed in the long term to the 
growth of renewable energy. We must 
accept this commitment for the energy 
security of the United States, for the 
protection of our environment, and for 
the health of the American people and 
literally the world. 

By Mr. BIDEN (for himself, Mrs. 
HUTCHISON, Mr. LOTT, Mr. 
DASCHLE, Mr. KERRY, Mr. BAU-
CUS, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BREAUX, 

Mr. BURNS, Mr. BYRD, Mr. CAR-
PER, Mr. CHAFEE, Mr. CLELAND, 
Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. COCHRAN, Ms. 
COLLINS, Mr. CORZINE, Mr. 
DEWINE, Mr. DODD, Mr. DOR-
GAN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. EDWARDS, 
Mr. FEINGOLD, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, 
Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. HELMS, Mr. 
HOLLINGS, Mr. INOUYE, Mr. JEF-
FORDS, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. KOHL, Ms. LANDRIEU, 
Mr. LEAHY, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 
LIEBERMAN, Mrs. LINCOLN, Ms. 
MIKULSKI, Mr. MILLER, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Mr. REID, Mr. ROCKE-
FELLER, Mr. SANTORUM, Mr. 
SARBANES, Mr. SCHUMER, Ms. 
SNOWE, Mr. SPECTER, Ms. 
STABENOW, Mr. TORRICELLI, Mr. 
WARNER, and Mr. WELLSTONE): 

S. 250. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow a credit 
to holders of qualified bonds issued by 
Amtrak, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce, along with Senator 
HUTCHISON, Senator LOTT, Senator 
DASCHLE, and 47 other cosponsors, the 
High Speed Rail Investment Act of 
2001. With this legislation we continue 
the work begun by our former col-
leagues, Senator Bill Roth, Senator 
Pat Moynihan, and especially Senator 
Frank Lautenberg, who worked so hard 
in the last Congress to support high 
speed intercity passenger rail. 

Since the very first steam loco-
motive in this country rolled in New-
castle, Delaware, railroading has been 
a capital-intensive industry. From the 
rolling stock to the right of way, rail-
roads require major long-term invest-
ments. But unlike every other pas-
senger rail system in the world, Am-
trak has lacked a secure source of pub-
lic support for its capital needs. Over 
the years, along with many of my col-
leagues here in the Senate, I have 
looked for ways to right that wrong. 

The bill that Senator HUTCHISON and 
I introduce today is designed to provide 
Amtrak with the capital funds to es-
tablish a truly national high speed pas-
senger rail system. The idea is simple, 
and it is modeled on a program we al-
ready have in place to support another 
important public priority, public 
school construction. Under this legisla-
tion, Amtrak is authorized to issue, 
over the next ten years, up to $12 bil-
lion in bonds. Instead of an interest 
payment, the holders of those bonds 
will be paid by a rebate on their federal 
income taxes. 

The funds generated from the sale of 
the bonds will be available for invest-
ments in high speed rail corridors 
throughout the country, from the es-
tablished and profitable Northeast Cor-
ridor to planned corridors from Florida 
to the Pacific Northwest. One thing I 
learned from my days on the County 
Council in Delaware was that each 
route on a bus system supports and 

sustains the others. Cut one route, and 
ridership will fall off on the others as 
the whole system becomes less useful. 
Conversely, the more complete the sys-
tem the more people will find that it 
meets their needs. 

Another thing I learned on the coun-
ty council, Mr. President, is that if 
state and local governments are re-
quired to put up some of their own 
funds to match assistance from the fed-
eral government, they will think long 
and hard about the best use of their 
funds. That is why this legislation re-
quires a twenty percent match by the 
state before a high speed rail project 
can qualify for the support this bill 
provides. This provision not only pro-
vides an additional safeguard that high 
speed rail investments meet the many 
real needs the states have, but it also 
assures that the funds will be there to 
pay off the bonds as they come due. 

Before a project is eligible for the 
funds raised under this bill, it must be 
reviewed by the Secretary of Transpor-
tation for its financial soundness, its 
role in a national passenger rail sys-
tem, and its contribution to balance 
among the many regional corridors in 
the national system. 

I know that I don’t have to tell my 
colleagues about the growing chorus of 
public complaints about air travel in 
this country. All over the country, 
overworked and over booked airports 
and flyways keep passengers sitting in 
terminals or out on the runways, wait-
ing for some movement in a clogged 
system. The vast majority of our most 
crowded airports are located near rail 
lines that could take some of those 
passengers where they need to go fast-
er, safer, and more comfortably. 

But only if we make the same invest-
ment in passenger rail that every other 
advanced economy does, Mr. President. 
Today, those tracks carry no pas-
sengers while our airports are bursting 
at the seams. 

The same is true for the major high-
way corridors between our nation’s cit-
ies. Those arteries are clogged with 
every kind of traffic, from freight haul-
ers to vacationers to business trav-
elers. Many of them run parallel to 
major rail corridors, that could share 
some of that load. But only, Mr. Presi-
dent, if we make the same investment 
in passenger rail that every other ad-
vanced economy does. 

Just look at the lack of balance in 
our transportation spending, Mr. Presi-
dent. We spend $80 billion a year on our 
highways. We spend a billion just 
cleaning up road kills, and more than a 
billion a year salting icy roads. But we 
spend less than $600 million a year on 
rail infrastructure. 

We spend $19 billion a year on avia-
tion, but, again, less than $600 million 
on rail. 

These numbers are even more dis-
turbing when you realize what you get 
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for each dollar spent. Look at the enor-
mous cost of individual projects. Con-
struction of a freeway in Los Angeles 
costs $125 million per mile. Per mile, 
Mr. President. But that is cheap com-
pared to the ‘‘Big Dig’’ Central Artery 
in Boston—the price tag on that is $1.5 
billion per mile. Airport construction 
is just as expensive: the Denver Inter-
national Airport cost $4.2 billion. To 
expand the Los Angeles International 
Airport will involve $3 billion to $4 bil-
lion in ground transportation costs 
alone. 

High speed passenger rail invest-
ments can get a lot more done for a lot 
less money—five to ten times as much 
as an investment in new highways. For 
example, expanding I–95, our major 
east-coast highway corridor, by just 
one lane can cost as much as $50 mil-
lion a mile. That works out to about 45 
passengers per hour for every million 
dollars. But a mile of new, high-speed 
rail track, which can cost $8 million a 
mile, will move 450 passengers per hour 
for every million dollars invested. 
That’s a good deal all around.—fewer 
cars, less pollution, more people get-
ting where they want to go. 

Under the terms of the Amtrak Re-
form Act of 1997, we have put Amtrak 
on a path to self-sufficiency in its oper-
ating budget by the year 2003. I have 
said many times that I do not think 
that this is the wisest course. Given 
the long history of underfunding Am-
trak’s needs, I am far from convinced 
that we have put Amtrak in a position 
to reach full operating self sufficiency 
by that artificial deadline. But what-
ever we make of that deadline on oper-
ating support, Mr. President, it is clear 
that the very least we can do is provide 
Amtrak with the capital funds to be-
come the passenger rail service this na-
tion needs. 

With the commitment of the leader-
ship in both parties, with the support 
of over half of the Senate on the day of 
its introduction, this legislation is off 
to a great start. We will need all of 
these resources and more to see this 
through to final passage, and to get a 
real, world-class passenger rail system 
for the United States under way. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 250 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; AMENDMENT OF 1986 

CODE. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 

the ‘‘High-Speed Rail Investment Act of 
2001’’. 

(b) AMENDMENT OF 1986 CODE.—Except as 
otherwise expressly provided, whenever in 
this Act an amendment or repeal is ex-
pressed in terms of an amendment to, or re-
peal of, a section or other provision, the ref-

erence shall be considered to be made to a 
section or other provision of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 
SEC. 2. CREDIT TO HOLDERS OF QUALIFIED AM-

TRAK BONDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part IV of subchapter A 

of chapter 1 (relating to credits against tax) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subpart: 

‘‘Subpart H—Nonrefundable Credit for 
Holders of Qualified Amtrak Bonds 

‘‘Sec. 54. Credit to holders of qualified Am-
trak bonds. 

‘‘SEC. 54. CREDIT TO HOLDERS OF QUALIFIED 
AMTRAK BONDS. 

‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—In the case of 
a taxpayer who holds a qualified Amtrak 
bond on a credit allowance date of such bond 
which occurs during the taxable year, there 
shall be allowed as a credit against the tax 
imposed by this chapter for such taxable 
year an amount equal to the sum of the cred-
its determined under subsection (b) with re-
spect to credit allowance dates during such 
year on which the taxpayer holds such bond. 

‘‘(b) AMOUNT OF CREDIT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount of the credit 

determined under this subsection with re-
spect to any credit allowance date for a 
qualified Amtrak bond is 25 percent of the 
annual credit determined with respect to 
such bond. 

‘‘(2) ANNUAL CREDIT.—The annual credit de-
termined with respect to any qualified Am-
trak bond is the product of— 

‘‘(A) the applicable credit rate, multiplied 
by 

‘‘(B) the outstanding face amount of the 
bond. 

‘‘(3) APPLICABLE CREDIT RATE.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (2), the applicable credit 
rate with respect to an issue is the rate 
equal to an average market yield (as of the 
day before the date of sale of the issue) on 
outstanding long-term corporate debt obliga-
tions (determined under regulations pre-
scribed by the Secretary). 

‘‘(4) SPECIAL RULE FOR ISSUANCE AND RE-
DEMPTION.—In the case of a bond which is 
issued during the 3-month period ending on a 
credit allowance date, the amount of the 
credit determined under this subsection with 
respect to such credit allowance date shall 
be a ratable portion of the credit otherwise 
determined based on the portion of the 3- 
month period during which the bond is out-
standing. A similar rule shall apply when the 
bond is redeemed. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF 
TAX.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The credit allowed under 
subsection (a) for any taxable year shall not 
exceed the excess of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of the regular tax liability 
(as defined in section 26(b)) plus the tax im-
posed by section 55, over 

‘‘(B) the sum of the credits allowable under 
this part (other than this subpart and sub-
part C). 

‘‘(2) CARRYOVER OF UNUSED CREDIT.—If the 
credit allowable under subsection (a) exceeds 
the limitation imposed by paragraph (1) for 
such taxable year, such excess shall be car-
ried to the succeeding taxable year and 
added to the credit allowable under sub-
section (a) for such taxable year. 

‘‘(d) QUALIFIED AMTRAK BOND.—For pur-
poses of this part— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified Am-
trak bond’ means any bond issued as part of 
an issue if— 

‘‘(A) 95 percent or more of the proceeds of 
such issue are to be used for any qualified 
project, 

‘‘(B) the bond is issued by the National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation, 

‘‘(C) the issuer— 
‘‘(i) designates such bond for purposes of 

this section, 
‘‘(ii) certifies that it meets the State con-

tribution requirement of paragraph (3) with 
respect to such project and that it has re-
ceived the required State contribution pay-
ment before the issuance of such bond, 

‘‘(iii) certifies that it has obtained the 
written approval of the Secretary of Trans-
portation for such project, including a find-
ing by the Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Transportation that there is a rea-
sonable likelihood that the proposed pro-
gram will result in a positive incremental fi-
nancial contribution to the National Rail-
road Passenger Corporation and that the in-
vestment evaluation process includes a re-
turn on investment, leveraging of funds (in-
cluding State capital and operating con-
tributions), cost effectiveness, safety im-
provement, mobility improvement, and fea-
sibility, and 

‘‘(iv) certifies that it has obtained written 
certification by the Secretary, after con-
sultation with the Secretary of Transpor-
tation, that, in the case of a qualified project 
which results in passenger trains operating 
at speeds greater than 79 miles per hour, the 
issuer has entered into a written agreement 
with the rail carriers (as defined in section 
24102 of title 49, United States Code) the 
properties of which are to be improved by 
such project as to the scope and estimated 
cost of such project and the impact on 
freight capacity of such rail carriers; Pro-
vided that the National Railroad Passenger 
Corporation shall not exercise its rights 
under section 24308(a) of such title 49 to re-
solve disputes with respect to such project or 
the cost of such project, 

‘‘(D) the term of each bond which is part of 
such issue does not exceed 20 years, 

‘‘(E) the payment of principal with respect 
to such bond is the obligation of the Na-
tional Railroad Passenger Corporation (re-
gardless of the establishment of the trust ac-
count under subsection (j)), and 

‘‘(F) the issue meets the requirements of 
subsection (h). 

‘‘(2) TREATMENT OF CHANGES IN USE.—For 
purposes of paragraph (1)(A), the proceeds of 
an issue shall not be treated as used for a 
qualified project to the extent that the 
issuer takes any action within its control 
which causes such proceeds not to be used 
for a qualified project. The Secretary shall 
prescribe regulations specifying remedial ac-
tions that may be taken (including condi-
tions to taking such remedial actions) to 
prevent an action described in the preceding 
sentence from causing a bond to fail to be a 
qualified Amtrak bond. 

‘‘(3) STATE CONTRIBUTION REQUIREMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of para-

graph (1)(C)(ii), the State contribution re-
quirement of this paragraph is met with re-
spect to any qualified project if the National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation has a writ-
ten binding commitment from 1 or more 
States to make matching contributions not 
later than the date of issuance of the issue of 
not less than 20 percent of the cost of the 
qualified project. State matching contribu-
tions may include privately funded contribu-
tions. 

‘‘(B) USE OF STATE MATCHING CONTRIBU-
TIONS.—The matching contributions de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) with respect to 
each qualified project shall be used— 

‘‘(i) as necessary to redeem bonds which 
are a part of the issue with respect to such 
project, and 
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‘‘(ii) in the case of any remaining amount, 

at the election of the National Railroad Pas-
senger Corporation and the contributing 
State— 

‘‘(I) to fund a qualified project, 
‘‘(II) to redeem other qualified Amtrak 

bonds, or 
‘‘(III) for the purposes of subclauses (I) and 

(II). 
‘‘(C) STATE CONTRIBUTION REQUIREMENT FOR 

CERTAIN QUALIFIED PROJECTS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, with respect to any 
qualified project on the high-speed rail cor-
ridors designated under section 104(d)(2) of 
title 23, United States Code, the State con-
tribution requirement of this paragraph may 
include the value of land to be contributed 
by a State for right-of-way and may be de-
rived by a State directly or indirectly from 
Federal funds, including transfers from the 
Highway Trust Fund under section 9503. 

‘‘(ii) SPECIAL RULES REGARDING USE OF BOND 
PROCEEDS.—Proceeds from the issuance of 
bonds for such a qualified project may be 
used to the extent necessary for the purpose 
of subparagraph (B)(i), and any such proceeds 
deposited into the trust account required 
under subsection (j) shall be deemed expendi-
tures for the qualified project under sub-
section (h). 

‘‘(D) STATE MATCHING CONTRIBUTIONS MAY 
NOT INCLUDE FEDERAL FUNDS.—Except as pro-
vided in subparagraph (C), for purposes of 
this paragraph, State matching contribu-
tions shall not be derived, directly or indi-
rectly, from Federal funds, including any 
transfers from the Highway Trust Fund 
under section 9503. 

‘‘(E) NO STATE CONTRIBUTION REQUIREMENT 
FOR CERTAIN QUALIFIED PROJECTS.—With re-
spect to any qualified project described in 
subsection (e)(4), the State contribution re-
quirement of this paragraph is zero. 

‘‘(4) QUALIFIED PROJECT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 

project’ means— 
‘‘(i) the acquisition, financing, or refi-

nancing of equipment, rolling stock, and 
other capital improvements, including sta-
tion rehabilitation or construction, track or 
signal improvements, or the elimination of 
grade crossings, for the northeast rail cor-
ridor between Washington, D.C. and Boston, 
Massachusetts, 

‘‘(ii) the acquisition, financing, or refi-
nancing of equipment, rolling stock, and 
other capital improvements, including sta-
tion rehabilitation or construction, track or 
signal improvements, or the elimination of 
grade crossings, for the improvement of 
train speeds or safety (or both) on the high- 
speed rail corridors designated under section 
104(d)(2) of title 23, United States Code, and 

‘‘(iii) the acquisition, financing, or refi-
nancing of equipment, rolling stock, and 
other capital improvements, including sta-
tion rehabilitation or construction, track or 
signal improvements, or the elimination of 
grade crossings, for other intercity passenger 
rail corridors for the purpose of increasing 
railroad speeds to at least 90 miles per hour. 

‘‘(B) REFINANCING RULES.—For purposes of 
subparagraph (A), a refinancing shall con-
stitute a qualified project only if the indebt-
edness being refinanced (including any obli-
gation directly or indirectly refinanced by 
such indebtedness) was originally incurred 
by the National Railroad Passenger Corpora-
tion— 

‘‘(i) after the date of the enactment of this 
section, 

‘‘(ii) for a term of not more than 3 years, 

‘‘(iii) to finance or acquire capital im-
provements described in subparagraph (A), 
and 

‘‘(iv) in anticipation of being refinanced 
with proceeds of a qualified Amtrak bond. 

‘‘(C) PRIOR ISSUANCE COSTS.—For purposes 
of subparagraph (A), a qualified project may 
include the costs a State incurs prior to the 
issuance of the bonds to fulfill any statutory 
requirements directly necessary for imple-
mentation of the project. 

‘‘(e) LIMITATIONS ON AMOUNT OF BONDS DES-
IGNATED.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There is a qualified Am-
trak bond limitation for each fiscal year. 
Such limitation is— 

‘‘(A) $1,200,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2002 through 2011, and 

‘‘(B) except as provided in paragraph (5), 
zero after fiscal year 2011. 

‘‘(2) BONDS FOR RAIL CORRIDORS.—Not more 
than $3,000,000,000 of the limitation under 
paragraph (1) may be designated for any 1 
rail corridor described in clause (i) or (ii) of 
subsection (d)(4)(A). 

‘‘(3) BONDS FOR OTHER PROJECTS.—Not more 
than $100,000,000 of the limitation under 
paragraph (1) for any fiscal year may be allo-
cated to all qualified projects described in 
subsection (d)(4)(A)(iii). 

‘‘(4) BONDS FOR ALASKA RAILROAD.—The 
Secretary of Transportation may allocate to 
the Alaska Railroad a portion of the quali-
fied Amtrak limitation for any fiscal year in 
order to allow the Alaska Railroad to issue 
bonds which meet the requirements of this 
section for use in financing any project de-
scribed in subsection (d)(4)(A)(iii) (deter-
mined without regard to the requirement of 
increasing railroad speeds). For purposes of 
this section, the Alaska Railroad shall be 
treated in the same manner as the National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation. 

‘‘(5) CARRYOVER OF UNUSED LIMITATION.—If 
for any fiscal year— 

‘‘(A) the limitation amount under para-
graph (1), exceeds 

‘‘(B) the amount of bonds issued during 
such year which are designated under sub-
section (d)(1)(C)(i), 

the limitation amount under paragraph (1) 
for the following fiscal year (through fiscal 
year 2015) shall be increased by the amount 
of such excess. 

‘‘(6) ADDITIONAL SELECTION CRITERIA.—In 
selecting qualified projects for allocation of 
the qualified Amtrak bond limitation under 
this subsection, the Secretary of Transpor-
tation— 

‘‘(A) may give preference to any project 
with a State matching contribution rate ex-
ceeding 20 percent, and 

‘‘(B) shall consider regional balance in in-
frastructure investment and the national in-
terest in ensuring the development of a na-
tion-wide high-speed rail transportation net-
work. 

‘‘(f) OTHER DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of 
this subpart— 

‘‘(1) BOND.—The term ‘bond’ includes any 
obligation. 

‘‘(2) CREDIT ALLOWANCE DATE.—The term 
‘credit allowance date’ means— 

‘‘(A) March 15, 
‘‘(B) June 15, 
‘‘(C) September 15, and 
‘‘(D) December 15. 

Such term includes the last day on which the 
bond is outstanding. 

‘‘(3) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means the 
several States and the District of Columbia, 
and any subdivision thereof. 

‘‘(4) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 
1 or more projects implemented over 1 or 

more years to support the development of 
intercity passenger rail corridors. 

‘‘(g) CREDIT INCLUDED IN GROSS INCOME.— 
Gross income includes the amount of the 
credit allowed to the taxpayer under this 
section (determined without regard to sub-
section (c)) and the amount so included shall 
be treated as interest income. 

‘‘(h) SPECIAL RULES RELATING TO ARBI-
TRAGE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
an issue shall be treated as meeting the re-
quirements of this subsection if as of the 
date of issuance, the issuer reasonably ex-
pects— 

‘‘(A) to spend at least 95 percent of the pro-
ceeds of the issue for 1 or more qualified 
projects within the 5-year period beginning 
on such date, and 

‘‘(B) to proceed with due diligence to com-
plete such projects and to spend the proceeds 
of the issue. 

‘‘(2) RULES REGARDING CONTINUING COMPLI-
ANCE AFTER 5-YEAR DETERMINATION.—If at 
least 95 percent of the proceeds of the issue 
is not expended for 1 or more qualified 
projects within the 5-year period beginning 
on the date of issuance, an issue shall be 
treated as continuing to meet the require-
ments of this subsection if either— 

‘‘(A) the issuer uses all unspent proceeds of 
the issue to redeem bonds of the issue within 
90 days after the end of such 5-year period, or 

‘‘(B) the following requirements are met: 
‘‘(i) The issuer spends at least 75 percent of 

the proceeds of the issue for 1 or more quali-
fied projects within the 5-year period begin-
ning on the date of issuance. 

‘‘(ii) The issuer has proceeded with due 
diligence to spend the proceeds of the issue 
within such 5-year period and continues to 
proceed with due diligence to spend such pro-
ceeds. 

‘‘(iii) The issuer pays to the Federal Gov-
ernment any earnings on the proceeds of the 
issue that accrue after the end of such 5-year 
period. 

‘‘(iv) Either— 
‘‘(I) at least 95 percent of the proceeds of 

the issue is expended for 1 or more qualified 
projects within the 6-year period beginning 
on the date of issuance, or 

‘‘(II) the issuer uses all unspent proceeds of 
the issue to redeem bonds of the issue within 
90 days after the end of such 6-year period. 

‘‘(i) RECAPTURE OF PORTION OF CREDIT 
WHERE CESSATION OF COMPLIANCE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If any bond which when 
issued purported to be a qualified Amtrak 
bond ceases to be a qualified Amtrak bond, 
the issuer shall pay to the United States (at 
the time required by the Secretary) an 
amount equal to the sum of— 

‘‘(A) the aggregate of the credits allowable 
under this section with respect to such bond 
(determined without regard to subsection 
(c)) for taxable years ending during the cal-
endar year in which such cessation occurs 
and the 2 preceding calendar years, and 

‘‘(B) interest at the underpayment rate 
under section 6621 on the amount determined 
under subparagraph (A) for each calendar 
year for the period beginning on the first day 
of such calendar year. 

‘‘(2) FAILURE TO PAY.—If the issuer fails to 
timely pay the amount required by para-
graph (1) with respect to such bond, the tax 
imposed by this chapter on each holder of 
any such bond which is part of such issue 
shall be increased (for the taxable year of the 
holder in which such cessation occurs) by the 
aggregate decrease in the credits allowed 
under this section to such holder for taxable 
years beginning in such 3 calendar years 
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which would have resulted solely from deny-
ing any credit under this section with re-
spect to such issue for such taxable years. 

‘‘(3) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(A) TAX BENEFIT RULE.—The tax for the 

taxable year shall be increased under para-
graph (2) only with respect to credits allowed 
by reason of this section which were used to 
reduce tax liability. In the case of credits 
not so used to reduce tax liability, the 
carryforwards and carrybacks under section 
39 shall be appropriately adjusted. 

‘‘(B) NO CREDITS AGAINST TAX.—Any in-
crease in tax under paragraph (2) shall not be 
treated as a tax imposed by this chapter for 
purposes of determining— 

‘‘(i) the amount of any credit allowable 
under this part, or 

‘‘(ii) the amount of the tax imposed by sec-
tion 55. 

‘‘(j) USE OF TRUST ACCOUNT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount of any 

matching contribution with respect to a 
qualified project described in subsection 
(d)(3)(B)(i) or (d)(3)(B)(ii)(II) and the tem-
porary period investment earnings on pro-
ceeds of the issue with respect to such 
project, and any earnings thereon, shall be 
held in a trust account by a trustee inde-
pendent of the National Railroad Passenger 
Corporation to be used to the extent nec-
essary to redeem bonds which are part of 
such issue. 

‘‘(2) USE OF REMAINING FUNDS IN TRUST AC-
COUNT.—Upon the repayment of the principal 
of all qualified Amtrak bonds issued under 
this section, any remaining funds in the 
trust account described in paragraph (1) 
shall be available— 

‘‘(A) to the trustee described in paragraph 
(1), to meet any remaining obligations under 
any guaranteed investment contract used to 
secure earnings sufficient to repay the prin-
cipal of such bonds, and 

‘‘(B) to the issuer, for any qualified 
project. 

‘‘(k) OTHER SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(1) PARTNERSHIP; S CORPORATION; AND 

OTHER PASS-THRU ENTITIES.—Under regula-
tions prescribed by the Secretary, in the case 
of a partnership, trust, S corporation, or 
other pass-thru entity, rules similar to the 
rules of section 41(g) shall apply with respect 
to the credit allowable under subsection (a). 

‘‘(2) BONDS HELD BY REGULATED INVESTMENT 
COMPANIES.—If any qualified Amtrak bond is 
held by a regulated investment company, the 
credit determined under subsection (a) shall 
be allowed to shareholders of such company 
under procedures prescribed by the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(3) CREDITS MAY BE STRIPPED.—Under reg-
ulations prescribed by the Secretary— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—There may be a separa-
tion (including at issuance) of the ownership 
of a qualified Amtrak bond and the entitle-
ment to the credit under this section with 
respect to such bond. In case of any such sep-
aration, the credit under this section shall 
be allowed to the person who on the credit 
allowance date holds the instrument evi-
dencing the entitlement to the credit and 
not to the holder of the bond. 

‘‘(B) CERTAIN RULES TO APPLY.—In the case 
of a separation described in subparagraph 
(A), the rules of section 1286 shall apply to 
the qualified Amtrak bond as if it were a 
stripped bond and to the credit under this 
section as if it were a stripped coupon. 

‘‘(4) TREATMENT FOR ESTIMATED TAX PUR-
POSES.—Solely for purposes of sections 6654 
and 6655, the credit allowed by this section 
to a taxpayer by reason of holding a quali-
fied Amtrak bond on a credit allowance date 

shall be treated as if it were a payment of es-
timated tax made by the taxpayer on such 
date. 

‘‘(5) CREDIT MAY BE TRANSFERRED.—Noth-
ing in any law or rule of law shall be con-
strued to limit the transferability of the 
credit allowed by this section through sale 
and repurchase agreements. 

‘‘(6) REPORTING.—Issuers of qualified Am-
trak bonds shall submit reports similar to 
the reports required under section 149(e).’’. 

(b) REPORTING.—Subsection (d) of section 
6049 (relating to returns regarding payments 
of interest), as amended by section 505(d), is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) REPORTING OF CREDIT ON QUALIFIED AM-
TRAK BONDS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-
section (a), the term ‘interest’ includes 
amounts includible in gross income under 
section 54(g) and such amounts shall be 
treated as paid on the credit allowance date 
(as defined in section 54(f)(2)). 

‘‘(B) REPORTING TO CORPORATIONS, ETC.— 
Except as otherwise provided in regulations, 
in the case of any interest described in sub-
paragraph (A) of this paragraph, subsection 
(b)(4) of this section shall be applied without 
regard to subparagraphs (A), (H), (I), (J), (K), 
and (L)(i). 

‘‘(C) REGULATORY AUTHORITY.—The Sec-
retary may prescribe such regulations as are 
necessary or appropriate to carry out the 
purposes of this paragraph, including regula-
tions which require more frequent or more 
detailed reporting.’’. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) The table of subparts for part IV of sub-

chapter A of chapter 1 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new item: 

‘‘Subpart H. Nonrefundable Credit for Hold-
ers of Qualified Amtrak 
Bonds.’’. 

(2) Section 6401(b)(1) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘and G’’ and inserting ‘‘G, and H’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to obliga-
tions issued after September 30, 2001. 

(e) MULTI-YEAR CAPITAL SPENDING PLAN 
AND OVERSIGHT.— 

(1) AMTRAK CAPITAL SPENDING PLAN.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The National Railroad 

Passenger Corporation shall annually submit 
to the President and Congress a multi-year 
capital spending plan, as approved by the 
Board of Directors of the Corporation. 

(B) CONTENTS OF PLAN.—Such plan shall 
identify the capital investment needs of the 
Corporation over a period of not less than 5 
years and the funding sources available to fi-
nance such needs and shall prioritize such 
needs according to corporate goals and strat-
egies. 

(C) INITIAL SUBMISSION DATE.—The first 
plan shall be submitted before the issuance 
of any qualified Amtrak bonds by the Na-
tional Railroad Passenger Corporation pur-
suant to section 54 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 (as added by this section). 

(2) OVERSIGHT OF AMTRAK TRUST ACCOUNT 
AND QUALIFIED PROJECTS.— 

(A) TRUST ACCOUNT OVERSIGHT.—The Sec-
retary of the Treasury shall annually report 
to Congress as to whether the amount depos-
ited in the trust account established by the 
National Railroad Passenger Corporation 
under section 54(j) of such Code (as so added) 
is sufficient to fully repay at maturity the 
principal of any outstanding qualified Am-
trak bonds issued pursuant to section 54 of 
such Code (as so added), together with 
amounts expected to be deposited into such 
account, as certified by the National Rail-

road Passenger Corporation in accordance 
with procedures prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

(B) PROJECT OVERSIGHT.—The National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation shall con-
tract for an annual independent assessment 
of the costs and benefits of the qualified 
projects financed by such qualified Amtrak 
bonds, including an assessment of the invest-
ment evaluation process of the Corporation. 
The annual assessment shall be included in 
the plan submitted under paragraph (1). 

(C) OVERSIGHT FUNDING.—Not more than 0.5 
percent of the amounts made available 
through the issuance of qualified Amtrak 
bonds by the National Railroad Passenger 
Corporation pursuant to section 54 of such 
Code (as so added) may be used by the Na-
tional Railroad Passenger Corporation for 
assessments described in subparagraph (B). 

(f) PROTECTION OF HIGHWAY TRUST FUND.— 
(1) CERTIFICATION BY THE SECRETARY OF THE 

TREASURY.—The issuance of any qualified 
Amtrak bonds by the National Railroad Pas-
senger Corporation or the Alaska Railroad 
pursuant to section 54 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 (as added by this section) 
is conditioned on certification by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, after consultation 
with the Secretary of Transportation, within 
30 days of a request by the issuer, that with 
respect to funds of the Highway Trust Fund 
described under paragraph (2), the issuer ei-
ther— 

(A) has not received such funds during fis-
cal years commencing with fiscal year 2002 
and ending before the fiscal year the bonds 
are issued, or 

(B) has repaid to the Highway Trust Fund 
any such funds which were received during 
such fiscal years. 

(2) APPLICABILITY.—This subsection shall 
apply to funds received directly, or indi-
rectly from a State or local transit author-
ity, from the Highway Trust Fund estab-
lished under section 9503 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986, except for funds author-
ized to be expended under section 9503(c) of 
such Code, as in effect on the date of the en-
actment of this Act. 

(3) NO RETROACTIVE EFFECT.—Nothing in 
this subsection shall adversely affect the en-
titlement of the holders of qualified Amtrak 
bonds to the tax credit allowed pursuant to 
section 54 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (as so added) or to repayment of prin-
cipal upon maturity. 

(g) EXEMPTION FROM TAXES FOR HIGH- 
SPEED RAIL LINES AND IMPROVEMENTS.—Not-
withstanding any other provision of law, no 
rail carrier (as defined in section 24102 of 
title 49, United States Code) shall be re-
quired to pay any tax or fee imposed by the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 or by any 
State or local government with respect to 
the acquisition, improvement, or ownership 
of— 

(1) personal or real property funded by the 
proceeds of qualified Amtrak bonds (as de-
fined in section 54(d) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 (as added by this section) or any 
State or local bond (as defined in section 
103(c)(1) of such Code), or revenues or income 
from such acquisition, improvement, or own-
ership, or 

(2) rail lines in high-speed rail corridors 
designated under section 104(d)(2) of title 23, 
United States Code, that are leased by the 
National Railroad Passenger Corporation. 

(h) ISSUANCE OF REGULATIONS.—The Sec-
retary of the Treasury shall issue regula-
tions required under section 54 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code (as added by this section) 
not later than 90 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 
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(i) ISSUANCE OF TAX-EXEMPT BONDS FOR 

RAIL PASSENGER PROJECTS.— 
(1) FUNDING STATE MATCH REQUIREMENT.— 

Section 142(a) (relating to exempt facility 
bond) is amended by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end 
of paragraph (11), by striking the period at 
the end of paragraph (12) and inserting ‘‘, 
or’’, and by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(13) the State contribution requirement 
for qualified projects under section 54.’’. 

(2) REPEAL OF GOVERNMENTAL OWNERSHIP 
REQUIREMENT FOR MASS COMMUTING FACILI-
TIES.—Section 142(b)(1)(A) (relating to cer-
tain facilities must be governmentally 
owned) is amended by striking ‘‘(3),’’. 

(3) DEFINITION OF HIGH-SPEED INTERCITY 
RAIL FACILITIES.—Section 142(i)(1) is amended 
by striking ‘‘in excess of 150 miles per hour’’ 
and inserting ‘‘prescribed in section 104(d)(2) 
of title 23, United States Code,’’. 

(4) EXEMPTION FROM VOLUME CAP.—Sub-
section (g) of section 146 (relating to excep-
tion for certain bonds) is amended by strik-
ing paragraph (4) and the last sentence of 
such subsection and inserting the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) any exempt facility bond issued as 
part of an issue described in paragraph (3), 
(11), or (13) of section 142(a) (relating to mass 
commuting facilities, high-speed intercity 
rail facilities, and State contribution re-
quirements under section 54).’’. 

(5) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to bonds 
issued after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I am 
proud to join our esteemed majority 
and minority leaders in sponsoring the 
High Speed Rail Investment Act of 
2001. I am proud that our two leaders 
have been willing and able to work in a 
bipartisan manner to fulfill a promise 
that they made last month to re-intro-
duce this critical legislation. I thank 
them, and I thank Senator BIDEN and 
Senator HUTCHISON for their strong 
leadership as well. Their commitment 
to this bill cannot be overstated. 

This legislation would allow Amtrak 
to sell $12 billion in bonds over the 
next ten years and permit the federal 
government to provide tax credits to 
bondholders in lieu of interest pay-
ments. Amtrak would use this money 
to upgrade existing rail lines to high- 
speed rail capability. This bill has sup-
porters from both parties and all re-
gions of the country. 

Mr. President, high speed rail is not 
a partisan issue. It is not a regional 
issue. It is not an urban issue. The 
High-Speed Rail Investment Act has 
the support of the National Governors 
Association, the U.S. Conference of 
Mayors and the National Conference of 
State Legislatures. Thirty newspapers, 
from the New York Times and Provi-
dence Journal, to the Houston Chron-
icle and Seattle Post Intelligencer, 
have called for the enactment of this 
legislation. 

It is in our national interest to con-
struct a national infrastructure that is 
truly intermodal. Rail transportation 
helps alleviate the stress placed on our 
environment by air and highway trans-
portation. It is a sad fact that Amer-

ica’s rail transportation, and its lack 
of a national high-speed rail system, 
lags well behind rail transportation in 
most other nations—we spend less, per 
capita, on rail transportation than Es-
tonia and Greece. 

Mr. President, I know I made many 
of these same points on the floor of the 
Senate in December when we discussed 
a similar version of the High Speed 
Rail Investment Act. However, I be-
lieve that this legislation is critical to 
our nation’s transportation infrastruc-
ture needs, and these facts bear repeat-
ing: 

The federal government has invested 
$380 billion in our highways and $160 
billion in airports since Amtrak was 
created. By contrast, the federal gov-
ernment has spent only about $30 bil-
lion on Amtrak. We have spent just 
four percent of our transportation 
budget on rail transportation in the 
last 30 years. The Congress has man-
dated that Amtrak soon achieve oper-
ational self-sufficiency. That does not, 
nor should it, preclude further capital 
improvement grants. This is often mis-
understood and misinterpreted. Am-
trak has reduced its operating losses 
over the last two years, and remains 
capable of meeting its goal. However, it 
will continue to need the federal gov-
ernment to support its track upgrades, 
rolling stock improvements and other 
large-scale upgrades so that it may 
maintain its trademark quality serv-
ice. 

There is a compelling need to invest 
in high-speed rail. Our highways and 
skyways are overburdened. Intercity 
passenger miles traveled have in-
creased 80 percent since 1988, but only 
5.5 percent of that has come from in-
creased rail travel. Meanwhile, our 
congested skies have become even 
more crowded. The result, predictably, 
is that air travel delays are up 58 per-
cent since 1995. Things have gotten so 
bad in Chicago that O’Hare airport 
maintains 1,500 cots for snow-bound 
travelers. This summer, the airport 
had to order additional cots to accom-
modate passengers left stranded by 
myriad delays and cancellations. 

Amtrak ridership is on the rise. More 
than 22.5 million passengers rode Am-
trak in Fiscal Year 2000, a million more 
than the previous year. Nearly six mil-
lion riders took Amtrak in the first 
quarter of this fiscal year, the best 
first quarter in the company’s 30-year 
history. Ridership for the quarter was 
up 8.5 percent, while ticket revenue 
climbed almost 14 percent over the 
first quarter of FY00. We should wel-
come that increased use and support it 
by giving Amtrak the resources it 
needs to provide high-quality, depend-
able service. 

The High-Speed Rail Investment Act 
is critical to the future of Amtrak. For 
about the cost of the new Denver Inter-
national Airport, we can improve inter-
city transportation in 29 states. For 

less than double the cost of con-
structing the new Woodrow Wilson 
bridge improving transportation in two 
states, we can create eight high-speed 
rail corridors in 29 states. 

High-speed rail is a viable transpor-
tation alternative. There is a large and 
growing demand for rail service in the 
Northeast Corridor. Amtrak captures 
almost 70 percent of the business rail 
and air travel market between Wash-
ington and New York and 30 percent of 
the market share between New York 
and Boston. True high-speed rail will 
undoubtedly increase that market 
share. These new trains, like the Acela 
Express that debuted in the Northeast 
this year, currently run at an average 
of only 82 miles per hour, but with 
track improvements, will run at 130 
miles per hour. 

As a nation, we have recognized the 
importance of having the very best 
communication system, and ours is the 
envy of the world. That investment is 
one of reasons our economy is the 
strongest in the world. And we should 
do the same for our transportation sys-
tem. It should be equally modern and 
must be fully intermodal. Rail trans-
portation is a part of that network and 
I hope that we can pass this critical, 
cost-efficient legislation this year. 

By Mr. VOINOVICH: 
S. 252. A bill to amend the Federal 

Water Pollution Control Act to author-
ize appropriations for State water pol-
lution control revolving funds, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

Mr. VOINOVICH. Mr. President, I 
rise today to introduce the Clean 
Water Infrastructure Financing Act of 
2001, legislation which will reauthorize 
the highly successful, but undercapital-
ized, Clean Water State Revolving 
Loan Fund, SRF Program administered 
by the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, EPA. 

As many of my colleagues know, the 
Clean Water SRF Program is an effec-
tive and immensely popular source of 
funding for wastewater collection and 
treatment projects. Congress created 
the Clean Water SRF Program in 1987 
to replace the direct grants program 
that was enacted as part of the land-
mark 1972 Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act, or, as it is known, the 
Clean Water Act. State and local gov-
ernments have used the Federal Clean 
Water SRF to help meet critical envi-
ronmental infrastructure financing 
needs. The program operates much like 
a community bank, where each state 
determines which projects get built. 

The performance of the Clean Water 
SRF Program has been spectacular. 
Total federal capitalization grants 
have been nearly doubled by non-fed-
eral funding sources, including state 
contributions, leveraged bonds, and 
principal and interest payments. Com-
munities of all sizes are participating 
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in the program, and approximately 
7,000 projects nationwide have been ap-
proved to date. 

As in many states, Ohio has needs for 
public wastewater system improve-
ments which greatly exceed typical 
Clean Water SRF funding levels. For 
instance, in fiscal year 2001, a level of 
$1.35 billion was appropriated for the 
Clean Water SRF. However, in Ohio 
alone, about $4 billion of improvements 
have been identified as necessary to ad-
dress combined serve overflow, CSO, 
problems, according to the latest state 
figures. The City of Akron, for exam-
ple, has proposed a Long Term Control 
Plan that will cost more than $248 mil-
lion to implement—nearly 20 percent of 
the total SRF level appropriated in fis-
cal year 2001. Because of Akron’s CSO 
problem, city sewer rates will more 
than double without outside funding. 

Further, estimates indicate that 
among Ohio towns with a population of 
less than 10,000, there exists $1.2 billion 
in CSO needs. In recent years, Ohio cit-
ies and villages have been spending 
more on maintaining and operating 
their systems in order to stave-off the 
inevitable upgrades. Nevertheless, 
their systems are aging and will need 
to be replaced. 

While the Clean Water SRF Pro-
gram’s track record is excellent, the 
condition of our nation’s overall envi-
ronmental infrastructure remains 
alarming. A 20-year needs survey con-
ducted by the EPA in 1996 documented 
$139 billion worth of wastewater capital 
needs nationwide. In 1999, the national 
assessment was revised upward to near-
ly $200 billion, in order to more accu-
rately account for expected sanitary 
sewer needs. This amount may be too 
small; private studies demonstrate 
that total needs are closer to $300 bil-
lion when anticipated replacement 
costs are considered. 

Authoziation for the Clean Water 
SRF expired at the end of fiscal year 
1994, and the continued failure of Con-
gress to reauthorize the program sends 
an implicit message that wastewater 
collection and treatment is not a na-
tional priority. The longer we have an 
absence of authorization of this pro-
gram, the longer it creates uncertainty 
about the program’s future in the eyes 
of borrowers, which may delay or, in 
some cases, prevent project financing. 
In order to allow any kind of substan-
tial increase in spending, reauthoriza-
tion of the Clean Water SRF program 
is necessary in the 107th Congress. 

The bill that I am introducing today 
will authorize a total of $15 billion over 
the next five years for the Clean Water 
SRF. Not only would this authoriza-
tion bridge the enormous infrastruc-
ture funding gap, the investment would 
also pay for itself in perpetuity by pro-
tecting our environment, enhancing 
public health, creating jobs and in-
creasing numerous tax bases across the 
country. Additionally, the bill will pro-

vide technical and planning assistance 
for small systems, expand the types of 
projects eligible for loan assistance, 
and offer financially-distressed com-
munities extended loan repayment pe-
riods and principal subsidies. The bill 
also will allow states to give priority 
consideration to financially-distressed 
communities when making loans. 

The health and well-being of the 
American public depends on the condi-
tion of our nation’s wastewater collec-
tion and treatment systems. Unfortu-
nately, the facilities that comprise 
these systems are often taken for 
granted absent a crisis. Let me assure 
my colleagues that the costs of poor 
environmental infrastructure cannot 
be ignored and the price will pay for 
continued neglect will far exceed the 
authorization level of this bill. Now is 
the time to address our infrastructure 
needs while the costs are manageable. 

In just over a decade, the Clean 
Water SRF Program has helped thou-
sands of communities meet their 
wastewater treatment needs. My bill 
will help ensure that the Clean Water 
SRF Program remains a viable compo-
nents in the overall development of our 
nations’ infrastructure for years to 
come. I urge my colleagues to join me 
in cosponsoring this legislation, and I 
urge its speedy consideration by the 
Senate. 

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself, Mr. 
CONRAD, Mr. GREGG, Mr. BURNS, 
Mr. HUTCHINSON, Mr. ENZI, Mr. 
ROBERTS, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. 
HAGEL, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. THOM-
AS, and Mr. JOHNSON): 

S. 253. A bill to reauthorize the Rural 
Education Initiative in subspart 2 of 
part J of title X of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce the Rural Edu-
cation Improvement Act. I am pleased 
to be joined by my colleagues, Senators 
CONRAD, GREGG, HUTCHINSON, ENZI, 
HAGEL, ROBERTS, DORGAN, THOMAS, AL-
LARD, BURNS, and JOHNSON, as original 
cosponsors of this common sense, bi-
partisan proposal to help rural schools 
make better use of federal education 
funds. I also want to acknowledge the 
valuable assistance provided over the 
past two years by the American Asso-
ciation of School Administrators. 

Last Congress, I introduced the Rural 
Education Initiative Act—the founda-
tion for today’s legislation. I am 
pleased that the REIA was largely in-
corporated into the final appropria-
tions bill, thus allowing small, rural 
school districts to combine funds from 
four formula grant programs, giving 
them the flexibility to target funds to-
ward their students’ most pressing 
needs. While the passage of this bill 
represented substantial progress, it 
was a one-year authorization only, and 

no appropriations were provided for the 
supplemental grant program author-
ized by the new law. 

Mr. President, the bill we introduce 
today strengthens the legislation en-
acted last year. The Collins-Conrad bill 
would provide a 5-year authorization of 
the rural education provisions enacted 
last year and authorize $150 million an-
nually for the supplemental grant pro-
gram. 

Our legislation would benefit school 
districts with fewer than 600 students 
in rural communities. More than 35 
percent of all school districts in the 
United States have 600 or fewer stu-
dents. In Maine, the percentage is even 
higher: 56 percent of our 284 school dis-
tricts have fewer than 600 students. Our 
legislation would help them overcome 
some of the most challenging obstacles 
they face in participating in federal 
education programs. 

By way of background, the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Act au-
thorizes formula and competitive 
grants that help many of our local 
school districts to improve the edu-
cation of their students. These federal 
grants support such laudable goals as 
the professional development of teach-
ers, the incorporation of technology 
into the classroom, gifted and talented 
programs, and class size reduction. 
Schools receive categorical grants, 
each with its own authorized activities 
and regulations, each with its own red 
tape and paperwork. Unfortunately, as 
valuable as these programs may be for 
many large urban and suburban school 
districts, they often do not work well 
in rural areas for two major reasons. 

First, formula grants often do not 
reach small, rural schools in amounts 
sufficient to achieve the goals of the 
programs. These grants are based on 
school district enrollment, and, there-
fore, smaller districts often do not re-
ceive enough funding from any single 
grant to carry out a meaningful activ-
ity. One Main district, for example, re-
ceived a whopping $28 to fund a dis-
trict-wide Safe and Drug-free School 
program. This amount is certainly not 
sufficient to achieve the goal of that 
federal program, yet the school district 
could not use the funds for any other 
program. 

To give school districts more flexi-
bility to meet local needs, our legisla-
tion would allow rural districts to com-
bine the funds from four categorical 
programs and use them to address the 
school district’s highest priorities. 

The second problem facing many 
rural school districts is that they are 
essentially shut out of the competitive 
programs because they lack the grant- 
writers and administrators necessary 
to apply for, win, and manage competi-
tively awarded grants. The Rural Edu-
cation Improvement Act would remedy 
this program by providing small, rural 
districts with a formula grant in lieu of 
eligibility for the competitive pro-
grams of the ESEA. 
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A district would be able to combine 

this new supplemental grant with the 
funds from the formula grants and use 
the combined monies for any purposes 
that would improve student achieve-
ment or teaching quality. Districts 
might use these funds to hire a new 
reading or math teacher, fund profes-
sional development, offer a program for 
gifted and talented students, or pur-
chase computers or library books. 

Let me give you a specific example of 
what these two initiatives would mean 
for one school Maine School District in 
Northern Maine with 400 students from 
the towns of Frenchville and St. Ag-
atha receives four separate formula 
grants ranging from $1,904 for Safe and 
Drug Free Schools to $9,542 under the 
Class Size Reduction Act. You can see 
the problem right there. The amounts 
of the grants are so small that they 
really are not useful in accomplishing 
the goals of the program. The total for 
all four programs is just under $16,000. 
Yet, each must be applied for sepa-
rately, used for different—federally 
mandated—purposes, and accounted for 
independently. 

Superintendent Jerry White told me 
that he needs to submit eight separate 
reports, for four programs, to receive 
this $16,000. Under our bill, this school 
district would be freed from the mul-
tiple applications and reports and 
would have $16,000 to use for its edu-
cational priorities. 

Moreover, since this district does not 
have the resources to apply for the 
competitive grant programs, our legis-
lation would result in a supplemental 
grant of $34,000 as long as the District 
foregoes its eligibility for the competi-
tively awarded grants. Under the Rural 
Education Improvement Act, therefore, 
the District will have $50,000 and the 
flexibility to use these funds for its 
most pressing needs. 

But with this flexibility and addi-
tional funding come responsibility and 
accountability. In return for the ad-
vantages our bill provides, partici-
pating districts would be held account-
able for demonstrating improved stu-
dent performance over a 3-year period. 
Schools will be held responsible for 
what is really important—improved 
student achievement—rather than for 
time-consuming paperwork. As Super-
intendent White told me, ‘‘Give me the 
resources I need plus the flexibility to 
use them, and I am happy to be held 
accountable for improved student per-
formance. It will happen.’’ 

Mr. President, we must improve our 
educational system without requiring 
every school to adopt a plan designed 
in Washington and without imposing 
overly burdensome and costly regula-
tions in return for federal assistance. 
Our bill would allow small, rural dis-
tricts to use their own strategies for 
improvement without the encumbrance 
of onerous federal regulations and un-
necessary paperwork. 

Congress took an important step last 
year by recognizing that small, rural 
districts face challenges in using fed-
eral programs to help provide a quality 
education for their students. Due to 
our efforts last year, the law now re-
flects Congress’s intention to provide 
these districts more flexibility and ad-
ditional funding. This legislation will 
move us from intention to implementa-
tion by providing sustained support, 
flexibility, and funding for our rural 
schools. 

I am pleased that this legislation has 
been endorsed by the American Asso-
ciation of School Administrators, Na-
tional Rural Education Association, 
the Association of Educational Service 
Agencies, and the National Education 
Association, and I ask unanimous con-
sent that endorsement letters be print-
ed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

NATIONAL RURAL 
EDUCATION ASSOCIATION, 

Arlington, VA, February 5, 2001. 
Senator SUSAN COLLINS, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR COLLINS: The National 
Rural Education Association would like to 
applaud your recognition of the unique hard-
ships that face small, rural schools in re-
spect to their federal funding. Along with 
U.S. Senators Kent Conrad, D–ND; Judd 
Gregg, R–NH; Conrad Burns, R–MT; Chuck 
Hagel, R–NE; Michael Enzi, R–WY; Pat Rob-
erts, R–KS; and Tim Johnson, D–SD; and 
Byron Dorgan, D–ND, you have reintroduced 
legislation that would ensure that small 
rural schools get a baseline amount of fed-
eral funding. 

Currently, many small and rural schools 
are at a disadvantage when they receive 
their ESEA funding. Federal funding for-
mulas are based on enrollment, which pre-
vent small schools from receiving adequate 
resources. Due to the small numbers of stu-
dents, these schools rarely receive enough 
combined funds to hire a teacher. Small 
schools also lack the administrative capac-
ity to apply for competitive grants. This 
puts small rural schools on unequal federal 
footing with many of their urban and subur-
ban counterparts. 

Last December, your Rural Education Ini-
tiative was included in the omnibus appro-
priations bill. The new law allows districts 
to commingle some of the federal funds they 
receive and use them in areas to improve 
student achievement and professional devel-
opment. In addition, it included legislation 
that would provide a minimum of $20,000 to 
schools of 600 or less. These are the same 
schools are typically receiving approxi-
mately $5,000 from the federal government. 

By setting a baseline amount and allowing 
schools to commingle the funds, the local 
school district will have the opportunity to 
hire a specialist, provide signing bonuses to 
teachers, extend after school opportunities 
and enhance many other aspects of the small 
school budget. Most of all, it would enable 
the school to provide an education con-
sistent with local needs. 

Once again, we would like to extend our 
grateful thanks for your leadership on this 
issue. We urge the full Senate to reauthorize 

and fully fund this legislation on behalf of 
those schools who are too small to be heard. 

Sincerely, 
MARY CONK, 

Legislative Analyst. 

AMERICAN ASSOCIATION 
OF SCHOOL ADMINISTRATORS, 

Arlington, VA, February 5, 2001. 
Hon. SUSAN COLLINS, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR COLLINS: On behalf of the 
American Association of School Administra-
tors, representing more than 14,000 school 
system leaders, we would like to express our 
support for your bill reauthorizing the Rural 
Education Initiative. Your hard work and 
commitment to rural schools last congress 
improved federal education programs for all 
of the small isolated schools throughout 
rural America. The changes proposed in your 
reauthorization bill would improve upon last 
year’s effort by providing more flexibility 
and increased funding for small isolated 
schools. Thank you for your continuing ad-
vocacy on behalf of rural schoolchildren and 
rural communities. 

Currently small and rural school districts 
find it difficult to compete with larger dis-
tricts for hundreds of millions of dollars in 
federal education competitive grants. Small, 
isolated districts receive well below their 
share of competitive grants, usually because 
they lack the administrative staff to apply 
for grants. The problem is compounded by 
shortcomings of federal formula programs. 
Federal education programs allocate funds 
based on enrollment, typically providing 
very little revenue to the smallest schools. 
The Collins-Conrad Rural Education Initia-
tive would level the playing field by ensuring 
that each small district receives at least 
enough funding to hire a teacher or a spe-
cialist. 

Studies in individual states and the Na-
tional Assessment of Educational Progress 
document the difficulties of small, rural 
school districts: 

Difficulty attracting and retaining quality 
teachers, and administrators, 

Inability to offer advanced academic or vo-
cational courses, 

Disproportionate spending on transpor-
tation, 

Loss of a sense of community when schools 
are consolidated, and 

Inability to process all the federally re-
quired paperwork normally required of re-
cipients. 

The Rural Education Initiative would help 
small/rural districts by providing enough 
school improvements funds to implement 
real change. Rural and small school districts 
would be eligible for grants of $20,000 to 
$60,000 depending upon enrollment. Although 
the program was passed into law last year, it 
has not yet been funded. More than 4,000 
small and rural school districts benefit from 
the flexibility provided in last year’s pro-
gram; those same 4,000 districts will be able 
to advance even greater improvements when 
the program is reauthorized and appro-
priated. 

The funds would be used to enhance the 
reading and math proficiency of students; to 
provide an education consistent with local 
needs; and to enable small/rural commu-
nities to prepare young people to compete in 
the emerging knowledge-based economy. 

The Association is grateful to you, Kent 
Conrad, R–ND; Judd Gregg, R–NH; Conrad 
Burns, R–MT; Chuck Hagel, R–NE; Michael 
Enzi, R–WY; Pat Roberts, R–KS; Tim John-
son, D–SD; and Byron Dorgan, D–ND for 
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their advocacy on behalf of rural school chil-
dren. We urge the full Senate to embrace and 
fund this important legislation. 

Sincerely, 
JORDAN CROSS, 

Legislative Specialist. 

ASSOCIATION OF 
EDUCATIONAL SERVICE AGENCIES, 

Arlington, VA, February 5, 2001. 
Hon. SUSAN COLLINS, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR COLLINS: On behalf of the 
Association of Education Service Agencies, 
we would like to express our gratitude for 
your work on the Rural Education Initiative. 
Your efforts during the 106th Congress 
helped rectify many of the inequalities that 
disadvantage small school districts. By in-
creasing the flexibility of federal education 
programs, local districts can now make bet-
ter use of federal dollars. This year, you have 
taken that effort one step further with the 
reauthorization of the Rural Education Ini-
tiative. The Collins-Conrad reauthorization 
proposal would complete last year’s goal by 
ensuring that small rural schools are treated 
fairly by federal formula programs and fund-
ed at an adequate level. 

Educational Service Agencies (ESAs) are 
intermediate units that frequently provide 
assistance to small and rural schools that do 
not have the administrative staff to operate 
some education programs in-house. When a 
small rural school district receives a tiny 
federal education grant, ESAs often facili-
tate consortia to make better use of federal 
funds. ESAs are the primary source of pro-
fessional development and technology assist-
ance to rural schools. The members of our 
association understand first-hand the par-
ticular needs of rural districts; your proposal 
offers the best hope for accommodating 
those needs and the best means for improv-
ing rural education. 

Rural schoolchildren deserve to benefit 
from the federal education programs enjoyed 
by urban and suburban students. We thank 
you for your work on the Rural Education 
Initiative, and we offer our full support. 

Sincerely, 
BRUCE HUNTER, 

Legislative Specialist. 

NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, DC, January 31, 2001. 

STATEMENT OF THE NATIONAL EDUCATION AS-
SOCIATION IN SUPPORT OF THE RURAL EDU-
CATION INITIATIVE 
The National Education Association’s 

(NEA) supports the concepts included in the 
Rural Education Initiative (REI), introduced 
today in the United States Senate by Sen-
ators Collins and Conrad. 

NEA research demonstrates the need for 
increased emphasis on meeting the needs of 
rural schools. For example, 49 percent of the 
nation’s public schools, teaching 40 percent 
of the nation’s students, are located in rural 
areas and small towns. Yet, schools in rural 
and small towns receive only 22 percent of 
total federal, state, and local education 
spending. In addition, federal funding for-
mulas often provide rural and small towns 
with small allotments that afford little or no 
actual assistance but require significant pa-
perwork. 

The Rural Education Initiative represents 
an important step toward addressing the 
unique problems associated with education 
in small towns and rural areas. We encour-
age its passage into law. 

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, I am 
very pleased to join my distinguished 

colleagues, Senator SUSAN COLLINS and 
Senator JUDD GREGG, to introduce the 
Rural Education Initiative (REI). We 
introduced similar legislation, S. 1225, 
during the 106th Congress to respond to 
a number of challenges facing small, 
rural schools, and I am pleased that we 
were successful in incorporating some 
of the major the provisions of S. 1225 in 
the FY 2001 Omnibus Appropriations 
bill. This Congressional action will 
provide flexibility for school officials 
from small, rural schools to make bet-
ter use of Federal education funds for 
critical educational needs at the local 
level. 

Under Public law 106–1033, Congress 
authorized school districts with fewer 
than 600 students, and a Department of 
Education (DOE) Locale Code designa-
tion of 7 or 8 to combine funding from 
four Federal education programs (Ti-
tles, II, IV, VI and Class Size Reduc-
tion) and use that funding to supple-
ment Federal education programs 
under Titles I, II, IV, and VI. Congress 
also authorized, although was not able 
to fund, supplemental grants of up to 
$60,000 to assist small, rural school dis-
tricts develop programs to improve 
academic achievement and the quality 
of instruction. Funding the supple-
mental grants program in the Rural 
Education Initiative is a major priority 
during consideration of the Elementary 
and Secondary Reauthorization in the 
107th Congress. 

Today, we are re-introducing legisla-
tion to extend the authority under the 
Rural Education Initiative in P.L. 106– 
1033 for a five-year period to permit 
small, rural school districts to con-
tinue to have flexibility in the use of 
funds from a limited number of Federal 
education programs. This bill will also 
authorize $150 million for supplemental 
grants of up to $60,000 to rural schools 
to improve student achievement, pro-
vide professional development opportu-
nities for educators or undertake edu-
cation reform activities. School dis-
tricts with fewer than 600 students and 
with a DOE Locale Code of 7 or 8 will 
be eligible to participate in the REI 
program. 

I am particularly pleased that the 
Rural Education Initiative has received 
bipartisan support and is cosponsored 
today by Senators COLLINS, GREGG, 
HAGEL, ENZI, HUTCHINSON, DORGAN, 
ROBERTS, BURNS, JOHNSON, and THOM-
AS. The Rural Education Initiative is 
also being endorsed by the American 
Association of School Administrators, 
the National Education Association, 
the National Rural Education Associa-
tion, and the Association of Edu-
cational Service Agencies. 

Mr. President, small rural schools 
face a growing number of unique chal-
lenges because of declining school age 
populations, aging facilities, and sig-
nificant distances and remote locations 
for many rural school districts. While 
increased Federal education funding 

and targeting of these funds has been 
very helpful for rural school districts, 
these efforts alone are not responding 
sufficiently to the needs of many 
small, rural schools. 

Many rural schools, for example, 
while recognizing the importance of 
new initiatives like Class Size Reduc-
tion, are already at the levels rec-
ommended under the Class Size Reduc-
tion Initiative. Under current law, 
rural schools have only limited flexi-
bility to use Class Size funds to meet 
other local education priorities. In 
many instances, the Class Size funds 
and allocations from a number of other 
Federal formula programs are not suf-
ficient to permit effective use of the 
funds by the rural district. 

Additionally, although rural schools 
are able to apply for DOE competitive 
grant programs, rural schools are not 
able to compete as effectively as some 
urban and suburban schools because 
limited resources do not permit many 
smaller, rural districts to hire special-
ists to prepare grant applications to 
compete for these funds. In some cases, 
the only option for a smaller district is 
to form a consortium with other 
schools to qualify for sufficient fund-
ing. 

The difficulties accessing DOE com-
petitive grant funds by rural schools 
are summed up well by Elroy Burkle, 
Superintendent of the Starkweather 
Public School District, a district with 
131 students. Burkle remarked, 
‘‘schools districts have lost their abil-
ity to access funds directly, and as a 
result of forming these consortiums in 
order to access these monies, it is my 
opinion, we have lost our individual 
ability to utilize these monies in an ef-
fective manner that would be condu-
cive to promoting the educational 
needs of our individual schools.’’ 

Mr. President, the Rural Education 
Initiative responds to many of the con-
cerns of Elroy Burkle and thousands of 
other school officials from smaller, 
rural school districts. The REI author-
izes flexibility for local school officials 
to more effectively use certain DOE 
formula funds. The legislation also au-
thorizes supplemental grant funding 
for rural school districts who are not in 
a position to apply for some DOE com-
petitive grant programs and in need ad-
ditional funds for programs to improve 
student achievement or provide profes-
sional development opportunities for 
educators. 

As we begin our debate in the 107th 
Congress on the education proposals re-
cently presented by President Bush and 
reauthorization of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act, it’s very im-
portant that we consider the Rural 
Education Initiative as part of this de-
bate. No issue is more important for 
rural America than the future of our 
schools. We must make certain that 
Federal education dollars are available 
to assist small, rural schools to provide 
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the best education opportunities for 
children in rural America. 

I commend Senator COLLINS for tak-
ing the lead again in the 107th Congress 
on this important education issue. I 
also congratulate the American Asso-
ciation of School Administrators and 
the National Education Association for 
their leadership on rural education 
issues and the development of this im-
portant rural education initiative. I 
strongly urge the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions to carefully examine the many 
concerns of schools in rural America 
and to support reauthorization of the 
Rural Education Initiative that was 
adopted during the 106th Congress. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the endorsements of the 
Rural Education Initiative from the 
American Association, of School Ad-
ministrators, the National Education 
Association, the National Rural Edu-
cation Association, and the Associa-
tion of Educational Service Agencies 
be printed in the RECORD at the conclu-
sion of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
STATEMENT OF THE NATIONAL EDUCATION AS-

SOCIATION IN SUPPORT OF THE RURAL EDU-
CATION INITIATIVE 
The National Education Association (NEA) 

supports the concepts included in the Rural 
Education Initiative (REI), introduced today 
in the United States Senate by Senators Col-
lins and Conrad. 

NEA research demonstrates the need for 
increased emphasis on meeting the needs of 
rural schools. For example, 49 percent of the 
nation’s public schools, teaching 40 percent 
of the nation’s students, are located in rural 
areas and small towns. Yet, schools in rural 
and small towns receive only 22 percent of 
total federal, state, and local education 
spending. In addition, federal funding for-
mulas often provide rural and small towns 
with small allotments that afford little or no 
actual assistance but require significant pa-
perwork. 

The Rural Education Initiative represents 
an important step toward addressing the 
unique problems associated with education 
in small towns and rural areas. We encour-
age its passage into law. 

AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF 
SCHOOL ADMINISTRATORS, 

Arlington, VA, February 5, 2001. 
Hon. KENT CONRAD, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR CONRAD: On behalf of the 
American Association of School Administra-
tors, representing more than 14,000 school 
system leaders, we would like to express our 
support for your bill reauthorizing the Rural 
Education Initiative. Your hard work and 
commitment to rural schools last congress 
improved federal education programs for all 
of the small isolated schools throughout 
rural America. The changes proposed in your 
reauthorization bill would improve upon last 
year’s effort by providing more flexibility 
and increased funding for small isolated 
schools. Thank you for your continuing ad-
vocacy on behalf of rural schoolchildren and 
rural communities. 

Currently small and rural school districts 
find it difficult to compete with larger dis-
tricts for hundreds of millions of dollars in 
federal education competitive grants. Small, 
isolated districts receive well below their 
share of competitive grants, usually because 
they lack the administrative staff to apply 
for grants. The problem is compounded by 
shortcomings of federal formula programs. 
Federal education programs allocate funds 
based on enrollment, typically providing 
very little revenue to the smallest schools. 
The Collins-Conrad Rural Education Initia-
tive would level the playing field by ensuring 
that each small district receives at least 
enough funding to hire a teacher or a spe-
cialist. 

Studies in individual states and the Na-
tional Assessment of Educational Progress 
document the difficulties of small, rural 
school districts: Difficulty attracting and re-
taining quality teachers, and administrators, 
inability to offer advanced academic or voca-
tional courses, disproportionate spending on 
transportation, loss of a sense of community 
when schools are consolidated, and inability 
to process all the federally required paper-
work normally required of recipients. 

The Rural Education Initiative would help 
small/rural districts by providing enough 
school improvement funds to implement real 
change. Rural and small school districts 
would be eligible for grants of $20,000 to 
$60,000 depending upon enrollment. Although 
the program was passed into law last year, it 
has not yet been funded. More than 4,000 
small and rural school districts benefit from 
the flexibility provided in last year’s pro-
gram; those same 4,000 districts will be able 
to advance even greater improvements when 
the program is reauthorized and appro-
priated. 

The funds would be used to enhance the 
reading and math proficiency of students; to 
provide an education consistent with local 
needs; and to enable small/rural commu-
nities to prepare young people to compete in 
the emerging knowledge-based economy. 

The Association is grateful to you, Susan 
Collins, R–ME; Judd Gregg, R–NH; Conrad 
Burns, R–MT; Chuck Hagel, R–NE; Michael 
Enzi, R–WY; Pat Roberts, R–KS; Tim John-
son, D–SD; and Byron Dorgan, D–ND for 
their advocacy on behalf of rural school chil-
dren. We urge the full Senate to embrace and 
fund this important legislation. 

Sincerely, 
JORDAN CROSS, 

Legislative Specialist. 

NATIONAL RURAL EDUCATION 
ASSOCIATION, 

Arlington, VA, February 5, 2001. 
Senator KENT CONRAD, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR CONRAD: The National 
Rural Education Association would like to 
applaud your recognition of the unique hard-
ships that face small, rural schools in re-
spect to their federal funding. Along with 
U.S. Senators Kent Conrad, D–ND; Judd 
Gregg, R–NH; Conrad Burns, R–MT; Chuck 
Hagel, R–NE; Michael Enzi, R–WY; Pat Rob-
erts, R–RS; and Tim Johnson, D–SD; and 
Byron Dorgan, D–ND, you have reintroduced 
legislation that would ensure that small 
rural schools get a baseline amount of fed-
eral funding. 

Currently, many small and rural schools 
are at a disadvantage when they receive 
their ESEA funding. Federal funding for-
mulas are based on enrollment, which pre-
vent small schools from receiving adequate 

resources. Due to the small numbers of stu-
dents, these schools rarely receive enough 
combined funds to hire a teacher. Small 
schools also lack the administrative capac-
ity to apply for competitive grants. This 
puts small rural schools on unequal federal 
footing with many of their urban and subur-
ban counterparts. 

Last December, your Rural Education Ini-
tiative was included in the omnibus appro-
priations bill. The new law allows districts 
to commingle some of the federal funds they 
receive and use them in areas to improve 
student achievement and professional devel-
opment. In addition, it included legislation 
that would provide a minimum of $20,000 to 
schools of 600 or less. These are the same 
schools typically receiving approximately 
$5,000 from the federal government. 

By setting a baseline amount and allowing 
schools to commingle the funds, the local 
school district will have the opportunity to 
hire a specialist, provide a signing bonus to 
teachers, extend after school opportunities 
and enhance many other aspects of the small 
school budget. Most of all, it would enable 
the school to provide an education con-
sistent with local needs. 

Once again, we would like to extend our 
grateful thanks for your leadership on this 
issue. We urge the full Senate to reauthorize 
and fully fund this legislation on behalf of 
those schools who are too small to be heard. 

Sincerely, 
MARY CONK, 

Legislative Analyst. 

ASSOCIATION OF 
EDUCATIONAL SERVICE AGENCIES, 

Arlington, VA, February 5, 2001. 
Hon. KENT CONRAD, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR CONRAD: On behalf of the 
Association of Education Service Agencies, 
we would like to express our gratitude for 
your work on the Rural Education Initiative. 
Your efforts during the 106th Congress 
helped rectify many of the inequalities that 
disadvantage small school districts. By in-
creasing the flexibility of federal education 
programs, local districts can now make bet-
ter use of federal dollars. This year, you have 
taken that effort one step further with the 
reauthorization of the Rural Education Ini-
tiative. The Collins-Conrad reauthorization 
proposal would complete last year’s goal by 
ensuring that small rural schools are treated 
fairly by federal formula programs and fund-
ed at an adequate level. 

Educational Service Agencies (ESAs) are 
intermediate units that frequently provide 
assistance to small and rural schools that do 
not have the administrative staff to operate 
some education programs in-house. When a 
small rural school district receives a tiny 
federal education, ESAs often facilitate con-
sortia to make better use of federal funds. 
ESAs are the primary source of professional 
development and technology assistance to 
rural schools. The members of our associa-
tion understand first-hand the particular 
needs of rural districts; your proposal offers 
the best hope for accommodating those needs 
and the best means for improving rural edu-
cation. 

Rural schoolchildren deserve to benefit 
from the federal education programs enjoyed 
by urban and suburban students. We thank 
you for your work on the Rural Education 
Initiative, and we offer our full support. 

Sincerely, 
BRUCE HUNTER, 

Legislative Specialist. 
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Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, today 

I rise in support of the Rural Education 
Initiative introduced by Senator COL-
LINS. I am also pleased to join my other 
colleagues from the Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions Committee in sup-
port of this bill. In a time when the 
education of our nation’s youth is a 
priority, we need to make sure that all 
schools have the opportunity to im-
prove and reform. This legislation does 
just that. 

The Rural Education Initiative Act 
will allow small rural schools to make 
better use of federal education dollars. 
In Kansas, 46 percent of our school dis-
tricts have fewer than 600 students. In 
Utica, Kansas, in the Nes Tre La Go 
Unified School District number 301, 
there are 34 elementary students and 39 
high school students that make up the 
entire enrollment. Districts like these 
in Kansas and other rural areas face 
multiple obstacles when obtaining and 
utilizing federal funds. 

First, they seldom receive enough 
money from any single grant to make 
a lasting and measurable impact on 
school improvement. Grants are based 
on school enrollment and the funds 
doled out to these small districts are 
rarely enough. This bill would allow 
the merging of splintered federal funds 
so that grant money can be used effec-
tively to meet local education prior-
ities. Districts are granted the freedom 
to spend the funds as they see fit. 

Second, small rural districts do not 
have the manpower to apply for com-
petitive grants. This bill provides a for-
mula grant as an option instead of lim-
iting districts to the lengthy and in-
volved application process for ESEA 
competitive grant programs. Under 
this formula, districts don’t have to 
strain their resources simply applying 
for federal funds. 

With this reform and flexibility there 
will be accountability. Districts will be 
required to demonstrate improved stu-
dent performance using tests they al-
ready administer to assess student 
achievement. 

This bill abolishes undue obstacles 
rural districts face as they try to im-
prove the quality of education in their 
own schools. I urge my colleagues to 
support this common sense legislation 
and allow small rural districts to ob-
tain federal funds and use them to 
meet their own objectives. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I would 
like to take this opportunity to express 
my support for Senator COLLINS’ Rural 
Education Improvement Act, a bill 
that would allow school districts in my 
state and across the nation to more 
fully benefit from the use of federal 
grant monies. In current formula-based 
federal grants, some of the amounts 
rural districts receive are so small the 
school districts can not do anything 
meaningful with them. This ‘‘One-size- 
fits-all’’ policy would be remedied 
under the ‘‘Rural Education Improve-

ment Act,’’ which would allow several 
small sums to be joined and spent ac-
cording to local needs. Like Senator 
COLLINS, I’m committed to giving par-
ents and local school districts more say 
in how their education dollars are 
spent. I commend the Senator for her 
efforts in this area and am proud to co-
sponsor this legislation. 

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and 
Mr. SMITH of Oregon): 

S. 254. A bill to provide further pro-
tections for the watershed of the Little 
Sandy River as part of the Bull Run 
Watershed Management Unit, Oregon, 
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce the Little Sandy 
Watershed Protection Act. 

I promised Oregonians that one of my 
first legislative actions when the 107th 
Congress convened would be the intro-
duction of this bill. 

Therefore, joined by my friends Sen-
ator GORDON SMITH and Congressman 
EARL BLUMENAUER, I introduce this 
legislation to make sure that Portland 
families can go to their kitchen faucets 
and get a glass of safe and pure drink-
ing water today, tomorrow, and on, 
into the 21st century. 

The Bull Run has been the primary 
source of water for Portland since 1895. 
The Bull Run Watershed Management 
Unit, Mount Hood National Forest, was 
protected by Congressional action in 
1904, in 1977 and then again, most re-
cently, in 1996 (P.L. 95–200, 16, U.S.C. 
482b note) because it was recognized as 
Portland’s primary municipal water 
supply. It still is. 

Today I propose to finish the job of 
the Oregon Resources and Conservation 
Act of 1996. That law, which I worked 
on with former Senator Mark Hatfield, 
finally provided full protection to the 
Bull Run watershed, but only gave 
temporary protection to the adjacent 
Little Sandy watershed. I promised in 
1996 that I would return to finish the 
job of protecting Portland’s drinking 
water supply, and I intend to continue 
to push this legislation until the job is 
completed. 

The bill I introduce today expands 
the Bull Run Watershed Management 
Unit boundary from approximately 
95,382 acres to approximately 98,272 
acres by adding the southern portion of 
the Little Sandy River watershed, an 
increase of approximately 2,890 acres. 

The protection this bill offers will 
not only assure clean drinking water, 
but also increase the potential for fish 
recovery. Reclaiming suitable habitat 
for our region’s threatened fish popu-
lations must be an all-out effort. 
Through the cooperation of Portland 
General Electric and the City of Port-
land, the Little Sandy can be an impor-
tant part of that effort. 

The bill I introduce today is a com-
promise that was passed unanimously 

by the Senate during the last days of 
the 106th Congress. Unfortunately, the 
U.S. House of Representatives of the 
106th Congress refused to pass this im-
portant, noncontroversial, piece of leg-
islation before the final bells rang. 

My belief is that the children of the 
21st century deserve water that is as 
safe and pure as any that the Oregon 
pioneers found in the 19th century. 
This legislation will go a long way to-
ward bringing about that vision. 

I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 254 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. INCLUSION OF ADDITIONAL PORTION 

OF THE LITTLE SANDY RIVER WA-
TERSHED IN THE BULL RUN WATER-
SHED MANAGEMENT UNIT, OREGON. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Public Law 95–200 (16 
U.S.C. 482b note; 91 Stat. 1425) is amended by 
striking section 1 and inserting the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SECTION 1. ESTABLISHMENT OF SPECIAL RE-

SOURCES MANAGEMENT UNIT; DEFI-
NITION OF SECRETARY. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITION OF SECRETARY.—In this 
Act, the term ‘Secretary’ means— 

‘‘(1) with respect to land administered by 
the Secretary of Agriculture, the Secretary 
of Agriculture; and 

‘‘(2) with respect to land administered by 
the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

‘‘(b) ESTABLISHMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established, sub-

ject to valid existing rights, a special re-
sources management unit in the State of Or-
egon, comprising approximately 98,272 acres, 
as depicted on a map dated May 2000 and en-
titled ‘Bull Run Watershed Management 
Unit’. 

‘‘(2) MAP.—The map described in paragraph 
(1) shall be on file and available for public in-
spection in the offices of— 

‘‘(A) the Regional Forester-Pacific North-
west Region of the Forest Service; and 

‘‘(B) the Oregon State Director of the Bu-
reau of Land Management. 

‘‘(3) BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENTS.—The Sec-
retary may periodically make such minor 
adjustments in the boundaries of the unit as 
are necessary, after consulting with the city 
and providing for appropriate public notice 
and hearings.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AND TECHNICAL AMEND-
MENTS.— 

(1) SECRETARY.—Public Law 95–200 (16 
U.S.C. 482b note; 91 Stat. 1425) is amended by 
striking ‘‘Secretary of Agriculture’’ each 
place it appears (except subsection (b) of sec-
tion 1, as added by subsection (a), and except 
in the amendments made by paragraph (2)) 
and inserting ‘‘Secretary’’. 

(2) APPLICABLE LAW.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 2(a) of Public 

Law 95–200 (16 U.S.C. 482b note; 91 Stat. 1425) 
is amended by striking ‘‘applicable to Na-
tional Forest System lands’’ and inserting 
‘‘applicable to land under the administrative 
jurisdiction of the Forest Service (in the 
case of land administered by the Secretary of 
Agriculture) or applicable to land under the 
administrative jurisdiction of the Bureau of 
Land Management (in the case of land ad-
ministered by the Secretary of the Inte-
rior)’’. 
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(B) MANAGEMENT PLANS.—The first sen-

tence of section 2(c) of Public Law 95–200 (16 
U.S.C. 482b note; 91 Stat. 1426) is amended— 

(i) by striking ‘‘subsection (a) and (b)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘subsections (a) and (b)’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘, through the mainte-
nance’’ and inserting ‘‘(in the case of land 
administered by the Secretary of Agri-
culture) or section 202 of the Federal Land 
Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43 
U.S.C. 1712) (in the case of land administered 
by the Secretary of the Interior), through 
the maintenance’’. 
SEC. 2. MANAGEMENT. 

(a) TIMBER CUTTING RESTRICTIONS.—Sec-
tion 2(b) of Public Law 95–200 (16 U.S.C. 482b 
note; 91 Stat. 1426) is amended by striking 
paragraph (1) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
the Secretary shall prohibit the cutting of 
trees on Federal land in the unit, as des-
ignated in section 1 and depicted on the map 
referred to in that section.’’. 

(b) REPEAL OF MANAGEMENT EXCEPTION.— 
The Oregon Resource Conservation Act of 
1996 (division B of Public Law 104–208) is 
amended by striking section 606 (110 Stat. 
3009–543). 

(c) REPEAL OF DUPLICATIVE ENACTMENT.— 
Section 1026 of division I of the Omnibus 
Parks and Public Lands Management Act of 
1996 (Public Law 104–333; 110 Stat. 4228) and 
the amendments made by that section are 
repealed. 

(d) WATER RIGHTS.—Nothing in this section 
strengthens, diminishes, or has any other ef-
fect on water rights held by any person or 
entity. 
SEC. 3. LAND RECLASSIFICATION. 

(a) OREGON AND CALIFORNIA RAILROAD 
LAND.—Not later than 180 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Agriculture and the Secretary of the Interior 
shall identify any Oregon and California 
Railroad land that is subject to the distribu-
tion provision of title II of the Act of August 
28, 1937 (43 U.S.C. 1181f), within the boundary 
of the special resources management area 
described in section 1 of Public Law 95–200 
(as amended by section 1(a)). 

(b) PUBLIC DOMAIN LAND.— 
(1) DEFINITION OF PUBLIC DOMAIN LAND.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—In this subsection, the 

term ‘‘public domain land’’ has the meaning 
given the term ‘‘public land’’ in section 103 
of the Federal Land Policy and Management 
Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1702). 

(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘‘public domain 
land’’ does not include any land managed 
under the Act of August 28, 1937 (43 U.S.C. 
1181a et seq.). 

(2) IDENTIFICATION.—Not later than 18 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of the Interior shall iden-
tify public domain land within the Medford, 
Roseburg, Eugene, Salem, and Coos Bay Dis-
tricts and the Klamath Resource Area of the 
Lakeview District of the Bureau of Land 
Management in the State of Oregon that— 

(A) is approximately equal in acreage and 
condition as the land identified in subsection 
(a); but 

(B) is not subject to the Act of August 28, 
1937 (43 U.S.C. 1181a et seq.). 

(c) MAPS.—Not later than 2 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of the Interior shall submit to Congress and 
publish in the Federal Register 1 or more 
maps depicting the land identified in sub-
sections (a) and (b). 

(d) RECLASSIFICATION.—After providing an 
opportunity for public comment, the Sec-
retary of the Interior shall administratively 
reclassify— 

(1) the land described in subsection (a), as 
public domain land (as the term is defined in 
subsection (b)) that is not subject to the dis-
tribution provision of title II of the Act of 
August 28, 1937 (43 U.S.C. 1181f); and 

(2) the land described in subsection (b), as 
Oregon and California Railroad land that is 
subject to the Act of August 28, 1937 (43 
U.S.C. 1181a et seq.). 
SEC. 4. FUNDING FOR ENVIRONMENTAL RES-

TORATION. 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 

carry out, in accordance with section 323 of 
the Department of the Interior and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 1999 (16 U.S.C. 
1101 note; 112 Stat. 2681–290), watershed res-
toration that protects or enhances water 
quality, or relates to the recovery of endan-
gered species or threatened species listed 
under the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), in Clackamas County, 
Oregon, $10,000,000. 

By Ms. SNOWE (for herself, Mrs. 
MURRAY, and Mr. JOHNSON): 

S. 255. A bill to require that health 
plans provide coverage for a minimum 
hospital stay for mastectomies and 
lymph node dissection for the treat-
ment of breast cancer and coverage for 
secondary consultations; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I rise 
today to reintroduce the Women’s 
Health and Cancer Rights Act. I am 
pleased to be joined by my friends, Sen-
ator MURRAY of Washington and Sen-
ator JOHNSON of South Dakota, as 
original cosponsors of this bill. 

This bill has a two-fold purpose. 
First, it will ensure that appropriate 
medical care determines how long a 
woman stays in the hospital after un-
dergoing a mastectomy. This provision 
says that inpatient coverage with re-
spect to the treatment of mastec-
tomy—regardless of whether the pa-
tient’s plan is regulated by ERISA or 
State regulations—will be provided for 
a period of time as is determined by 
the attending physician, in consulta-
tion with the patient, to be medically 
necessary and appropriate. Second, this 
bill allows any person facing a cancer 
diagnosis of any type to get a second 
opinion on their course of treatment. 

A diagnosis of breast cancer is some-
thing that every woman dreads. But for 
an estimated 192,200 American women, 
this is the year their worst fears will 
be realized. One thousand new cases of 
breast cancer will be diagnosed among 
the women in Maine, and 200 women in 
my home State will die from this trag-
ic disease. The fact is, one in nine 
women will develop breast cancer dur-
ing their lifetime, and for women be-
tween the ages of 35 and 54, there is no 
other disease which will claim more 
lives. 

It’s not hard to understand why the 
words ‘‘you have breast cancer’’ are 
some of the most frightening words in 
the English language. For the woman 
who hears them, everything changes 
from that moment forward. No wonder, 
then, that it is a diagnosis not only ac-

companied by fear, but also by uncer-
tainty. What will become of me? What 
will they have to do to me? What will 
I have to endure? What’s the next step? 

For many woman, the answer to that 
last question is a mastectomy or 
lumpectomy. Despite the medical and 
scientific advances that have been 
made, despite the advances in early de-
tection technology that more and more 
often negate the need for radical sur-
gery, it still remains a fact of life at 
the beginning of the 21st century these 
procedures can be the most prudent op-
tion in attacking and eradicating can-
cer found in a woman’s breast. 

These are the kind of decisions that 
come with a breast cancer diagnosis. 
These are the kind of questions women 
must answer, and they must do so 
under some of the most stressful and 
frightening circumstances imaginable. 
The last question a woman should have 
to worry about at a time like this is 
whether or not their health insurance 
plan will pay for appropriate care after 
a mastectomy. A woman diagnosed 
with breast cancer in many ways al-
ready feels as though she has lost con-
trol of her life. She should not feel as 
though she has also lost control of her 
course of treatment. 

The evidence for the need for this 
bill—especially when it comes to so- 
called ‘‘drive through mastectomies’’, 
is more than just allegorical. Indeed, 
the facts speak for themselves—be-
tween 1986 and 1995, the average length 
of stay for a mastectomy dropped from 
about six days to about 2 to 3 days. 
Thousands of women across the coun-
try are undergoing radical 
mastectomies on an outpatient basis 
and are being forced out of the hospital 
before either they or their doctor think 
it’s reasonable or prudent. 

This decision must be returned to 
physicians and their patients, and all 
Americans who face the possibility of a 
cancer diagnosis must be able to make 
informed decisions about appropriate 
and necessary medical care. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this bill and work towards 
passing it this year. 

By Ms. SNOWE: 
S. 256. A bill to amend the Civil 

Rights Act of 1964 to protect 
breastfeeding by new mothers; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce a bill that is very 
important to working women and their 
families—the Pregnancy Discrimina-
tion Act Amendments of 2001. This bill 
would clarify that the Pregnancy Dis-
crimination Act protects breastfeeding 
under civil rights law, requiring that a 
woman cannot be fired or discrimi-
nated against in the workplace for ex-
pressing breast milk during her own 
lunch time or break time. 

According to the U.S. Department of 
Labor, women with infants and tod-
dlers are the fastest growing segment 
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of today’s labor force. At least 50 per-
cent of women who are employed when 
they become pregnant return to the 
labor force by the time their children 
are three months old. Although the 
Pregnancy Discrimination Act was en-
acted in 1978 and prohibits workplace 
discrimination on the basis of preg-
nancy, childbirth, or related medical 
conditions, courts have not interpreted 
the Act to include breastfeeding. 

Some employers deny women the op-
portunity to express milk . . . some 
women have been discharged for re-
questing to express milk during lunch 
and other regular breaks . . . some 
women have been harassed or discrimi-
nated against; some women have had 
their pay withheld or been taken off of 
shift work for saying that they wanted 
to pump milk. 

On the other hand, many employers 
have seen positive results from facili-
tating lactation programs in the work-
place, including low absenteeism, high 
productivity, improved company loy-
alty, high employee morale, and lower 
health care costs. Parental absentee-
ism due to infant illness is three times 
greater among the parents of formula- 
fed children than those that are 
breastfed. Worksite programs that aim 
to improve infant health may also 
bring about a reduction in parental ab-
senteeism and health insurance costs. 

There is no doubt as to the health 
benefit breastfeeding brings to both 
mothers and children. Breastmilk is 
easily digested and assimilated, and 
contains all the vitamins, minerals, 
and nutrients they require in their 
first five to six months of life. Further-
more, important antibodies, proteins, 
immune cells, and growth factors that 
can only be found in breast milk. 
Breastmilk is the first line of immuni-
zation defense and enhances the effec-
tiveness of vaccines given to infants. 

Research studies show that children 
who are not breastfed have higher rates 
of mortality, meningitis, some types of 
cancers, asthma and other respiratory 
illnesses, bacterial and viral infections, 
diarrhoeal diseases, ear infections, al-
lergies, and obesity. Other research 
studies have shown that breastmilk 
and breastfeeding have protective ef-
fects against the development of a 
number of chronic diseases, including 
juvenile diabetes, lymphomas, Crohn’s 
disease, celiac disease, some chronic 
liver diseases, and ulcerative colitis. A 
number of studies have shown that 
breastfed children have higher IQs at 
all ages. 

This is a simple bill—it simply in-
serts the word ‘‘breastfeeding’’ in the 
Pregnancy Discrimination Act. It will 
change the law to read that employ-
ment discrimination ‘‘because of or on 
the basis of pregnancy, childbirth, 
breastfeeding, or related medication 
conditions’’ is not permitted. 

I believe that it is absolutely critical 
to support mothers in across the coun-

try—they are, of course, raising the 
very future of our country. And we 
should ensure that the Pregnancy Dis-
crimination Act covers this basic fun-
damental part of mothering. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this bill. 

By Ms. SNOWE: 
S. 257. A bill to permit individuals to 

continue health plan coverage of serv-
ices while participating in approved 
clinical studies; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions. 

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce the Improved Pa-
tient Access to Clinical Studies Act. 
This bill builds on progress made in the 
last several years in the difficult and 
challenging fight against life-threat-
ening diseases. 

This bill will prohibit insurance com-
panies from denying coverage for serv-
ices provided to individuals partici-
pating in clinical trials, if those serv-
ices would otherwise be covered by the 
plan. This bill would also prevent 
health plans from discriminating 
against enrollees who choose to par-
ticipate in clinical trials. 

This bill has a two-fold purpose. 
First, it will ensure that many patients 
who could benefit from these poten-
tially life-saving experimental treat-
ments, but currently do not have ac-
cess to them because their insurance 
will not cover the associated costs. 
Second, without reimbursement for 
these services, our researchers’ ability 
to conduct important research is im-
peded as it reduces the number of pa-
tients who seek to participate in clin-
ical trials. 

According to a report published by 
the General Accounting Office in Sep-
tember 1999, ‘‘given the uncertainty 
about [health insurance] approval and 
payment levels, patients and physi-
cians can be discouraged from seeking 
prior approval from insurers’’ and 
therefore, will not attempt to enroll in 
what could possibly be the patients’ 
last hope. When faced with a life- 
threatening disease, such as cancer, it 
is absolutely paramount that individ-
uals be given every opportunity, every 
possibly imaginable, to fight their ill-
ness. What patients should not be faced 
with is the certainty of a health insur-
ance fight. 

I hope my colleagues will join me in 
supporting this bill which will help 
those suffering from life-threatening 
diseases and their families. 

By Ms. SNOWE (for herself and 
Mrs. LINCOLN): 

S. 258. A bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide for 
coverage under the Medicare program 
of annual screening pap smear and 
screening pelvic exams; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce the Providing An-

nual Pap Tests to Save Women’s Lives 
Act of 2001. I am pleased to be joined by 
my friend, Senator LINCOLN of Arkan-
sas, as an original cosponsor of this 
bill. 

According to the American Cancer 
Society cervical cancer is one of the 
most successfully treatable cancers 
when detected at an early stage. In 
fact, 88 percent of cervical cancer pa-
tients survive one year after diagnosis, 
and 70 percent survive five years. 

In the 52 years since use of the pap 
test became widespread, the cervical 
cancer mortality rate has declined by 
an astonishing 70 percent. There is no 
question that this test is the most ef-
fective cancer screening tool yet devel-
oped. The Pap smear can detect abnor-
malities before they develop into can-
cer. Having an annual Pap smear is one 
of the most important things a woman 
can do to help prevent cervical cancer. 

Congress has recognized the incom-
parable contribution of the Pap smear 
in preventing cervical cancer and nine 
years ago directed Medicare to begin 
covering preventive Pap smears. Under 
this law Medicare beneficiaries were el-
igible for one test every three years, al-
though a more frequent interval is al-
lowed for women at high risk of devel-
oping cervical cancer. And through the 
Balanced Budget Act of 1997, Congress 
expanded the Pap smear benefit to also 
include a screening pelvic exam once 
every three years. Last year as a part 
of the Medicare, Medicaid, and SCHIP 
Benefits Improvement and Protection 
Act, P.L. 106–544, we brought the 
screening down to once every other 
year. 

However, the American Cancer Soci-
ety screening guidelines recommend 
that all women who are or have been 
sexually active or who are 18 and older 
should have an annual Pap test and 
pelvic examination. After three or 
more consecutive satisfactory exami-
nations with normal findings, the Pap 
test may be performed less frequently 
at the physician’s discretion. Unfortu-
nately, Medicare guidelines do not re-
flect this recommendation. 

Women understand the usefulness 
and life-saving benefit of the Pap 
smear. The U.S. Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention reported that 
88.3 percent of women between the ages 
of 18 and 44 have received a pap test 
within the preceding three years. How-
ever, this rate dropped, for women age 
65 and over—only 72.3 percent have re-
ceived a pap test within the preceding 
three years. 

The bill Senator LINCOLN and I are 
introducing today will bring Medicare 
guidelines in line with the American 
Cancer recommendations, and it will 
encourage Medicare beneficiaries to 
utilize this screening benefit more reg-
ularly. 

The Pap test has contributed im-
measurably to the fight against cer-
vical cancer. We cannot risk erasing 
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our advancements in this fight because 
of an inadequate Medicare screening 
benefit. 

By Mr. BINGAMAN (for himself, 
Mr. DOMENICI, and Mrs. MUR-
RAY): 

S. 259. A bill to authorize funding the 
Department of Energy to enhance its 
mission areas through Technology 
Transfer and Partnerships for fiscal 
years 2002 through 2006, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce a bill authorizing 
the Secretary of Energy to provide for 
technology transfer. This bi-partisan 
bill which is referred to as the ‘‘Na-
tional Laboratories Partnership Im-
provement Act of 2001’’ is co-sponsored 
by my colleagues Mr. DOMENICI and 
Mrs. MURRAY. Let me summarize this 
bill. First, I will outline the Depart-
ment’s commitment to science and how 
it has admirably worked to transfer its 
technology in light of a serious re-
source decline. I then will discuss how 
tech transfer naturally compliments 
the Department’s mission oriented 
R&D. I will review the legislation we 
introduced in the last session which is 
a start in the right direction. I will 
conclude by proposing how this bill by 
leveraging existing efforts, should 
move the Department in the right di-
rection to support technology transfer 
without disrupting its R&D mission 
focus. 

The Department of Energy is about 
science. For FY 2001, the Department’s 
R&D budget was roughly $8 billion out 
of the $18.3 billion appropriated. 
Science programs account for 43 per-
cent of the Department’s budget. In the 
area of the physical sciences, DOE pro-
vides roughly half of all of the federal 
R&D. In mathematics and computer 
sciences, DOE is second after the DOD. 
In engineering, the DOE ranks third 
after NASA and the DOD. DOE affili-
ated scientists have won more than 71 
Nobel prizes for fundamental research; 
they garner the largest number of R&D 
100 awards for applied research. The 
Department has more than 60 multi-
purpose laboratories and primary pur-
pose facilities across the U.S. in high 
energy physics, materials science, nu-
clear science and engineering, waste 
management, biosciences, robotics, ad-
vanced scientific computing, micro-
electronic and nanomaterials fabrica-
tion. Each year DOE labs and facilities 
are used by more than 18,000 research-
ers from universities and industry. 

Yet with this surprising portfolio of 
research, the Department in FY 2001 
only line allocates $10 million for the 
transfer of technology. In 1995 this al-
location was over $200 million. That is 
not to say DOE is not transferring its 
technology. In FY 1998, which is our 
last set of good statistics from the De-
partment of Commerce’s Office of 

Technology Policy, the DOE was sec-
ond only to the DOD in the number of 
CRADA’s granted from its federal fa-
cilities, the DOD had 1424 and the DOE 
had 868. The in-kind funds from indus-
try to DOE for these CRADA’s averages 
about $100 million while its work for 
others from non-federal sources was 
$145 million. In FY 1998, the DOE had 
168 licenses granted to use its tech-
nology, the DOD had 34 and HHS had 
215. In FY 1998, the DOE had 512 pat-
ents issued on federal lab inventions 
while the DOD had 579, the next closest 
was HHS with 171. In FY 1998, 50 com-
panies were established as a result of 
DOE technology transfer. To put these 
numbers in perspective, the DOD R&D 
budget for FY 1998 was $37.5 billion, 
HHS’ was $13.8 billion, while DOE’s was 
$6.3 billion. These statistics are impres-
sive because in FY 1998 the DOE had 
line allocated about 1 percent of its 
R&D budget to tech transfer. Today, 
that number is 0.14 percent of its R&D 
budget. 

Given that tech transfer is not the 
Department’s primary mission, the 
question is what is the right mix and 
what is the optimal technology to 
transfer? For the NNSA, the primary 
mission is ensuring a safe and reliable 
nuclear stockpile. The Office of 
Science’s primary mission is advancing 
the frontiers of basic R&D. The Office 
of Environmental Management’s pri-
mary mission is cleaning up contami-
nated DOE sites. The Fossil Energy 
Program’s mission is developing clean-
er and more efficient fossil fuels. The 
list goes on. Nor do I think that tech 
transfer, given the above numbers will 
be the principal engine for direct eco-
nomic growth in the tech heavy new 
economy. Let me explain this premise 
by examing the pattern of economic 
and technological growth in a little 
more detail. In the year 2000, the Na-
tional Science Foundation estimates 
that total U.S. R&D was $264 billion, a 
7.9 percent increase over 1999 which 
itself was a 7.5 percent increase over 
1998. Technology R&D has a growth 
rate exceeding 15 percent in the last 
two years alone. What counts is the 
make up of these R&D trends. In the 
year 2000, the industry contribution to 
the total R&D was $179 billion, a 10.3 
percent increase over 1999 while federal 
R&D grew by only 3.9 percent. Given 
the investment the federal government 
makes in R&D, technology transfer 
from federal labs does not contribute 
directly to these amazing growth rates. 
In industries like telecommunications 
and chip design, the turn around cycles 
from research to product ranges from 1 
to 3 years. The government is simply 
too slow to contribute directly to in-
dustrial driven short term needs that 
are so clearly evident in these national 
trends of R&D funding. On the other 
end of the spectrum, basic and applied 
R&D are areas where industry finds it 
difficult to invest given the short term 

equity demands on their profits. The 
right mix then is for the government to 
maintain basic and applied R&D so it 
can transfer this knowledge to indus-
try over the long term. 

If we agree that the government best 
transfers long term R&D we must ask 
the next question which is how do the 
Department’s mission focused R&D 
programs transfer technology to the 
private sector and how can the Depart-
ment ensure its continued success with 
minimal disruption to its mission 
areas? Mission focused DOE programs 
like the NNSA, Environmental Man-
agement, Fossil Energy, Renewable En-
ergy, Nuclear Energy and the Office of 
Science all advance the frontiers of 
science at different stages. All of these 
programs in carrying out their mis-
sions naturally perform different de-
grees of tech transfer. The Fossil En-
ergy, Nuclear and Renewable programs 
work closely with industry and usually 
cannot start without an industry part-
ner through a CRADA. The NNSA with 
their advanced computing require-
ments naturally push the state of the 
art in industry. CRADA’s and Licenses 
provide to the NNSA a fresh influx of 
the outside world’s advancing tech-
nology into their national security 
missions. The Office of Science with 
their wonderful user facilities and 
broad basic energy research mandate 
provide a fertile R&D base by which in-
dustry can stay competitive ten years 
out into the future, CRADA’s smooth 
and shorten that transition. CRADA 
arrangements are a natural outgrowth 
of the DOE mission programs. A 
CRADA or License simply makes the 
tech transfer process smoother. So the 
issue is not how much money do we 
need to line item for the formation of 
a CRADA or a license—the CRADA is 
simply a by product of a organic tech 
transfer process in the Department’s 
R&D programs. The issue is what kind 
of organizational structure in the DOE 
do we need to keep track of these tech 
transfer activities and how to insure 
that it is easily accessible for potential 
partnerships. 

If as I have just described that tech 
transfer occurs organically to the De-
partment’s R&D mission areas we need 
to ask ourselves is there an infrastruc-
ture that moves beyond the single con-
tractual framework which a CRADA 
represents? Tech transfer is not so 
much a static contract but it is a 
multi-dimensional transactional proc-
ess. In some select cases we should 
stimulate the transactional tech trans-
fer process by regional technology clus-
ters. Technology clusters will permit 
industry to locate around these won-
derful pools of scientific knowledge. In 
turn they will build the R&D infra-
structure surrounding the laboratory 
itself. We all too often think that the 
internet can solve the distance problem 
of connecting business transactions 
thus negating the need for regional 
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technology clusters—that’s actually 
wrong, very wrong. Successful utiliza-
tion of R&D technology starts because 
many small business are nearby to 
each other in a supportive state busi-
ness climate. The technology clusters 
that form simply use the internet to 
exchange ideas and data that they gen-
erate from face-to-face collaboration 
on short notice. People to people trans-
actions initiate business and wealth in 
a rather spontaneous event; the inter-
net is simply a tool to make it more ef-
ficient. You see such natural clustering 
occurring in Wall Street for financial 
markets, Palo Alto for information 
technology, Detroit for automobiles 
and right here in Bethesda for genetics 
around the NIH. Thus, enabling the for-
mation technology clusters rather than 
focusing on the static contractual 
CRADA process should be the next step 
in the evolution of federal technology 
transfer. 

The bill I am introducing today ad-
dress the issues I have just outlined. It 
establishes a headquarters level Tech-
nology Transfer Coordinator as the 
Secretary’s lead advocate for devel-
oping DOE technology transfer policy 
across its many missions. This Coordi-
nator will collect and disseminate tech 
transfer data to Congress, the inter-
agency and public. I have provided a 
ceiling limit of about $1 million per 
year to collect this data and prepare 
the reports as required by law. I have 
provided additional funding for the Co-
ordinator to help out the administra-
tive tasks associated with the Interlab-
oratory Technology Partnerships 
Working Group. This group is staffed 
by members from the DOE laboratories 
and facilities with the purpose to 
deconflict and disseminate publically 
DOE’s R&D. The Interlaboratory Tech-
nology Partnerships Working Group is 
a powerful grass roots organization 
outside the beltway. This group oper-
ates at the local community and lab-
oratory level where the technology ini-
tiates. I have designated the Coordi-
nator as the Secretary’s lead federal of-
ficer for the group’s oversight by re-
porting its activities to Congress and 
the interagency. I have authorized 
about $1 million a year to leverage the 
Technology Partnerships Working 
Group’s activities by ensuring that it 
can develop the necessary web inter-
faces and databases by which the pub-
lic can easily access DOE’s technology. 
I have expanded the clustering bill that 
was introduced in the last Congress 
through the Defense Authorization Act 
from the NNSA laboratories to the en-
tire DOE complex. This expansion will 
permit industry to benefit from the en-
tire range of technology R&D across 
the DOE. If successful, these clusters 
will strengthen our experience in tech-
nology clusters; it will actively involve 
the state and local communities in en-
couraging the role that a technology 
infrastructure will have in their eco-

nomic development. I have authorized 
$10 million for these clusters while re-
quiring a 50 percent in-kind funding 
contribution from the proposed part-
ner. The clustering partner can be a 
state, university, R&D consortia or 
business entity. I have given the Sec-
retary discretion to stop this clus-
tering expansion if the pilot effort for 
the NNSA labs proves unworkable. I 
have authorized a small-business advo-
cate, to support DOE wide, for what 
has been a lab by lab policy. Such a 
small business provision is needed to 
accommodate the unique needs for 
R&D collaboration of start up busi-
nesses. I have proposed modifying the 
Department of Energy Organization 
Act to make it more flexible in enter-
ing into alternative research contracts 
with entities such as R&D consortia. 
Finally, I have asked the Secretary to 
examine the need for a policy to move 
people across the lab fence to start up 
companies. This policy is balanced 
against the unique mission areas of 
each lab. In some cases implementing 
such a policy may prove unworkable 
based upon a lab’s mission require-
ment. If such a policy proves unreason-
able based upon a particular lab’s mis-
sion, I have given the Secretary the 
discretion not to implement it. I must 
emphasize though that half of tech 
transfer is not just a piece of tech-
nology moving across the fence but the 
movement of people and their know- 
how to a small start up. Universities 
are a classic example of the movement 
of technology and people between their 
home institution and a small regional 
technology park. Everyone benefits 
from this flow in people, the start-up, 
the lab or facility with a more vibrant 
workforce surrounding it and the local 
economy through local high tech busi-
ness start ups. 

Mr. President, I want to emphasize 
that this is not another line item 
CRADA funding project, its not cor-
porate welfare. This bill takes the tech 
transfer activities that are naturally 
occurring in all these varied science 
mission areas and leverages them with 
small amounts of funding—about 0.06 
percent of DOE’s overall budget. 

Let me summarize once more what I 
have just outlined is in the proposed 
bill. First, a small Technology Transfer 
Coordinator is proposed to be the Sec-
retary’s advocate across the Depart-
ment for uniform policy development 
and reporting. Second, a small web 
based interface is proposed to help the 
public easily access and leverage the 
R&D activities at all the DOE labs and 
facilities. Third, I’ve proposed to help 
seed small technology clusters local to 
the labs under merit review and with 
the discretion not to proceed forward if 
the FY 2001 NNSA pilot program proves 
unworkable. Technology clusters are 
the next evolutionary stage past a 
static CRADA. Fourth, I’ve asked the 
Secretary to implement, where its fea-

sible, a policy where by laboratory per-
sonnel can move with the technology 
to start up a company outside the 
fence. Fifth, I asked the Secretary to 
ensure where its reasonable a uniform 
policy to help small businesses with 
their unique needs access DOE tech-
nology. Like most government pro-
grams that come under close scrutiny 
by Congress, their intent is worthy but 
the program’s size oscillates greatly 
over time. The pendulum for tech 
transfer at the DOE is one such pro-
gram. This program has swung from a 
$200 million program in the mid 1990’s 
to essentially zero funding in FY 2001 
with a minimal headquarter’s office to 
help policy development across its di-
verse mission areas. This bill estab-
lishes what I feel is the right level of 
tech transfer in a R&D organization by 
leveraging the existing industrial col-
laboration that naturally occurs in 
carrying out their missions. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of this bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 259 
Be in enacted by the Senate and House of 

Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National 
Laboratories Partnership Improvement Act 
of 2001’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

For purposes of this Act— 
(1) the term ‘‘Department’’ means the De-

partment of Energy; 
(2) the term ‘‘departmental mission’’ 

means any of the functions vested in the 
Secretary of Energy by the Department of 
Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et 
seq.) or other law; 

(3) the term ‘‘institution of higher edu-
cation’’ has the meaning given such term in 
section 1201(a) of the Higher Education Act 
of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1141(a)); 

(4) the term ‘‘National Laboratory’’ means 
any of the following multi-purpose labora-
tories owned by the Department of Energy— 

(A) Argonne National Laboratory; 
(B) Brookhaven National Laboratory; 
(C) Idaho National Engineering and Envi-

ronmental Laboratory; 
(D) Lawrence Berkeley National Labora-

tory; 
(E) Lawrence Livermore National Labora-

tory; 
(F) Los Alamos National Laboratory; 
(G) National Renewable Energy Labora-

tory; 
(H) Oak Ridge National Laboratory; 
(I) Pacific Northwest National Laboratory; 

or 
(J) Sandia National Laboratory; 
(5) the term ‘‘facility’’ means any of the 

following primarily single purpose entities 
owned by the Department of Energy— 

(A) Ames Laboratory; 
(B) East Tennessee Technology Park; 
(C) Environmental Measurement Labora-

tory; 
(D) Fernald Environmental Management 

Project; 
(E) Fermi National Accelerator Labora-

tory; 
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(F) Kansas City Plant; 
(G) National Energy Technology Labora-

tory; 
(H) Nevada Test Site; 
(I) New Brunswick Laboratory; 
(J) Pantex Weapons Facility; 
(K) Princeton Plasma Physical Labora-

tory; 
(L) Savannah River Technology Center; 
(M) Standard Linear Accelerator Center; 
(N) Thomas Jefferson National Accelerator 

Facility; 
(O) Y–12 facility at Oak Ridge National 

Laboratory; or 
(P) other similar organization of the De-

partment designated by the Secretary that 
engages in technology transfer, partnering, 
or licensing activities; 

(6) the term ‘‘nonprofit institution’’ has 
the meaning given such term in section 4 of 
the Stevenson-Wydler Technology Innova-
tion Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 3703(5)); 

(7) the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-
retary of Energy; 

(8) the term ‘‘small business concern’’ has 
the meaning given such term in section 3 of 
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 632); 

(9) the term ‘‘technology-related business 
concern’’ means a for-profit corporation, 
company, association, firm, partnership, or 
small business concern that— 

(A) conducts scientific or engineering re-
search, 

(B) develops new technologies, 
(C) manufacturers products based on new 

technologies, or 
(D) performs technological services; 
(10) the term ‘‘technology cluster’’ means a 

concentration of— 
(A) technology-related business concerns; 
(B) institutions of higher education; or 
(C) other nonprofit institutions, 

that reinforce each other’s performance in 
the areas of technology development through 
formal or informal relationships; 

(11) the term ‘‘socially and economically 
disadvantaged small business concerns’’ has 
the meaning given such term in section 
8(a)(4) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
637(a)(4)); and 

(12) the term ‘‘NNSA’’ means the National 
Nuclear Security Administration established 
by title XXXII of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public 
Law 106–65). 

(13) the term Technology Partnerships 
Working Group refers to the organization of 
technology transfer representatives of DOE 
laboratories and facilities, the purpose of 
which is to coordinate technology transfer 
activities occurring at DOE laboratories and 
facilities, exchange information about tech-
nology transfer practices, and develop and 
disseminate to the public and prospective 
technology partners information about DOE 
technology transfer opportunities and proce-
dures. 
SEC. 3. TECHNOLOGY INFRASTRUCTURE PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary, 

through the appropriate officials of the De-
partment, shall establish a Technology In-
frastructure Program in accordance with 
this section. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the program 
shall be to improve the ability of National 
Laboratories or facilities to support depart-
mental missions by— 

(1) stimulating the development of tech-
nology clusters that can support the mis-
sions of the National Laboratories or facili-
ties; 

(2) improving the ability of National Lab-
oratories or facilities to leverage and benefit 

from commercial research, technology, prod-
ucts, processes, and services; and 

(3) encouraging the exchange of scientific 
and technological expertise between Na-
tional Laboratories or facilities and— 

(A) institutions of higher education, 
(B) technology-related business concerns, 
(C) nonprofit institutions, and 
(D) agencies of State, tribal, or local gov-

ernments, 
that can support the mission of the National 
Laboratories and facilities. 

(c) PROGRAM.—In each of the first three fis-
cal years after the date of enactment of this 
section, the Secretary may provide no more 
than $10,000,000 to National Laboratories or 
Facilities designated by the Secretary to 
conduct Technology Infrastructure Program 
Programs. 

(d) PROJECTS.—The Secretary shall author-
ize the Director of each National Laboratory 
or facility designated under subsection (c) to 
implement the Technology Infrastructure 
Program at such National Laboratory or fa-
cility through projects that meet the re-
quirements of subsections (e) and (f). 

(e) PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS.—Each project 
funded under this section shall meet the fol-
lowing requirements: 

(1) MINIMUM PARTICIPANTS.—Each project 
shall at a minimum include— 

(A) a National Laboratory or facility; and 
(B) one of the following entities— 
(i) a business, 
(ii) an institution of higher education, 
(iii) a nonprofit institution, or 
(iv) an agency of a State, local, or tribal 

government. 
(2) COST SHARING.— 
(A) MINIMUM AMOUNT.—Not less than 50 

percent of the costs of each project funded 
under this section be provided from non-Fed-
eral sources. 

(B) QUALIFIED FUNDING AND RESOURCES.— 
(i) The calculation of costs paid by the 

non-Federal sources to a project shall in-
clude cash, personnel, services, equipment, 
and other resources expended on the project. 

(ii) Independent research and development 
expenses of government contractors that 
qualify for reimbursement under section 31– 
205–18(e) of the Federal Acquisition Regula-
tions issued pursuant to section 25(c)(1) of 
the Office of Federal Procurement Policy 
Act (41 U.S.C. 421(c)(1)) may be credited to-
wards costs paid by non-Federal sources to a 
project, if the expenses meet the other re-
quirements of this section. 

(iii) No funds or other resources expended 
either before the start of a project under this 
section or outside the project’s scope of work 
shall be credited toward the costs paid by 
the non-Federal sources to the project. 

(3) COMPETITIVE SELECTION.—All projects 
where a party other than the Department or 
a National Laboratory or facility receives 
funding under this section shall, to the ex-
tent practicable, be competitively selected 
by the National Laboratory or facility using 
procedures determined to be appropriate by 
the Secretary or his designee. 

(4) ACCOUNTING STANDARDS.—Any partici-
pant receiving funding under this section, 
other than a National Laboratory or facility, 
may use generally accepted accounting prin-
ciples for maintaining accounts, books, and 
records relating to the project. 

(5) LIMITATIONS.—No federal funds shall be 
made available under this section for— 

(A) construction; or 
(B) any project for more than five years. 
(f) SELECTION CRITERIA.— 
(1) THRESHOLD FUNDING CRITERIA.—The Sec-

retary shall authorize the provision of Fed-

eral funds for under this section only when 
the Director of the National Laboratory or 
facility managing such a project determines 
that the project is likely to improve the par-
ticipating National Laboratory or facility’s 
ability to achieve technical success in meet-
ing departmental missions. 

(2) ADDITIONAL CRITERIA.—The Secretary 
shall also require the Director of the Na-
tional Laboratory or facility managing a 
project under this section to consider the fol-
lowing criteria in selecting a project to re-
ceive Federal funds— 

(A) the potential of the project to succeed, 
based on its technical merit, team members, 
management approach, resources, and 
project plan; 

(B) the potential of the project to promote 
the development of a commercially sustain-
able technology cluster, one that will derive 
most of the demand for its products or serv-
ices from the private sector, that can sup-
port the missions of the participating Na-
tional Laboratory or facility; 

(C) the potential of the project to promote 
the use of commercial research, technology, 
products, processes, and services by the par-
ticipating National Laboratory or facility to 
achieve its departmental mission or the 
commercial development of technological in-
novations made at the participating Na-
tional Laboratory or facility; 

(D) the commitment shown by non-Federal 
organizations to the project, based primarily 
on the nature and amount of the financial 
and other resources they will risk on the 
project; 

(E) the extent to which the project in-
volves a wide variety and number of institu-
tions of higher education, nonprofit institu-
tions, and technology-related business con-
cerns that can support the missions of the 
participating National Laboratory or facil-
ity and that will make substantive contribu-
tions to achieving the goals of the project; 

(F) the extent of participation in the 
project by agencies of State, tribal, or local 
governments that will make substantive 
contributions to achieving the goals of the 
project; and 

(G) the extent to which the project focuses 
on promoting the development of tech-
nology-related business concerns that are 
small business concerns or involves such 
small business concerns substantively in the 
project. 

(3) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sub-
section shall limit the Secretary from re-
quiring the consideration of other criteria, 
as appropriate, in determining whether 
projects should be funded under this section. 

(g) REPORT TO CONGRESS ON FULL IMPLE-
MENTATION.—Not later than 120 days after 
the start of the third fiscal year after the 
date of enactment of this section, the Sec-
retary shall report to Congress on whether 
the Technology Infrastructure Program 
should be continued and, if so, how the fully 
implemented program should be managed. 
SEC. 4. SMALL BUSINESS ADVOCACY AND ASSIST-

ANCE. 
(a) ADVOCACY FUNCTION.—The Secretary 

shall direct the Director of each National 
Laboratory, and may direct the Director of 
each facility the Secretary determines to be 
appropriate, to establish a small business ad-
vocacy function that is organizationally 
independent of the procurement function at 
the National Laboratory or facility. The per-
son or office vested with the small business 
advocacy function shall— 

(1) work to increase the participation of 
small business concerns, including socially 
and economically disadvantaged small busi-
ness concerns, in procurement, collaborative 
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research, technology licensing, and tech-
nology transfer activities conducted by the 
National Laboratory or facility; 

(2) report to the Director of the National 
Laboratory or facility on the actual partici-
pation of small business concerns in procure-
ment and collaborative research along with 
recommendations, if appropriate, on how to 
improve participation; 

(3) make available to small business con-
cerns training, mentoring, and clear, up-to- 
date information on how to participate in 
the procurement and collaborative research, 
including how to submit effective proposals; 

(4) increase the awareness inside the Na-
tional Laboratory or facility of the capabili-
ties and opportunities presented by small 
business concerns; and 

(5) establish guidelines for the program 
under subsection (b) and report the effective-
ness of such program to the Director of the 
National Laboratory or facility. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF SMALL BUSINESS AS-
SISTANCE PROGRAM.—The Secretary shall di-
rect the Director of each National Labora-
tory, and may direct the Director of each fa-
cility the Secretary determines to be appro-
priate, to establish a program to provide 
small business concerns— 

(1) assistance directed at making them 
more effective and efficient subcontractors 
or suppliers to the National Laboratory or 
facility; or 

(2) general technical assistance, the cost of 
which shall not exceed $10,000 per instance of 
assistance, to improve the small business 
concern’s products or services. 

(c) USE OF FUNDS.—None of the funds ex-
pended under subsection (b) may be used for 
direct grants to the small business concerns. 
SEC. 5. POLICY CONTINUITY FOR PARTNERSHIPS, 

AND TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER. 
(a) The Secretary shall establish within 

the Office of Policy, in conjunction with that 
Office’s responsibilities as executive secre-
tariat to the Department’s Research and De-
velopment Council, a Technology Transfer 
Coordinator to perform oversight of and pol-
icy development for technology transfer ac-
tivities at the Department of Energy. 

(1) The Secretary through Technology 
Transfer Coordinator, shall to the extent fea-
sible, insure that the recommendations from 
the Report as generated by the Secretary of 
Energy Advisory Board in Sec. 3163 of the 
‘‘National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2001’’ are coordinated and carried 
Department-wide to non-NNSA laboratories 
and facilities consistent with the statutory 
authority of the Administrator of the NNSA. 

(2) No funds under Section 3(c) for partner-
ships shall be allocated under this Act until 
the Secretary through the Technology 
Transfer Coordinator has submitted to Con-
gress an implementation plan that ade-
quately addresses concerns outlined by the 
Administrator of NNSA of the Technology 
Infrastructure Pilot Program of collabo-
rative projects as outlined in Section 3161(b) 
of the ‘‘National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2001’’. The Secretary shall re-
tain the discretion to not implement the 
partnership program defined by Section 3 if 
the implementation concerns cannot be rea-
sonably addressed. 

(3) The Technology Transfer Coordinator 
shall prepare a report to Congress for each 
fiscal year of funding under this Act out-
lining accomplishments, anticipated short-
falls, proposed remedies and expenditure of 
funds related to DOE Technology Transfer. 
The report should address the integration of 
the Department’s Technology Transfer ef-
forts within the overall scope of Technology 

Transfer Policies within the U.S. Govern-
ment. 

(4) The Technology Transfer Coordinator 
shall be designated by the Secretary as the 
Senior Departmental Official responsible for 
liaison with, and the oversight of funds au-
thorized in section 5(c) the Technology Part-
nerships Working Group. The Coordinator 
shall report on the Group’s activities and 
budget in subsection (3). 

(b) AUTHORIZATION.—The following sums 
are authorized to be appropriated to the Sec-
retary of Energy, to carry out the duties of 
the Technology Transfer Coordinator and 
staff, to remain available until expended, for 
the purposes of carrying out this Act: 

(1) $2,500,000 for Fiscal Year 2002 
(1) $2,600,000 for Fiscal Year 2003 
(1) $2,800,000 for Fiscal Year 2004 
(1) $2,800,000 for Fiscal Year 2005 
(1) $2,800,000 for Fiscal Year 2006 
(c) POLICY DEVELOPMENT.—Of the funds au-

thorized to be appropriated under subsection 
(b) the following sums are authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out DOE Technology 
Transfer Policy Development and Reporting: 

(1) $1,000,000 for Fiscal Year 2002 
(2) $1,100,000 for Fiscal Year 2003 
(3) $1,200,000 for Fiscal Year 2004 
(4) $1,200,000 for Fiscal Year 2005 
(5) $1,200,000 for Fiscal Year 2006 
(d) TECHNOLOGY PARTNERSHIPS WORKING 

GROUP.—Of the funds under subsection (b), 
the following sums are authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out administrative tasks 
DOE Technology Partnerships Working 
Group: 

(1) $1,400,000 for Fiscal Year 2002 
(2) $1,500,000 for Fiscal Year 2003 
(3) $1,600,000 for Fiscal Year 2004 
(4) $1,600,000 for Fiscal Year 2005 
(5) $1,600,000 for Fiscal Year 2006 

SEC. 6. OTHER TRANSACTIONS AUTHORITY. 
(a) NEW AUTHORITY.—Section 646 of the De-

partment of Energy Organization Act (42 
U.S.C. 7256) is amended adding at the end the 
following new subsection: 

‘‘(g) OTHER TRANSACTIONS AUTHORITY.—(1) 
In addition to other authorities granted to 
the Secretary to enter into procurement con-
tracts, leases, cooperative agreements, 
grants, and other similar arrangements, the 
Secretary may enter into other transactions 
with public agencies, private organizations, 
or persons on such terms as the Secretary 
may deem appropriate in furtherance of 
basic, applied, and advanced research func-
tions now or hereafter vested in the Sec-
retary. Such other transactions shall not be 
subject to the provisions of section 9 of the 
Federal Nonnuclear Energy Research and 
Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5908). 

‘‘(2)(A) The Secretary of Energy shall en-
sure that— 

‘‘(i) to the maximum extent practicable, no 
transaction entered into under paragraph (1) 
provides for research that duplicates re-
search being conducted under existing pro-
grams carried out by the Department of En-
ergy; and 

‘‘(ii) to the extent that the Secretary de-
termines practicable, the funds provided by 
the Government under a transaction author-
ized by paragraph (1) do not exceed the total 
amount provided by other parties to the 
transaction. 

‘‘(B) A transaction authorized by para-
graph (1) may be used for a research project 
when the use of a standard contract, grant, 
or cooperative agreement for such project is 
not feasible or appropriate. 

‘‘(3)(A) The Secretary shall not disclose 
any trade secret or commercial or financial 
information submitted by a non-Federal en-

tity under paragraph (1) that is privileged 
and confidential. 

‘‘(B) The Secretary shall not disclose, for 
five years after the date the information is 
received, any other information submitted 
by a non-Federal entity under paragraph (1), 
including any proposal, proposal abstract, 
document supporting a proposal, business 
plan, or technical information that is privi-
leged and confidential. 

‘‘(C) The Secretary may protect from dis-
closure, for up to five years, any information 
developed pursuant to a transaction under 
paragraph (1) that would be protected from 
disclosure under section 552(b)(4) of title 5, 
United States Code, if obtained from a per-
son other than a Federal agency.’’. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—Not later than six 
months after the date of enactment of this 
section, the Department shall establish 
guidelines for the use of other transactions. 
Other transactions shall be made available, 
if needed, in order to implement projects 
funded under section 3. 
SEC. 7. MOBILITY OF TECHNICAL PERSONNEL. 

(a) GENERAL POLICY.—Not later than two 
years after the enactment of this Act, based 
upon the report generated under Section 
3161(a)(2) of the ‘‘National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2001’’, the Sec-
retary through the Technology Transfer Co-
ordinator shall determine whether it is rea-
sonable to ensure whether each contractor 
operating a National Laboratory or facility 
has policies and procedures that do not cre-
ate disincentives to the transfer of scientific, 
technical and business personnel among the 
contractor-operated National Laboratory or 
facilities. This determination may be made 
on an individual laboratory or facility basis 
due to their varied missions. 
SEC. 8. CONFORMANCE WITH NNSA STATUTORY 

AUTHORITY. 
All actions taken by the Secretary in car-

rying out this Act with respect to National 
Laboratories and facilities that are part of 
the NNSA shall be through the Adminis-
trator for Nuclear Security in accordance 
with the requirements of title XXXII of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2000. 

By Ms. SNOWE: 
S. 261. A bill to amend the Public 

Health Service Act to provide, with re-
spect to research on breast cancer, for 
the increased involvement of advocates 
in decisionmaking at the National Can-
cer Institute; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions. 

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I rise 
today to reintroduce a bill which builds 
on progress made in the last few years 
in the difficult and challenging fight 
against breast cancer. 

Our challenge was summed up by one 
breast cancer advocate when she stat-
ed, simply and eloquently, ‘‘We must 
make our voices heard, because it is 
our lives.’’ 

A diagnosis of breast cancer is some-
thing that every woman dreads. Over 
192,000 American women, and 1,000 in 
my home state of Maine—will face a di-
agnosis of breast cancer this year. Over 
40,000 women across the country will 
die from this tragic disease. The fact 
is, one in nine women will develop 
breast cancer during their lifetime, and 
for women between the ages of 35 and 
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54, there is no other disease which will 
claim more lives. 

This bill will give breast cancer advo-
cates a voice in the National Institutes 
of Health’s, NIH’s research decision- 
making. The Consumer Involvement in 
Breast Cancer Research Act urges NIH 
to follow the Department Of Defense’s 
lead and include lay breast cancer ad-
vocates in breast cancer research deci-
sion-making. 

The involvement of these breast can-
cer advocates at DOD has helped foster 
new and innovative breast cancer re-
search funding designs and research 
projects. While maintaining the higher 
level of quality assurance through peer 
review, breast cancer advocates have 
helped to ensure that all breast cancer 
research reflects the experiences and 
wisdom of the individuals who have 
lived with the disease, as well as the 
scientific community. 

I hope that my colleagues will join 
me in supporting this bill. 

By Mr. CLELAND (for himself 
and Ms. LANDRIEU): 

S. 262. A bill to provide for teaching 
excellence in America’s classrooms and 
homerooms; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions. 

Mr. CLELAND. Mr. President, this 
nation was rocked by the publication, 
in 1983, of the landmark report, A Na-
tion at Risk. The findings were dev-
astating: Our educational system was 
being ‘‘eroded by a rising tide of medi-
ocrity that threatens our future as a 
nation and a people.’’ That report went 
on to say that if ‘‘an unfriendly foreign 
power’’ had tried to impose on America 
our ‘‘mediocre educational perform-
ance,’’ we might well have viewed it 
‘‘as an act of war.’’ 

A Nation at Risk sounded a wake-up 
call to our educators, parents, busi-
nesses, community leaders and officials 
at all levels of government. Since its 
publication in 1983, a number of states 
have strengthened their commitment 
to educational improvements. Many 
tightened high school graduation re-
quirements. They pushed for more 
achievement testing for students and 
higher standards for teachers. 

As a result of these efforts, we have 
seen improvement. Our dropout rate is 
down, and student achievement is up. 
Performance on the National Assess-
ment of Educational Progress, NAEP, 
has increased, particularly in the key 
subjects of reading, math, and science. 
Yet still, in America, 2,800 high school 
students drop out every single day. 
Each school year, more than 45,000 
under-prepared teachers, teachers who 
have not even been trained in the sub-
jects they are teaching, enter the class-
room. Clearly, this is not acceptable. 

The positive news is that eighteen 
years after A Nation at Risk, there is 
widespread agreement that the im-
provement of our educational system 

must be a priority and hope that there 
will be consensus on education reform. 
Key to the success of any effective edu-
cation reform initiative is the issue of 
teacher quality. What teachers know 
and can do are the single most impor-
tant influences on what students learn, 
according to the National Commission 
for Teaching and America’s Future 
Teachers. 

Three years after A Nation at Risk, 
the Carnegie Task Force on Teaching 
as a Profession issued a seminal report, 
A Nation Prepared: Teachers for the 
21st Century. Its leading recommenda-
tion called for the establishment of a 
National Board for Professional Teach-
ing Standards. Founded in 1987, the Na-
tional Board for Professional Teaching 
Standards is an independent, non-prof-
it, and non-partisan organization 
whose mission is to establish high and 
rigorous standards for what accom-
plished teachers should know and be 
able to do. 

To date, over 9,500 teachers from all 
50 states and the District of Columbia 
have completed advanced certification 
by the National Board for Professional 
Teaching Standards—the most rigorous 
assessment process that a teacher can 
go through and the highest profes-
sional credential in the field of teach-
ing. And more than 12,000 teachers 
have applied for National Board Cer-
tification in the 2000–2001 school year. 
Recognizing the value of qualified 
teachers in the classroom, 39 states and 
181 local school districts have enacted 
financial incentives for teachers seek-
ing National Board Certification, in-
cluding fee support to candidates and 
salary increases for teachers who suc-
cessfully complete the certification 
process. 

Georgia, for example, provides a 10 
percent salary increase to teachers who 
achieve National Board Certification 
as well as full reimbursement of the 
$2300 fee upon certification. The State 
of Louisiana provides an annual salary 
adjustment of $5,000 for its National 
Board Certified Teachers, NBCTs, and 
in addition, the State Board of Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education has allo-
cated a $300,000 supplement over a 
three-year period to provide fee sup-
port for National Board Certification. 
North Carolina, which has over 2,400 
National Board Certified Teachers, has 
a particularly strong support program. 
Among its incentives, the State pays 
the fee for up to 1,500 teachers who 
complete the National Board Certifi-
cation process; offers up to three days 
of release time for candidates to work 
on their portfolios and prepare for the 
assessment center exercises; and pro-
vides a 12 percent salary increase for 
those who achieve National Board Cer-
tification. Florida, with 1,267 National 
Board Certified Teachers, has passed 
legislation appropriating $12 million to 
pay 90 percent of its candidates’ certifi-
cation fee. In addition, the State pro-

vides a 10 percent salary increase for 
the life of the certificate and an addi-
tional 10 percent bonus to those who 
mentor newly hired teachers or serve 
as support mentors for advanced cer-
tification candidates. Florida also pro-
vides $150 to candidates to offset Na-
tional Board Certification expenses. 

The incentives offered by Georgia, 
Louisiana, North Carolina, Florida and 
the remaining 35 states clearly dem-
onstrate that state leaders recognize 
and understand the value and contribu-
tion of National Board Certification to 
their own efforts to enhance quality 
teaching and improve school perform-
ance. In an effort to assist states’ ef-
forts and to encourage participation, 
the 1994 Improving America’s Schools 
Act authorized federal assistance to 
the National Board for Professional 
Teaching Standards. To date, the 
Board has provided over $18 million to 
the states according to a formula based 
on teacher population. In FY 2000, $2.5 
million was appropriated to help states 
and local school districts subsidize the 
certification fee for National Board 
Certified candidates. 

In each and every year since funding 
was authorized, candidate demand has 
outpaced the money available. There-
fore in an effort to encourage and pro-
mote teacher quality in the classroom, 
I am joined today by my colleague, 
Senator LANDRIEU, in introducing the 
Teaching Excellence in America’s 
Classrooms and Homerooms (TEACH) 
Act. According to a new study by the 
National Education Association, teach-
er salaries have remained stagnant 
over the past decade, and two-thirds of 
the states do not meet the national av-
erage of $40,582 for teacher salaries. 
Therefore to help teachers pay the 
$2300 certification fee, our bill would 
double the candidate subsidy funding, 
from the current $2.5 million to $5 mil-
lion. Further, our legislation would 
provide an additional $1 million for 
outreach and educational activities to 
heighten teachers’ awareness of the 
National Board Certification process, 
with a priority given to teachers in 
school districts serving special popu-
lations, including limited English pro-
ficient children, children with disabil-
ities, and economically and education-
ally disadvantaged children. 

Teachers who successfully complete 
the arduous requirements for National 
Board Certification should not be pe-
nalized. Therefore, our legislation 
would provide that any financial ben-
efit, such as a bonus, which a teacher 
receives solely as a result of achieving 
National Board Certification would be 
tax-free. And teachers who pay out of 
pocket expenses for advanced certifi-
cation, such as fees, travel, and sup-
plies, should be reimbursed for these 
costs. The Teaching Excellence in 
America’s Classrooms and Homerooms 
would allow candidates to take an 
above-the-line deduction for their cer-
tification expenses. This will allow 
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these teachers who do not itemize their 
deductions to still be able to benefit 
from tax-favored treatment for their 
National Board Certification. 

A study by researchers at the Univer-
sity of North Carolina at Greensboro 
has recently concluded that teachers 
who are certified by the National 
Board for Professional Teaching Stand-
ards significantly outperform their 
peers who are not National Board Cer-
tified on 11 of 13 key measures of teach-
ing expertise, including an extensive 
knowledge of subject matter, the ca-
pacity to create optimal environments 
for learning, and the ability to inspire 
students and to promote in them prob-
lem-solving skills. The Accomplished 
Teaching Validation Study, released in 
October, was originally designed as a 
means to seek independent validation 
for the National Board’s assessment 
process, and it is based on criteria 
which two decades of research have 
deemed to be the measures of effective 
teaching. Among its conclusions, the 
study found that nearly three-quarters 
of the National Board Certified Teach-
ers produced students whose work re-
flected deep understanding of the sub-
ject being studied compared with less 
than one-quarter of non-certified 
teachers. The Greensboro study is be-
lieved by some education leaders to be 
the first step in compiling research 
that will shed important light on the 
connection between accomplished 
teaching and student learning. 

Christa McAuliffe, selected to be the 
first schoolteacher to travel in space, 
described simply but poetically the 
awesome potential of her vocation: ‘‘I 
touch the future,’’ she said. ‘‘I teach.’’ 
If we are to improve student achieve-
ment and success in school, the United 
States must encourage and support the 
training and development of our na-
tion’s teachers, the single most impor-
tant in-school influence on student 
learning. Investing in teacher quality 
is a direct investment in quality edu-
cation—and as Benjamin Franklin said, 
‘‘on education all our lives depend.’’ 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of the bill and the letter of sup-
port from the National Education As-
sociation be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

S. 262 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

TITLE I—NATIONAL BOARD 
CERTIFICATION ASSISTANCE 

SEC. 101. NATIONAL BOARD CERTIFICATION AS-
SISTANCE. 

Part A of title II of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
6621 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘SEC. 2104. NATIONAL BOARD CERTIFICATION AS-

SISTANCE. 
‘‘(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 

cited as the ‘Teaching Excellence in Amer-

ica’s Classrooms and Homerooms Act’ 
(TEACH). 

‘‘(b) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

‘‘(1) Accomplished teachers are an essen-
tial resource for schools and key to the suc-
cess of any effective education reform initia-
tive. What teachers know and can do are the 
most important influences on what students 
learn, according to national studies. 

‘‘(2) Three years after the landmark 1983 
report, ‘A Nation at Risk’, the Carnegie Task 
Force on Teaching as a Profession issued a 
seminal report entitled ‘A Nation Prepared: 
Teachers for the 21st Century’. Its leading 
recommendation called for the establish-
ment of a National Board for Professional 
Teaching Standards. Founded in 1987, the 
National Board for Professional Teaching 
Standards is an independent, nonprofit and 
nonpartisan organization whose mission is to 
establish high and rigorous standards for 
what accomplished teachers should know 
and be able to do. 

‘‘(3) Over 9,500 teachers from all 50 States 
and the District of Columbia have completed 
advanced certification by the National Board 
for Professional Teaching Standards, which 
certification is the most rigorous assessment 
process that a teacher can go through and 
the highest professional credential in the 
field of teaching. And more than 12,000 teach-
ers have applied for National Board Certifi-
cation in the 2000–2001 school year. 

‘‘(4) Teacher salaries have remained stag-
nant over the past decade, according to a 
new study by the National Education Asso-
ciation, and 2⁄3 of the States do not meet the 
national average of $40,582 for teacher sala-
ries. 

‘‘(5) The full fee for National Board Certifi-
cation is $2,300. Thirty-nine States and 181 
local school districts have enacted financial 
incentives for teachers seeking National 
Board Certification, including fee support to 
candidates and salary increases for teachers 
who achieve National Board Certification. 

‘‘(6) Recent data from the Accomplished 
Teaching Validation Study have dem-
onstrated that teachers who are certified by 
the National Board for Professional Teach-
ing Standards significantly outperform their 
peers who are not National Board Certified 
on 11 of 13 key measures of teaching exper-
tise. 

‘‘(7) If we are to improve student achieve-
ment and success in school, the United 
States must encourage and support the 
training and development of our Nation’s 
teachers, who are the single, most important 
in-school influence on student learning. 

‘‘(c) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to provide a Federal subsidy and support 
to certain elementary school and secondary 
school teachers who pursue advanced certifi-
cation provided by the National Board for 
Professional Teaching Standards. 

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) BOARD.—The term ‘Board’ means the 

National Board for Professional Teaching 
Standards. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE TEACHER.—The term ‘eligible 
teacher’ means an individual who is a pre-
kindergarten or early childhood educator, or 
a kindergarten through grade 12 classroom 
teacher, instructor, counselor, or principal 
in an elementary school or secondary school 
on a full-time basis. 

‘‘(e) PROGRAM AUTHORIZATION.— 
‘‘(1) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—From sums ap-

propriated pursuant to the authority of sub-
section (g) for any fiscal year, the Secretary, 
in accordance with this section, shall provide 
financial assistance to the National Board 

for Professional Teaching Standards, in 
order to pay the Federal share of the costs of 
the authorized activities described in sub-
section (f). 

‘‘(f) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Federal funds received 

under this section may be used only for the 
following activities: 

‘‘(A) To help States and local school dis-
tricts provide fee support to teachers seeking 
National Board Certification. 

‘‘(B) For outreach and educational activi-
ties directly related to teachers’ awareness 
and pursuit of National Board Certification. 

‘‘(2) PRIORITIES.—The Board shall give pri-
ority to providing outreach and educational 
activities under paragraph (1)(B) among the 
following: 

‘‘(A) School districts in which there are a 
significant number of low-performing 
schools. 

‘‘(B) School districts with low teacher par-
ticipation rates in the National Board Cer-
tification process. 

‘‘(C) School districts serving special popu-
lations, including— 

‘‘(i) limited English proficient children; 
‘‘(ii) gifted and talented children; 
‘‘(iii) children with disabilities; and 
‘‘(iv) economically and educationally dis-

advantaged children. 
‘‘(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS; 

ALLOCATION.— 
‘‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

For the purpose of carrying out this section, 
there are authorized to be appropriated 
$6,000,000 for fiscal year 2002 and such sums 
as may be necessary for each of the 4 suc-
ceeding fiscal years. 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATION.—Of the amounts appro-
priated under paragraph (1) for any fiscal 
year, the Secretary shall make available— 

‘‘(A) 85 percent of such amounts to carry 
out subsection (f)(1)(A); and 

‘‘(B) 15 percent of such amounts to carry 
out subsection (f)(1)(B).’’. 
TITLE II—TAX INCENTIVES FOR TEACHER 

CERTIFICATIONS 
SEC. 201. EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN AMOUNTS RE-

CEIVED BY CERTIFIED TEACHERS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part III of subchapter B 

of chapter 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to items specifically excluded 
from gross income) is amended by redesig-
nating section 139 as section 140 and insert-
ing after section 138 the following new sec-
tion: 
‘‘SEC. 139. CERTAIN AMOUNTS RECEIVED BY CER-

TIFIED TEACHERS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an eligible 

teacher, gross income shall not include the 
value of any eligible financial benefit re-
ceived during the taxable year. 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE TEACHER.—For purposes of 
this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible teach-
er’ means an individual who is a pre-kinder-
garten or early childhood educator, or a kin-
dergarten through grade 12 classroom teach-
er, instructor, counselor, aide, or principal in 
an elementary or secondary school on a full- 
time basis for an academic year ending dur-
ing a taxable year. 

‘‘(2) ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY 
SCHOOLS.—The terms ‘elementary school’ and 
‘secondary school’ have the respective mean-
ings given such terms by section 14101 of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965. 

‘‘(c) ELIGIBLE FINANCIAL BENEFIT.—For 
purposes of this section, the term ‘eligible fi-
nancial benefit’ means any financial benefit, 
including incentive payment, received solely 
by reason of the successful completion by 
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the eligible teacher of the requirements for 
advanced certification provided by the Na-
tional Board for Professional Teaching 
Standards. Such completion shall be verified 
in such manner as the Secretary shall pre-
scribe by regulation. 

‘‘(d) AMOUNTS MUST BE REASONABLE.— 
Amounts excluded under subsection (a) shall 
include only amounts which are reason-
able.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 3401(a)(19) of the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 is amended by striking ‘‘117 
or 132’’ and inserting ‘‘117, 132, or 139’’. 

(2) The table of sections for part III of sub-
chapter B of chapter 1 of such Code is amend-
ed by striking the item relating to section 
139 and inserting the following new items: 
‘‘Sec. 139. Certain amounts received by cer-

tified teachers. 
‘‘Sec. 140. Cross references to other Acts.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2001. 
SEC. 202. 2-PERCENT FLOOR ON MISCELLANEOUS 

ITEMIZED DEDUCTIONS NOT TO 
APPLY TO QUALIFIED ADVANCED 
CERTIFICATION EXPENSES OF ELE-
MENTARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOL 
TEACHERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 67(b) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 (defining miscella-
neous itemized deductions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph (11), 
by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (12) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(13) any deduction allowable for the quali-
fied advanced certification expenses paid or 
incurred by an eligible teacher (as defined in 
section 139(b)).’’. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Section 67 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to 2-percent 
floor on miscellaneous itemized deductions) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(g) QUALIFIED ADVANCED CERTIFICATION 
EXPENSES OF ELIGIBLE TEACHERS.—For pur-
poses of subsection (b)(13), the term ‘quali-
fied advanced certification expenses’ means 
expenses— 

‘‘(1) for fees, supplies, equipment, transpor-
tation, and lodging required to secure the ad-
vanced certification provided by the Na-
tional Board for Professional Teaching 
Standards, and 

‘‘(2) with respect to which a deduction is 
allowable under section 162 (determined 
without regard to this section).’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2001. 

NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, DC, February 5, 2001. 

Senator MAX CLELAND, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR CLELAND: On behalf of the 
National Education Association’s (NEA) 2.6 
million members, we would like to express 
our support for the Teaching Excellence in 
America’s Classrooms and Homerooms 
(TEACH) Act. We believe this legislation will 
make a critical difference in allowing teach-
ers to pursue National Board Certification 
and, thereby, ensuring the highest quality 
teachers in our nation’s classrooms. 

As you know, no single factor will have a 
greater impact on improving student 
achievement than the quality of our nation’s 
teaching force. National Board Certification 
offers the highest credential in the teaching 
profession, taking teachers through a rig-

orous assessment and evaluation process. An 
October 2000 study found that Board Cer-
tified teachers significantly outperformed 
their peers on 11 of 13 measures of teaching 
expertise. In addition, the study found that 
74 percent of work samples from students of 
Certified teachers reflected ‘‘high levels of 
comprehension,’’ compared with 29 percent 
of students whose teachers did not have na-
tional certification. 

Unfortunately, the high cost prohibits 
many teachers from seeking Board Certifi-
cation. By providing funding to states and 
local districts to help teachers pay Board 
Certification fees, your legislation will en-
able more teachers to participate in this im-
portant process. In addition, the resourses 
provided for outreach will help bring infor-
mation about Board Certification to many 
more teachers. 

We thank you for your leadership in intro-
ducing the TEACH Act and look forward to 
working with you in support of our nation’s 
teachers. 

Sincerley, 
MARY ELIZABETH TEASLEY, 

Director of Government Relations. 

By Ms. SNOWE (for herself and 
Mr. TORRICELLI): 

S. 263. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to ensure that coverage of 
bone mass measurements is provided 
under the health benefits program for 
Federal employees; to the Committee 
on Governmental Affairs. 

S. 264. A bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to expand cov-
erage of bone mass measurements 
under part B of the medicare program 
to all individuals at clinical risk for 
osteoporosis; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce two bills which 
build on progress made in the last few 
years in the difficult and challenging 
fight against osteoporosis. I am pleased 
to be joined by my friend, Senator 
TORRICELLI of New Jersey, as an origi-
nal cosponsor of these bills. 

Osteoporosis is a major public health 
problem affecting 28 million Ameri-
cans, who either have the disease or 
are at risk due to low bone mass. 
Osteoporosis causes 1.5 million frac-
tures annually at a cost of $13.8 bil-
lion—$38 million per day—in direct 
medical expenses. In their lifetime, one 
in two women and one in eight men 
over the age of 50 will fracture a bone 
due to osteoporosis. Amazingly, a wom-
an’s risk of a hip fracture is equal to 
her combined risk of contracting 
breast, uterine, and ovarian cancer. 

Osteoporosis is largely preventable 
and thousands of fractures could be 
avoided if low bone mass were detected 
early and treated. Though we now have 
drugs that promise to reduce fractures 
by 50 percent and new drugs have been 
proven to actually rebuild bone mass, a 
bone mass measurement is needed to 
diagnose osteoporosis and determine 
one’s risk for future fractures. 

And we have learned that there are 
some prominent risk factors: age, gen-
der, race, a family history of bone frac-

tures, early menopause, risky health 
behaviors such as smoking and exces-
sive alcohol consumption, and some 
medications all have been identified as 
contributing factors to bone loss. But 
identification of risk factors alone can-
not predict how much bone a person 
has and how strong bone is. 

Congress passed the Balanced Budget 
Act 31⁄2 years ago. In doing so, we dra-
matically expanded coverage of 
osteoporosis screening through bone 
mass measurements for Medicare bene-
ficiaries. 

Since we passed this law, we have 
learned that under the current Medi-
care law, it is very difficult for a man 
to be reimbursed for a bone mass meas-
urement test. Each year, men suffer 
one-third of all the hip fractures that 
occur, and one-third of these men will 
not survive more than one year. In ad-
dition to hip fracture, men also experi-
ence painful and debilitating fractures 
of the spine, wrist, and other bones due 
to osteoporosis. 

The first bill we are introducing 
today, the Medicare Osteoporosis 
Measurement Act, would help all indi-
viduals enrolled in Medicare to receive 
the necessary tests if they are at risk 
for osteoporosis. 

Currently, Medicare guidelines allow 
for testing in five categories of individ-
uals—and most ‘‘at risk’’ men do not 
fall into any of them. The first cat-
egory in the guidelines is for ‘‘an estro-
gen-deficient woman at clinical risk 
for osteoporosis.’’ The Medicare 
Osteoporosis Measurement Act changes 
this guideline to say that ‘‘an indi-
vidual, including an estrogen-deficient 
woman, at clinical risk for 
osteoporosis’’ will be eligible for bone 
mass measurement. This change—of 
just a few words—will vastly increase 
the opportunities for men to be covered 
for the important test. 

The second bill Senator TORRICELLI 
and I are introducing today is similar 
to the Medicare bone mass measure-
ment benefit. The Osteoporosis Federal 
Employee Health Benefits Standardiza-
tion Act guarantees the same uni-
formity of coverage to Federal employ-
ees and retirees as Congress provided 
to Medicare beneficiaries in 1997. 

Unfortunately, coverage of bone den-
sity tests under the Federal Employee 
Health Benefit Program, FEHBP, is in-
consistent. Instead of a comprehensive 
national coverage policy, FEHBP 
leaves it to each of the almost 300 par-
ticipating plans to decide who is eligi-
ble to receive a bone mass measure-
ment and what constitutes medical ne-
cessity. Many plans have no specific 
rules to guide reimbursement and 
cover the tests on a case-by-case basis. 
Some plans refuse to provide con-
sumers with information indicating 
when the plan covers the test and when 
it does not and some plans cover the 
test only for people who already have 
osteoporosis. 
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Mr. President, we know that 

osteoporosis is highly preventable, but 
only if it is discovered in time. There is 
simply no substitute for early detec-
tion. These bills will ensure that all 
Medicare beneficiaries at risk for 
osteoporosis will be able to be tested 
for this disease, and will standardize 
coverage for bone mass measurement 
under the FEHBP. 

I hope that our colleagues will join 
Senator TORRICELLI and me in sup-
porting these bills. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD (for him-
self, Mr. BAYH, Mr. BROWNBACK, 
Mr. KOHL, and Mr. DURBIN): 

S. 265. A bill to prohibit the use of, 
and provide for remediation of water 
contaminated by, methyl tertiary 
butyl ether; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. President, I 
rise today to introduce the ‘‘MTBE 
Elimination Act of 2001.’’ I thank my 
colleagues—Senators BAYH, BROWN-
BACK, KOHL, and DURBIN for joining me 
as original co-sponsors of this impor-
tant legislation. I have become deeply 
concerned by the use and ultimate mis-
use of the gasoline additive methyl ter-
tiary butyl ether, MTBE, a nonrenew-
able fuel derivative, and its potential 
adverse health effects on those who 
come in contact with it. As my col-
leagues may remember, I introduced 
the ‘‘MTBE Elimination Act of 2000’’ 
last Congress, but no action was taken 
in the 106th Congress to eliminate the 
use of this potentially hazardous chem-
ical additive. 

Specifically, the ‘‘MTBE Elimination 
Act of 2001’’ will phase out MTBE use 
across the United States over the next 
three years, ensure proper labeling of 
all fuel dispensaries containing MTBE 
enriched reformulated gasoline, pro-
vide grant awards for MTBE research, 
and express the sense of the Senate 
that the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency should pro-
vide assistance to municipalities to 
test for MTBE in drinking water 
sources, as well as provide remediation 
where appropriate. This bill represents 
an important first step toward nation-
wide safe and healthy drinking water. 

Despite the potential damaging ef-
fects of MTBE, research of this chem-
ical is still in its preliminary stages. In 
February of 1996, the Health Effects In-
stitute reported that MTBE could be 
classified as a neurotoxicant for its 
acute impairment effects on humans. 
Further, the Alaska Department of 
Health and Social Services and the 
Centers for Disease Control from De-
cember 1992 through February 1993 
monitored concentrations of MTBE in 
the air and in the blood of humans. 
These studies showed that people with 
a higher concentration of MTBE in 
their bloodstream have a much greater 
tendency toward headaches, eye irrita-
tion, nausea, disorientation, and vom-

iting. Finally, the January 16, 2000 
broadcast of the ‘‘60 Minutes’’ show 
noted, ‘‘the EPA’s position is that 
MTBE is a possible human car-
cinogen.’’ Mr. President, we must re-
move this kind of chemical from our 
Nation’s drinking water supply. 

Widespread pollution of water sys-
tems by MTBE has been perpetuated by 
a lack of knowledge, as well as indiffer-
ence, to this potentially hazardous sub-
stance. MTBE does not readily attach 
to soil particles, nor does it naturally 
biodegrade, making its movement from 
gasoline to water extremely rapid. The 
physical properties of MTBE, coupled 
with its potential adverse health ef-
fects, make the use of this specific oxy-
genate dangerous to the American peo-
ple. 

The elimination of the use of MTBE 
in reformulated gasoline should not 
mean the removal of the oxygenate re-
quirement set forth under the Clean 
Air Act of 1990—which requires refor-
mulated gasoline to contain two per-
cent oxygen by weight. I believe it to 
be reasonable for our nation to expect 
both clean air and clean water, without 
having to eliminate the reformulated 
gasoline market or sacrifice our na-
tional health. 

According to the United States De-
partment of Agriculture study entitled 
‘‘Economic Analysis of Replacing 
MTBE with Ethanol in the United 
States,’’ replacing MTBE with the 
corn-based oxygenate additive ethanol 
would create approximately 13,000 new 
jobs in rural America, increase farm in-
come by more than $1 billion annually 
over the next ten years, and reduce 
farm program costs and loan deficiency 
payments through an expanded value- 
added market for grain. Furthermore, 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture has 
concluded that within three years, eth-
anol can be used as a substitute oxy-
genate for MTBE in nationwide mar-
kets without price increases or supply 
disruptions. 

Ethanol has proven to be a viable, en-
vironmentally-friendlier alternative to 
MTBE. The Chicago reformulated gas 
program (RFG) has used ethanol for 
years, and according to the American 
Lung Association, Chicago has estab-
lished one of the most successful RFG 
programs in the country. Ethanol is vi-
tally important to my home state since 
Illinois is the number one producer of 
ethanol in the nation. Each year, 274 
million bushels of Illinois corn are used 
to produce about 678 million gallons of 
ethanol. At a time when agricultural 
prices are at near-record lows, this in-
creased demand is sorely needed. 

Recently, Tosco Corporation, one the 
nation’s largest independent oil refin-
ers and marketers, announced its in-
tention to sell ethanol-blended fuel 
from its 1,600 retail outlets throughout 
California. This decision will result in 
the replacement of MTBE with ethanol 
in one-fifth of California’s reformu-

lated gasoline by the end of this year, 
thereby helping to protect California’s 
water supply for future generations, 
while keeping its air clean. The bill 
that I introduce today paves the way 
for this important bio-based fuel to be 
used not only in California and the 
Midwest, but nationwide. By sup-
porting bio-based fuel through legisla-
tive measures such as this bill, we are 
taking positive and decisive steps to-
ward cleaning our nation’s water, and 
the environment we will leave for our 
children and grandchildren. 

This legislation will send a signal 
that the Senate strongly supports bio- 
based fuels research and recognizes the 
need to find viable ways to reduce our 
dependency on fossil fuels. 

Through research programs, localized 
testing, and proper labeling we can 
help assure that MTBE is properly 
identified in gasoline, extracted from 
groundwater, and phased out of use 
thereby reducing the risk of future 
MTBE contamination. 

By phasing out MTBE over a three 
year period and replacing it with eth-
anol, we can help secure an ample sup-
ply of reformulated gasoline, clean 
water, and clean air for future genera-
tions. This bill should enjoy bipartisan 
support. I urge my colleagues to join 
me in co-sponsoring this bill that is so 
important to the well being of the envi-
ronment as well as our nation’s farm-
ers. 

I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 265 
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 ‘‘MTBE 
Elimination Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS; SENSE OF THE SENATE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) a single cup of MTBE, equal to the 

quantity found in 1 gallon of gasoline 
oxygenated with MTBE, renders all of the 
water in a 5,000,000-gallon well undrinkable; 

(2) the physical properties of MTBE allow 
MTBE to pass easily from gasoline to air to 
water, or from gasoline directly to water, 
but MTBE does not— 

(A) readily attach to soil particles; or 
(B) naturally degrade; 
(3) the development of tumors and nervous 

system disorders in mice and rats has been 
linked to exposure to MTBE and tertiary 
butyl alcohol and formaldehyde, which are 2 
metabolic byproducts of MTBE; 

(4) reproductive and developmental studies 
of MTBE indicate that exposure of a preg-
nant female to MTBE through inhalation 
can— 

(A) result in maternal toxicity; and 
(B) have possible adverse effects on a de-

veloping fetus; 
(5) the Health Effects Institute reported in 

February 1996 that the studies of MTBE sup-
port its classification as a neurotoxicant and 
suggest that its primary effect is likely to be 
in the form of acute impairment; 
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(6) people with higher levels of MTBE in 

the bloodstream are significantly more like-
ly to report more headaches, eye irritation, 
nausea, dizziness, burning of the nose and 
throat, coughing, disorientation, and vom-
iting as compared with those who have lower 
levels of MTBE in the bloodstream; 

(7) available information has shown that 
MTBE significantly reduces the efficiency of 
technologies used to remediate water con-
taminated by petroleum hydrocarbons; 

(8) the costs of remediation of MTBE water 
contamination throughout the United States 
could run into the billions of dollars; 

(9) although several studies are being con-
ducted to assess possible methods to reme-
diate drinking water contaminated by 
MTBE, there have been no engineering solu-
tions to make such remediation cost-effi-
cient and practicable; 

(10) the remediation of drinking water con-
taminated by MTBE, involving the stripping 
of millions of gallons of contaminated 
ground water, can cost millions of dollars 
per municipality; 

(11) the average cost of a single industrial 
cleanup involving MTBE contamination is 
approximately $150,000; 

(12) the average cost of a single cleanup in-
volving MTBE contamination that is con-
ducted by a small business or a homeowner 
is approximately $37,000; 

(13) the reformulated gasoline program 
under section 211(k) of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 7545(k)) has resulted in substantial re-
ductions in the emissions of a number of air 
pollutants from motor vehicles, including 
volatile organic compounds, carbon mon-
oxide, and mobile-source toxic air pollut-
ants, including benzene; 

(14) in assessing oxygenate alternatives, 
the Blue Ribbon Panel of the Environmental 
Protection Agency determined that ethanol, 
made from domestic grain and potentially 
from recycled biomass, is an effective fuel- 
blending component that— 

(A) provides carbon monoxide emission 
benefits and high octane; and 

(B) appears to contribute to the reduction 
of the use of aromatics, providing reductions 
in emissions of toxic air pollutants and other 
air quality benefits; 

(15) the Department of Agriculture con-
cluded that ethanol production and distribu-
tion could be expanded to meet the needs of 
the reformulated gasoline program in 4 
years, with negligible price impacts and no 
interruptions in supply; and 

(16) because the reformulated gasoline pro-
gram is a source of clean air benefits, and 
ethanol is a viable alternative that provides 
air quality and economic benefits, research 
and development efforts should be directed 
to assess infrastructure and meet other chal-
lenges necessary to allow ethanol use to ex-
pand sufficiently to meet the requirements 
of the reformulated gasoline program as the 
use of MTBE is phased out. 

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency should 
provide technical assistance, information, 
and matching funds to help local commu-
nities— 

(1) test drinking water supplies; and 
(2) remediate drinking water contaminated 

with methyl tertiary butyl ether. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

trator’’ means the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency. 

(2) ELIGIBLE GRANTEE.—The term ‘‘eligible 
grantee’’ means— 

(A) a Federal research agency; 
(B) a national laboratory; 
(C) a college or university or a research 

foundation maintained by a college or uni-
versity; 

(D) a private research organization with an 
established and demonstrated capacity to 
perform research or technology transfer; or 

(E) a State environmental research facil-
ity. 

(3) MTBE.—The term ‘‘MTBE’’ means 
methyl tertiary butyl ether. 
SEC. 4. USE AND LABELING OF MTBE AS A FUEL 

ADDITIVE. 
Section 6 of the Toxic Substances Control 

Act (15 U.S.C. 2605) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(f) USE OF METHYL TERTIARY BUTYL 
ETHER.— 

‘‘(1) PROHIBITION ON USE.—Effective begin-
ning on the date that is 3 years after the 
date of enactment of this subsection, a per-
son shall not use methyl tertiary butyl ether 
as a fuel additive. 

‘‘(2) LABELING OF FUEL DISPENSING SYSTEMS 
FOR MTBE.—Any person selling oxygenated 
gasoline containing methyl tertiary butyl 
ether at retail shall be required under regu-
lations promulgated by the Administrator to 
label the fuel dispensing system with a no-
tice that— 

‘‘(A) specifies that the gasoline contains 
methyl tertiary butyl ether; and 

‘‘(B) provides such other information con-
cerning methyl tertiary butyl ether as the 
Administrator determines to be appropriate. 

‘‘(3) REGULATIONS.—As soon as practicable 
after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Administrator shall establish a 
schedule that provides for an annual phased 
reduction in the quantity of methyl tertiary 
butyl ether that may be used as a fuel addi-
tive during the 3-year period beginning on 
the date of enactment of this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 5. GRANTS FOR RESEARCH ON MTBE 

GROUND WATER CONTAMINATION 
AND REMEDIATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a 

MTBE research grants program within the 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

(2) PURPOSE OF GRANTS.—The Adminis-
trator may make a grant under this section 
to an eligible grantee to pay the Federal 
share of the costs of research on— 

(A) the development of more cost-effective 
and accurate MTBE ground water testing 
methods; 

(B) the development of more efficient and 
cost-effective remediation procedures for 
water sources contaminated with MTBE; or 

(C) the potential effects of MTBE on 
human health. 

(b) ADMINISTRATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In making grants under 

this section, the Administrator shall— 
(A) seek and accept proposals for grants; 
(B) determine the relevance and merit of 

proposals; 
(C) award grants on the basis of merit, 

quality, and relevance to advancing the pur-
poses for which a grant may be awarded 
under subsection (a); and 

(D) give priority to those proposals the ap-
plicants for which demonstrate the avail-
ability of matching funds. 

(2) COMPETITIVE BASIS.—A grant under this 
section shall be awarded on a competitive 
basis. 

(3) TERM.—A grant under this section shall 
have a term that does not exceed 4 years. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $10,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2002 through 2005. 

By Mr. SMITH of Oregon (for 
himself and Mr. WYDEN): 

S. 266. A bill regarding the use of the 
trust land and resources of the Confed-
erated Tribes of the Warm Springs Res-
ervation of Oregon; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I rise as 
the original cosponsor of the Pelton 
Dam Agreement legislation introduced 
today by my friend and colleague from 
Oregon, Senator GORDON SMITH. 

This legislation sanctions an historic 
agreement, reached on April 12, 2000, 
between the Oregon Confederated 
Tribes of the Warm Springs Reserva-
tion, Warm Springs, Portland General 
Electric Company, PGE, and the 
United States Department of the Inte-
rior (Department). This agreement is 
important because it sets a responsible 
precedent for the joint ownership and 
operation of the Pelton-Round Butte 
Hydroelectric Project located in Jeffer-
son County, Oregon, on the Deschutes 
River. It also provides a model for how 
the United States, Indian tribes and 
private companies can work together 
to solve contentious issues. 

Beginning in the summer of 1998, the 
Warm Springs and PGE began negotia-
tions to settle Pelton Dam Project 
ownership and operation issues. Ap-
proximately one-third of the Project 
lands are located on the Warm Springs 
Reservation. Because of the Depart-
ment’s legal trust responsibility to the 
Warm Springs, Department representa-
tives also participated in the negotia-
tions. On April 12, 2000, Department, 
Warm Springs and PGE representatives 
signed the Long Term Global Settle-
ment and Compensation Agreement 
(Agreement). The Agreement creates 
shared ownership responsibilities and 
benefits between PGE and the Warm 
Springs for all three Pelton Project 
dams and facilities located both on and 
off the Warm Springs Reservation. 

The Warm Springs, PGE and the De-
partment worked with myself and Sen-
ator SMITH to carefully craft this legis-
lation to authorize the Department to 
sanction the Agreement. This legisla-
tion provides Federal approval for only 
the aspects of the Agreement that af-
fect tribal lands, resources, or other 
tribal assets. Section 2(b)(1) makes it 
clear that the legislation does not af-
fect the normal Federal and State reg-
ulatory approvals that would be re-
quired for an agreement of this type. 
Section 2(b)(2) was included to address 
a Departmental concern that this legis-
lation will not be interpreted to mean 
that legislative approval of future 
similar agreements will be necessary. 
In addition, this bill authorizes a 99- 
year leasing authority for the Warm 
Springs that is shared by countless 
other tribes. 

This bill is supported by PGE, the 
Warm Springs Tribe and Jefferson 
County. 
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By Mr. AKAKA (for himself, Mr. 

REID, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. SCHUMER, 
Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. GREGG, Mr. 
TORRICELLI, Mrs. BOXER, and 
Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire): 

S. 267. A bill to amend the Packers 
and Stockyards Act of 1921, to make it 
unlawful for any stockyard owner, 
market agency, or dealer to transfer or 
market nonambulatory livestock, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry. 

Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, today I 
am reintroducing the Downed Animal 
Protection Act, a bill to eliminate in-
humane and improper treatment of 
downed animals at stockyards. Sen-
ators CARL LEVIN, CHARLES SCHUMER, 
ROBERT TORRICELLI, JUDD GREGG, BOB 
GRAHAM, BOB SMITH, HARRY REID and 
BARBARA BOXER have joined me in 
sponsoring this bill. The legislation 
will prohibit the sale or transfer of 
downed animals unless they have been 
humanely euthanized. 

Downed animals are severely dis-
tressed recumbent animals that are too 
sick to rise or move on their own. Once 
an animal becomes immobile, it must 
remain where it has fallen, often with-
out receiving the most basic assist-
ance. Many of these downed animals 
that survive the stockyard are slaugh-
tered for human consumption. 

These animals are extremely dif-
ficult, if not impossible, to handle hu-
manely. They have very demanding 
needs, and must be fed and watered in-
dividually. The suffering of downed 
animals is so severe that the only hu-
mane solution to their plight is imme-
diate euthanasia. It is important to 
note that downed animals compromise 
a tiny fraction, less than one-tenth of 
one percent, of animals at stockyards. 
Banning their sale or transfer would 
cause no economic hardship. 

While I commend the major livestock 
organizations such as the United 
Stockyards Corp., the Minnesota Live-
stock Marketing Association, the Na-
tional Pork Producers Council, the Col-
orado Cattlemen’s Association, and the 
Independent Cattlemen’s Association 
of Texas, along with responsible and 
conscientious livestock producers 
throughout the country, for their ef-
forts to address the issue of downed 
animals, this lamentable problem still 
exists. Not only is this suffering inhu-
mane and unnecessary, it is eroding 
public confidence in the industry. 

The Downed Animal Protection Act 
will prompt stockyards to refuse crip-
pled and distressed animals, and will 
make the prevention of downed ani-
mals a priority for the livestock indus-
try. The bill will complement and rein-
force the industry’s effort to address 
this problem by encouraging better 
care of animals at farms and ranches. 

The bill will remove the incentive for 
sending downed animals to stockyards 
in the hope of receiving some salvage 

value for the animals and would en-
courage greater care during loading 
and transport. By eliminating this in-
centive, animals with impaired mobil-
ity will receive better treatment in 
order to prevent them from becoming 
incapacitated. In addition, the bill will 
also discourage improper breeding 
practices that account for most downed 
animals. 

My legislation would set a uniform 
national standard, thereby removing 
any unfair advantages that might re-
sult from differing standards through-
out the industry. Furthermore, no ad-
ditional bureaucracy will be needed as 
a consequence of my bill because in-
spectors of the Packers and Stockyard 
Administration regularly visit stock-
yards to enforce existing regulations. 
Thus, the additional burden on the 
agency and stockyard operators will be 
insignificant. 

As I stated before, this bill will stop 
the inhumane and improper treatment 
of downed animals at stockyards and I 
encourage my colleagues to support 
this important legislation. I ask unani-
mous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 267 

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 ‘‘Downed Ani-
mal Protection Act’’. 

SEC. 2. UNLAWFUL STOCKYARD PRACTICES IN-
VOLVING NONAMBULATORY LIVE-
STOCK. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title III of the Packers 
and Stockyards Act, 1921, is amended by in-
serting after section 317 (7 U.S.C. 217a) the 
following: 

‘‘SEC. 318. UNLAWFUL STOCKYARD PRACTICES 
INVOLVING NONAMBULATORY LIVE-
STOCK. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) HUMANELY EUTHANIZED.—The term ‘hu-

manely euthanized’ means to kill an animal 
by mechanical, chemical, or other means 
that immediately render the animal uncon-
scious, with this state remaining until the 
animal’s death. 

‘‘(2) NONAMBULATORY LIVESTOCK.—The term 
‘nonambulatory livestock’ means any live-
stock that is unable to stand and walk unas-
sisted. 

‘‘(b) UNLAWFUL PRACTICES.—It shall be un-
lawful for any stockyard owner, market 
agency, or dealer to buy, sell, give, receive, 
transfer, market, hold, or drag any non-
ambulatory livestock unless the non-
ambulatory livestock has been humanely 
euthanized.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendment made by 

subsection (a) takes effect 1 year after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall issue regula-
tions to carry out the amendment. 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 29 
At the request of Mr. BOND, the 

names of the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. WARNER) and the Senator from 
New York (Mr. SCHUMER) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 29, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow 
a deduction for 100 percent of the 
health insurance costs of self-employed 
individuals. 

S. 38 
At the request of Mr. INOUYE, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
SNOWE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
38, a bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to permit former members 
of the Armed Forces who have a serv-
ice-connected disability rated as total 
to travel on military aircraft in the 
same manner and to the same extent as 
retired members of the Armed Forces 
are entitled to travel on such aircraft. 

S. 41 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 

names of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN), the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. LIEBERMAN), the Senator 
from Indiana (Mr. BAYH), the Senator 
from Michigan (Ms. STABENOW), the 
Senator from Connecticut (Mr. DODD), 
the Senator from Virginia (Mr. WAR-
NER), the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN), and the Senator from New 
York (Mr. SCHUMER) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 41, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to per-
manently extend the research credit 
and to increase the rates of the alter-
native incremental credit. 

S. 60 
At the request of Mr. BYRD, the 

names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
VOINOVICH), the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
DEWINE), the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. ENZI), and the Senator from Mon-
tana (Mr. BURNS) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 60, a bill to authorize the De-
partment of Energy programs to de-
velop and implement an accelerated re-
search and development program for 
advanced clean coal technologies for 
use in coal-based electricity generating 
facilities and to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide finan-
cial incentives to encourage the retro-
fitting, repowering, or replacement of 
coal-based electricity generating facili-
ties to protect the environment and 
improve efficiency and encourage the 
early commercial application of ad-
vanced clean coal technologies, so as to 
allow coal to help meet the growing 
need of the United States for the gen-
eration of reliable and affordable elec-
tricity. 

S. 88 
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 

the name of the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. BROWNBACK) was withdrawn as a 
cosponsor of S. 88, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro-
vide an incentive to ensure that all 
Americans gain timely and equitable 
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access to the Internet over current and 
future generations of broadband capa-
bility. 

S. 110 
At the request of Mr. FEINGOLD, the 

name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
CLELAND) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 110, a bill to repeal the provision of 
law that provides automatic pay ad-
justments for Members of Congress. 

S. 122 
At the request of Mr. CAMPBELL, the 

name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 122, a bill to prohibit a State from 
determining that a ballot submitted by 
an absent uniformed services voter was 
improperly or fraudulently cast unless 
that State finds clear and convincing 
evidence of fraud, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 123 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
INOUYE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
123, a bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to extend loan for-
giveness for certain loans to Head 
Start teachers. 

S. 126 
At the request of Mr. CLELAND, the 

name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. BYRD) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 126, a bill to authorize the 
President to present a gold medal on 
behalf of Congress to former President 
Jimmy Carter and his wife Rosalynn 
Carter in recognition of their service to 
the Nation. 

S. 131 
At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, the 

names of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
REID), the Senator from Louisiana (Ms. 
LANDRIEU), the Senator from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. LOTT), and the Senator 
from Maine (Ms. SNOWE) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 131, a bill to amend 
title 38, United States Code, to modify 
the annual determination of the rate of 
the basic benefit of active duty edu-
cational assistance under the Mont-
gomery GI Bill, and for other purposes. 

S. 135 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 

name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. BINGAMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 135, a bill to amend title XVIII 
of the Social Security Act to improve 
payments for direct graduate medical 
education under the medicare program. 

S. 143 
At the request of Mr. GRAMM, the 

name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
MILLER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
143, a bill to amend the Securities Act 
of 1933 and the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, to reduce securities fees in ex-
cess of those required to fund the oper-
ations of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission, to adjust compensation 
provisions for employees of the Com-
mission, and for other purposes. 

S. 178 
At the request of Mr. WELLSTONE, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 

DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
178, a bill to permanently reenact chap-
ter 12 of title 11, United States Code, 
relating to family farmers. 

S. 207 
At the request of Mr. SMITH of New 

Hampshire, the names of the Senator 
from Montana (Mr. BURNS), the Sen-
ator from Nevada (Mr. REID), and the 
Senator from Connecticut (Mr. DODD) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 207, a 
bill to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to provide incentives to in-
troduce new technologies to reduce en-
ergy consumption in buildings. 

S. 217 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 

name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
CLELAND) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 217, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide a uni-
form dollar limitation for all types of 
transportation fringe benefits exclud-
able from gross income, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 228 
At the request of Mr. AKAKA, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
INOUYE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
228, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to make permanent the 
Native American veterans housing loan 
program, and for other purposes. 

S. 231 
At the request of Mr. CAMPBELL, the 

name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
CRAIG) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
231, a bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to 
ensure that seniors are given an oppor-
tunity to serve as mentors, tutors, and 
volunteers for certain programs. 

S. 232 
At the request of Mr. CLELAND, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 232, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to ex-
clude United States savings bond in-
come from gross income if it is used to 
pay long-term care expenses. 

S. 235 

At the request of Mr. MCCAIN, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Ms. LANDRIEU) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 235, a bill to provide for en-
hanced safety, public awareness, and 
environmental protection in pipeline 
transportation, and for other purposes. 

S. 244 

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
names of the Senator from Arizona 
(Mr. KYL), the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KENNEDY), the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. TORRICELLI), and the 
Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
LIEBERMAN) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 244, a bill to provide for United 
States policy toward Libya. 

S. CON. RES. 6 

At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Con. Res. 6, a concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sympathy for the victims 
of the devastating earthquake that 
struck India on January 26, 2001, and 
support for ongoing aid efforts. 

At the request of Mr. TORRICELLI, the 
names of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. WELLSTONE) and the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. CLELAND) were added as 
cosponsors of S. Con. Res. 6, supra. 

S. CON. RES. 7 

At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
MILLER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Con. Res. 7, a concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that the 
United States should establish an 
international education policy to en-
hance national security and signifi-
cantly further United States foreign 
policy and global competitiveness. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 17—CON-
GRATULATING PRESIDENT 
CHANDRIKA BANDARANAIKE 
KUMARATUNGA AND THE PEO-
PLE OF THE DEMOCRATIC SO-
CIALIST REPUBLIC OF SRI 
LANKA ON THE CELEBRATION 
OF 53 YEARS OF INDEPENDENCE 

Mr. BROWNBACK (for himself and 
Mr. TORRICELLI) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions: 

S. RES. 7 

Whereas February 4, 2001, is the occasion of 
the 53rd anniversary of the independence of 
the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri 
Lanka from Britain; 

Whereas the present constitution of the 
Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka 
has been in existence since August 16, 1978, 
and guarantees universal suffrage; and 

Whereas the people of the Democratic So-
cialist Republic of Sri Lanka and the United 
States share many values, including a com-
mon belief in democratic principles, a com-
mitment to international cooperation, and 
promotion of enhanced trade and cultural 
ties: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) congratulates President Chandrika 

Bandaranaike Kumaratunga and the people 
of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri 
Lanka on the celebration of 53 years of inde-
pendence; 

(2) expresses best wishes to the Govern-
ment and the people of the Democratic So-
cialist Republic of Sri Lanka as they cele-
brate their national day of independence on 
February 4, 2001; and 

(3) looks forward to continued cooperation 
and friendship with the Government and peo-
ple of the Democratic Socialist Republic of 
Sri Lanka in the years ahead. 

SEC. 2. The Secretary of the Senate shall 
transmit a copy of this resolution to the 
President with the request that the Presi-
dent further transmit such copy to the Gov-
ernment of the Democratic Socialist Repub-
lic of Sri Lanka. 
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STATEMENTS ON SUBMITTED 

RESOLUTIONS 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 18—RESOLU-
TION EXPRESSING SYMPATHY 
FOR THE VICTIMS OF THE DEV-
ASTATING EARTHQUAKE THAT 
STRUCK EL SALVADOR ON JANU-
ARY 13, 2001 
Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself and Mr. 

DODD) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations: 

S. RES. 18 

Whereas, on the morning of January 13, 
2001, a devastating and deadly earthquake of 
a magnitude of 7.6 on the Richter scale 
shook the entire nation of El Salvador, kill-
ing more than 700 people, injuring more than 
3,000, and leaving more than 50,000 homeless; 

Whereas the earthquake of January 13, 
2001, has left thousands of buildings in ruin, 
caused deadly landslides, and destroyed high-
ways and other infrastructure; 

Whereas the strength, courage, and deter-
mination of the people of El Salvador has 
been displayed since the earthquake; 

Whereas El Salvador is still recovering 
from years of civil war, hurricane damage, 
and flood damage; 

Whereas the people of the United States 
and El Salvador share strong friendship and 
mutual interests and respect; 

Whereas some United States specialists 
from Costa Rica and Miami, including spe-
cialists from the Miami-Dade Fire Rescue 
Department, were deployed to assist disaster 
relief efforts in El Salvador; 

Whereas United States military personnel 
from the United States Southern Command 
are providing some technical assistance; 

Whereas the USAID/Disaster Assistance 
Response Team (DART) has set up an office 
in El Salvador’s National Emergency Com-
mittee (COEN) to assist the office in its co-
ordination efforts and to ensure access to the 
latest information; and 

Whereas the United Nations launched an 
appeal for humanitarian assistance and ini-
tial rehabilitation to address the devastation 
caused by the powerful earthquake: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) expresses its deepest sympathies to the 

people of El Salvador and other Central 
American countries for the tragic losses suf-
fered as a result of the earthquake of Janu-
ary 13, 2001; 

(2) expresses its support for the people of 
El Salvador as they continue their efforts to 
rebuild their cities and their lives; 

(3) expresses support for disaster assistance 
being provided by the United States Agency 
for International Development and other re-
lief agencies; 

(4) recognizes the important role that is 
being played by the United States and other 
countries in providing assistance to alleviate 
the suffering of the people of El Salvador; 
and 

(5) encourages a continued commitment by 
the United States and other countries to the 
long-term, sustainable development of El 
Salvador. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleague for his tremendous 
leadership in this area for many years 
as it relates to Latin America. He is 
usually the first one on the floor to 

outline a strategy for U.S. assistance 
because he knows that we share mu-
tual benefits in opening trade lines and 
expanding our cultural ties to this par-
ticular part of the world. I thank him 
for his leadership. 

On behalf of the Senator from Con-
necticut and myself, I send a resolution 
to the desk and a bill that I will briefly 
describe. 

Mr. President, the resolution simply 
calls the attention of the Congress to 
this particular dilemma in El Salvador, 
a country that has been wracked for 
decades by war, only to be hit 2 years 
ago by one of the largest and most de-
structive hurricanes. And now to face 
an earthquake is almost too much to 
describe. 

As the Senator from Connecticut 
pointed out, the devastation has to-
taled about $1 billion. To put that into 
perspective, that is 5 percent of El Sal-
vador’s entire GDP. The equivalent of 5 
percent of the United States’ GDP is 
$500 billion. When hurricane Andrew 
struck, it was the largest natural dis-
aster in our history at $7 billion. So it 
is hard for us in America to understand 
what a natural disaster can do to a 
country whose economy is so fragile. 

We are blessed in this Nation with an 
abundance of resources. We have the 
means and structures in place to deal 
manage such crises. When devastation 
like this hits other countries, they just 
reel. If we are not there quickly with 
assistance, it is very difficult, if not 
impossible, for them to recover. 

Let me be quick to point out that the 
people of El Salvador will do every-
thing they can to help themselves; 
they will work hard and struggle. But 
the U.S. must be quick to aid them. 
That is what our resolution calls for. 

Our bill specifically calls for quite a 
modest amount, but a start, to aid the 
over 50 thousand people who lost their 
homes. There is an immediate need for 
shelter. That is how our bill will help 
in some way to complement what 
USAID is doing now. 

I am happy to urge my friends and 
Members in the Senate and the House 
to come quickly to the aid of a country 
that needs so much help. 

Mr. President, like many of my col-
leagues, I have watched the humani-
tarian calamity unfurl in El Salvador, 
with horror and sorrow. In the wake of 
a 7.6-size earthquake, the people of 
Central America are struggling to re-
build their lives. Still marred by hurri-
cane and flood damage, they are des-
perate for help: to heal the wounded, 
feed the hungry, and shelter the dis-
placed. And now, my colleagues, trag-
edy has struck these people once again. 
Crisis has not spared the men, women 
and children of El Salvador. 

Of course most of the destruction is 
difficult to quantify. The death toll is 
over 700, with nearly 3,000 people in-
jured, over 50,000 estimated homeless, 
46,000 evacuated, and 91,000 homes dam-

aged or destroyed. In fact, as President 
Francisco Flores pleaded for inter-
national aid, he requested an addi-
tional 3,000 coffins. 

As our Latin American neighbors 
desperately seek comfort in their faith 
and family, let us find solace in a pas-
sage from the Second Book of Corin-
thians: ‘‘Blessed be God . . . God of all 
comfort; Who comforts us in all our af-
fliction so that we will be able to com-
fort those who are in any affliction 
with the comfort with which we our-
selves are comforted by God.’’ 

The United States must rise to the 
occasion, and respond with aid. Perse-
verance has proven a critical trait for 
Salvadorans these last few weeks; we 
shouldn’t count it to become a way of 
life. 

Already, our ties with El Salvador 
run deep along both cultural and his-
toric lines. On one score, El Salvador 
has stood by the U.S. as a strategic 
ally and crucial trading partner during 
and after the Cold War. On another, the 
U.S. remains home to millions of im-
migrants who have sought refuge from 
calamity in Central America. Helping 
Central America rebuild is of special 
concern in Louisiana. It may come as 
some surprise to my colleagues to 
learn that New Orleans, with one of the 
largest Honduran and Salvadoran com-
munities in the U.S., is often cited as 
one of the largest Central American 
cities outside Latin America. And with 
organizations like Partners of the 
Americas, we are continuing to foment 
our bonds of friendship with Central 
America. The Louisiana Chapter of 
Partners already has two Medical As-
sistance and Emergency Preparedness 
teams set up for travel to El Salvador 
to work in delivery of health care and 
work with communities on future 
needs. 

It was these strong connections and 
long history of humanitarian aid which 
induced us to respond to pleas for help 
after Hurricane Mitch in 1998. And for 
these reasons, I am introducing two 
pieces of legislation today. The first is 
a resolution to raise awareness of the 
circumstances in El Salvador. Simply 
put, I am sure that my colleagues will 
join me and Senator DODD in express-
ing sympathy for the victims of the 
devastating earthquake that struck El 
Salvador January 13, 2001. 

The second piece of legislation is 
meant to complement USAID’s current 
efforts to provide short term relief and 
establish preventative measures to pre-
pare for future disasters. As USAID and 
the State Department help draft long 
term strategies for Central America, 
let us not neglect some immediate con-
cerns. One of the most pressing prob-
lems afflicting the Honduran people is 
lack of shelter. In the last Congress, I 
authored legislation with several sen-
ators on both sides of the aisle that 
provided $10 million for the home 
building program for Central American 
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countries affected by Hurricane Mitch. 
Today, I hope my colleagues will join 
me in supporting a similar measure to 
help complete the work which we 
began. We must do all that we can to 
expeditiously provide homes for the 
more than 50,000 displaced persons 
through El Salvador. Time is of the es-
sence. 

In the last Congress, we witnessed a 
historic meeting in the Capitol’s LBJ 
Room hosted by Senators LOTT and the 
late Paul Coverdell. There, four Cen-
tral American Presidents made it clear 
to us that permanent housing along 
with opening trade opportunities were 
among the highest priorities for their 
recovery. The Republican leader and 
members of his caucus were very help-
ful in providing housing aid after Hur-
ricane Mitch. 

And yet, here we are, in the begin-
ning of an entirely new Congress. Peo-
ple are once again homeless, and have 
no suitable means to protect them-
selves from future natural disasters. I 
will be working along with other col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle—to 
see that we do all we can in the area of 
housing in Central America. Let us 
begin today, with El Salvador. Then we 
shall extend our efforts throughout the 
region, to try and stop such devasta-
tion from occurring again. Let me as-
sure our Central American friends of 
one thing, we will not turn our backs 
on you. 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak on behalf of the people 
of El Salvador and India who are work-
ing so bravely towards recovery in the 
wake of the devastating earthquakes 
that recently struck those nations. 

In the case of El Salvador, the death 
toll has exceeded 700, and countless 
numbers have been left injured and 
homeless. More than 68,000 people have 
been evacuated with no promise of ever 
returning, and 60,000 are living in tem-
porary shelters. Indeed, in addition to 
the 74,000 homes that were so suddenly 
destroyed last month, another full 
118,000 may have been damaged beyond 
repair, and in some areas, Mr. Presi-
dent, one quarter of schools were com-
pletely destroyed. While the cost of re-
building is still being calculated, the 
El Salvador National Emergency Com-
mittee estimates that it most certainly 
will run to over $1 billion, with an esti-
mated $100 million loss in agricultural 
revenue alone. 

At the time of the quake the people 
of El Salvador were already hard at 
work rebuilding their country after the 
12 years of civil conflict that had 
claimed the lives of 70,000 men, women, 
and children during the 1980’s. Their 
suffering, as they struggle toward sta-
bility and development, has only been 
compounded by the natural disasters of 
the past two years. After a dozen years 
of civil strife, the people of El Salvador 
were able to reach a political settle-
ment of their differences. This speaks 

volumes about their commitment and 
courage. Since the 1992 peace accords, 
they have worked to build a prosperous 
and democratic country. This is a peo-
ple tested well beyond what they 
should be asked to bear. At each step 
on the path to recovery they have 
faced a new challenge, and each time 
they have responded tenaciously and 
stepped forward again. 

Mr. President, this earthquake is not 
the first time in recent memory that a 
natural disaster has brought devasta-
tion on such a wide scale to the people 
of El Salvador. In addition to this ter-
rible earthquake, there has also been a 
serious outbreak of dengue fever, a se-
rious and debilitating disease. And it 
was only two years ago that Hurricane 
Mitch tore through Central America, 
exacting an unbearable toll on an al-
ready fragile region. In the countries of 
El Salvador, Honduras, and Nicaragua, 
more than 11,000 lives were swept away 
in the rain, winds, and massive land-
slides that Mitch wrought. In some 
areas, more than 70 percent of crops 
were demolished. The price tag of that 
devastating hurricane soared to more 
than $4 billion once a full accounting 
was made. 

Mr. President, the people of El Sal-
vador did not simply wring their hands 
in despair at the devastation of Mitch. 
They worked to improve their lives— 
they rebuilt roads, and schools, and 
homes. They began to address the 
needs of citizens dealing with painful 
losses and an uncertain future. They 
began to pull themselves, with the help 
of international monetary and humani-
tarian assistance, out of the darkness 
created by Mitch when they were 
struck again by another wanton force 
of mother nature. This earthquake, 
which registered a thundering 7.6 on 
the Richter scale, once again threatens 
to break the back of an already strug-
gling nation. 

Mr. President, the story unfolding 
right now in India is no less compelling 
and deserves our equal attention and 
concern. January 26th is traditionally 
a day of celebration in India, a day 
when people gather with their families 
in their homes to celebrate Republic 
Day, their constitution, and their 
country. But this January the clamor 
of parades and cheers was replaced by 
the roar of collapsing buildings torn 
down by an earthquake registering 7.9 
on the Richter scale, the worst earth-
quake in India in a half century. Trem-
ors were felt in Pakistan, Nepal and 
Bangladesh as the earth shook early 
that morning. 

Hardest hit was Bhuj, a city of 150,000 
in the Gujarat state, only 43 miles from 
the quake’s epicenter. The government 
of India places the official death toll at 
more than 16,000, but estimates this 
figure could climb to a ghastly 100,000 
in the days and weeks to come. Six 
hundred thousand people have been left 
homeless, many of whom are sleeping 

out in the open, with too few blankets 
among them, for fear of returning to 
unsteady buildings. Many others sim-
ply have no place to go. As many as 35 
million people have been affected in 
some way by the earthquake, a figure 
so staggering it is almost impossible to 
comprehend. The United Nations Office 
for the Coordination of Humanitarian 
Affairs (UNOCHA) places the cost of re-
habilitation and reconstruction at $1.3 
billion. 

The daunting task that now lies be-
fore us is to bring some measure of re-
lief and care to those who were spared, 
including an estimated 3,000 orphaned 
children. Tragically, the state of Guja-
rat was particularly vulnerable to a 
natural disaster such as this, as one 
quarter of its citizens live below the 
poverty line and almost one half of 
households rely on public food distribu-
tion under normal conditions. In an 
emergency such as this, the situation 
becomes exponentially more dire than 
before. In addition to the desperate 
need for food, medicine, and shelters, 
many Indian officials now fear 
epidemics of cholera and typhoid if ac-
cess to clean, safe, drinking water is 
not quickly restored. This task has 
been made all the more difficult be-
cause it comes in the midst of a 3 year 
drought in India which affected almost 
3 million people in the state of Gujarat 
last year. The majority of water supply 
wells are caked with mud and tempo-
rarily out of service, promoting con-
cerns that some who managed to sur-
vive the earthquake may instead suc-
cumb to disease while they wait for 
clean water. Certainly, the survivors of 
this earthquake should not be exposed 
to further suffering and injury. 

Mr. President, we cannot and should 
not ask the governments of El Sal-
vador and India, or their people, to 
walk the path toward recovery alone. 
At a time when these countries seek 
peace and development, we must be 
there as both an ally and a partner. We 
must not turn away from their suf-
fering, but rather must respond swiftly 
and effectively. 

In fact, international relief efforts 
are already in full operation in both El 
Salvador and India, providing basic ne-
cessities such as drinking water, food, 
blankets and temporary shelter to the 
quakes’ victims. The United States 
government is actively participating in 
these international efforts through the 
work of USAID. At the time of the 
quake, USAID personnel in El Salvador 
immediately began meeting with Sal-
vadoran relief agencies to evaluate the 
extent of the damage and the level of 
aid necessary. To date, USAID assist-
ance to El Salvador totals more than $5 
million, the majority of which was al-
located for temporary shelter pro-
grams. In addition, the World Food 
Programme has provided 900 metric 
tons of rations, the International Fed-
eration of the Red Cross has released 
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$100,000 of disaster relief funds as well 
as sent a delegation of relief workers to 
assist the 1,200 person Salvadoran Red 
Cross. Medicines for hospitals and tem-
porary clinics are pouring in from the 
Pan-American Health Organization, 
and the International Development 
Bank is considering a $20 million emer-
gency loan. Monetary and other con-
tributions from additional organiza-
tions continue to arrive as well. 

In India, USAID has pledged $9 mil-
lion in emergency relief, including 
emergency food distribution, airlifts, 
and temporary shelter equipment. In-
deed, more than 38 countries have re-
sponded to India’s cries, as well as sev-
eral hundred non-governmental organi-
zations including UNICEF, The Inter-
national Federation of the Red Cross, 
and the World Food Programme. 

It is my hope, Mr. President, that the 
Bush administration will recognize 
how desperately our help is still needed 
in El Salvador and India and will re-
spond not only with continued short- 
term emergency relief aid, but also 
with a comprehensive plan for long 
term reconstruction and development. 
In the case of India that will require 
that waiver authority be exercised by 
the Administration to permit broader 
categories of assistance to be provided 
despite existing sanctions against that 
country. I would urge the Administra-
tion to do so. 

I am confident that our colleagues in 
the Senate join with me in extending 
our prayers and our hands to the people 
of two nations who must persevere at 
very difficult moments in their his-
tories. I am confident that with our 
help the lives of the peoples of these 
two nations will improve day by day. 

f 

PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that Peter Winokur be 
granted the privilege of the floor dur-
ing today’s session of the Senate. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Mark Peters 
be granted floor privileges for the pur-
pose of this debate. He is a fellow from 
the Commerce Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LORETTA F. SYMMS 
Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, let me 

take a few additional moments to 
speak to the Senate about a friend of 
ours who has worked with us in the 
Senate for a good number of years. 
This week marks the last week of work 
for the Senate in the career of Loretta 
Symms. Loretta, as I mentioned, has 
become a friend of all of us while she 
has worked n the Senate. 

Loretta, who is originally from Coeur 
d’Alene, IO, moved to Washington in 

the midseventies and began her career 
working for then-Congressman Steve 
Symms as executive assistant and of-
fice manager. In 1981, after Congress-
man Symms was elected to the Senate, 
Loretta became his executive secretary 
and then office manager. 

Most in the Senate got to know Lo-
retta in 1987 when Senator Bob Dole 
appointed her as the Republican rep-
resentative to the Sergeant at Arms 
Office. Between 1987 and 1996, Loretta 
filled a number of positions within that 
organization. As its director, she re-
structured the Capitol Facilities De-
partment, providing career ladders, for-
mal position descriptions, instituting 
reading programs, basic computer 
classes for employees, and other train-
ing programs—clearly, an effort to 
build a more professional staff within 
the Sergeant at Arms Office. 

Loretta also participated in the ren-
ovation and the opening of Webster 
Hall, the first and current Senate page 
dormitory. 

Like you, Mr. President, I have had 
the privilege now of having several 
Senate pages, and I know they appre-
ciate the facilities that are made avail-
able for them and, of course, the edu-
cational program that is provided to 
them while they serve us in the Senate. 

Loretta worked closely with the Of-
fice of the Secretary of the Senate and 
has been actively involved in the over-
sight and the management of the Sen-
ate page program. 

In 1996, Senator TRENT LOTT named 
Loretta Deputy Sergeant at Arms, the 
post in which she still serves. As dep-
uty, Loretta has managed the day-to- 
day operations of 750 employees of the 
Sergeant at Arms organization. In ad-
dition to assisting Presidents, Vice 
Presidents, and foreign heads of state 
on official visits to our Senate, Loretta 
has led Senate delegations to the fu-
nerals of former President Richard 
Nixon, the late Senator John Heinz, 
the late Senator John Chafee, the late 
Senator Paul Coverdell, and a good 
number of other Senators. 

During her tenure as deputy, and 
working closely with the Assistant 
Secretary of the Senate, Loretta was 
instrumental in the formation of the 
Joint Office of Education and Training 
which provides a wide variety of profes-
sional seminars and training for the 
staff of the Senate offices and commit-
tees. 

Loretta is married to former U.S. 
Senator Steve Symms. They have 7 
children and 10 grandchildren. Retire-
ment plans, she tells me, include build-
ing a new home that I think is under 
construction at this moment, trav-
eling—that is if she can get Steve out 
of town—needlepoint, which she al-
ready does very well, and spending a 
lot of time with her children and 
grandchildren who live as far away as 
Atlanta, GA, and in her original home 
of Coeur d’Alene, ID. Of course, we Ida-

hoans look forward to seeing her back 
home in our State. 

Yes, Mr. President, we will miss Lo-
retta and, of course, the fine work she 
has always provided us in the Senate. 
As a fellow Idahoan, I stand before you 
today to say how proud I am of Loretta 
Symms for the work she has done for 
all of us and to make the Senate a bet-
ter place to be and to work. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SMITH of Oregon). The clerk will call 
the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, we have 
had a number of conversations over the 
past several days with Senator MCCAIN 
and Senator FEINGOLD, with the Demo-
cratic leadership, Senator MCCONNELL, 
Senator HOLLINGS, Senator NICKLES, a 
whole number of Senators have been 
involved in this, Senators DODD and 
LEVIN, in coming to an agreement on 
how to proceed on the election cam-
paign reform issue. We have come to 
agreement here that everybody seems 
to be satisfied with at this time. I 
would like to enter this unanimous 
consent request. 

I actually have three. One is dealing 
with how to handle the campaign fi-
nance reform issue. The next one is the 
Hollings constitutional amendment, 
and then also a consent regarding the 
U.N. dues and its consideration on the 
floor of the Senate beginning tomor-
row. 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
AGREEMENT—S. 27 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that at a time to be de-
termined by the majority leader, after 
consultation with the Democratic lead-
er, either on March 19, 2001, or March 
26, 2001, the Rules Committee be imme-
diately discharged from consideration 
of S. 27, as introduced, and the Senate 
shall return to its immediate consider-
ation. 

I further ask unanimous consent that 
following the reporting of the bill by 
the clerk, the bill become the pending 
business, to the exclusion of all other 
business, except for a motion to tempo-
rarily postpone consideration of the 
pending legislation made by the Repub-
lican leader, following approval of the 
Democratic leader, and that no call for 
the regular order serve to displace this 
item, except one made by the Repub-
lican leader, also after the approval of 
the Democratic leader. 
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I ask unanimous consent that when a 

first-degree amendment is offered, 
there be up to 3 hours evenly divided in 
the usual form for debate only, after 
which a motion to table may be made. 
If a motion to table fails, the amend-
ment then be fully debatable and 
amendable. Further, that if the motion 
to table is not made at the expiration 
of the 3 hours, a vote occur on the 
amendment without intervening ac-
tion, motion or debate, provided that 
no point of order be considered as hav-
ing been waived by this agreement. 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, I will have 
more comment later, but is it the in-
tent of the majority leader to include 
in this unanimous consent agreement 
debate and disposal of the Hollings con-
stitutional amendment as well? 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I respond 
to the Senator from South Dakota that 
I will, after this agreement is entered 
into, follow that immediately with an 
agreement with regard to the Hollings 
constitutional amendment, which I as-
sume will also be agreed to. 

Mr. DASCHLE. I thank the majority 
leader. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, would the 
Senator like to be heard at this point? 
I will be glad to yield to Senator 
MCCAIN for comment before I go to the 
next consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I thank 
the majority leader and the Demo-
cratic leader, without whose strenuous 
efforts we would not have been able to 
enter into this unanimous consent 
agreement. 

I want to make one thing clear: This 
campaign finance reform will be before 
the Senate bumping up against the 
April recess. I hope we can devote 
every effort to get that done in the 
final 2 weeks before the April recess. It 
would be very good if we could, over a 
2-week period, dispose of amendments 
and move to final passage. It is critical 
that we do that. Perhaps, if necessary, 
we could even delay the recess, some-
thing that none of us like, but we real-
ly don’t want to have this issue cloud-
ing the legislative agenda for the rest 
of the year. 

I thank Senator LOTT and Senator 
DASCHLE, but I do want to point out, I 
do insist that we get a final vote on 
this issue. We really need to have it 
disposed of finally. I know Senator 
DASCHLE and Senator LOTT appreciate 
that. 

If there is a filibuster, in other 
words, just a loading up of amend-
ments, whether they be extraneous or 
not, but basically covering the same 
ground, I will be the first to condemn 
that, and I know that my friend from 
Wisconsin feels the same way. There 
are a number of issues that need to be 

addressed, but we will know if it is be-
coming extraneous and just a delaying 
tactic. Then we will have to make our 
decisions as to what our options are. 

We owe it to the American people, 
and we owe it to the Members of this 
body who have been involved in this 
issue for so long to bring this issue to 
conclusion. 

I ask unanimous consent that a col-
loquy between myself and Senator 
LOTT be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LOTT. I believe that colloquy 
also includes Senator DASCHLE. I think 
the three of us are included. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, I would like 
to see a copy of that colloquy. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, if I could 
get a clarification, the Senator is re-
serving the right to object? 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I 
would like to see a copy of the colloquy 
that was just referred to before agree-
ing to unanimous consent that it be 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask that 
Senator MCCAIN withhold that request 
until he can consult further with his 
colleague. I presume there would be no 
problem at that point. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. If I could make a 
brief comment, as did my leader, Sen-
ator MCCAIN, I thank the majority 
leader for his cooperation on this, com-
ing to this agreement. I especially 
thank the Democratic leader, who has 
not only provided our Democratic 
unity on this issue, but has also 
worked so effectively to help us come 
to this agreement. I also thank the 
Senator from Michigan, Mr. LEVIN, 
who is not with us on the floor at this 
time, for his tremendous efforts on 
this. 

I reiterate two points the Senator 
from Arizona has made. One is that 
this, fortunately, through the coopera-
tion of everybody, will be a truly open 
process. Senator MCCAIN and I have 
been very involved in this issue. But we 
are certainly not the only people who 
know a lot about this issue. Every 
Member of the Senate is an expert on 
campaign finance reform. That means 
it is essential that every Senator have 
an open chance to participate in the 
amending process. I believe that is 
what this agreement truly does. 

The second is to simply agree with 
the Senator from Arizona that we want 
to finish as fast as we can, within the 
bounds of giving everybody a chance to 
participate. We hope to finish before 
the Easter recess. But we will make 
sure that this matter comes to a vote 
up or down in the end and that is our 
understanding in going forward with 
this agreement. 

I thank the leader. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, while the 
Senators are consulting, we are going 
to have a colloquy. Let me add to what 
has been said by Senators MCCAIN and 
FEINGOLD, and I know Senator DASCHLE 
feels the same way. 

This is a fair and very open agree-
ment. I guess there is plenty of oppor-
tunity for mischief, if somebody on ei-
ther side decides to cause it. I guess we 
could get tangled up on many issues, 
completely unrelated to election and 
campaign finance reform. But we are 
trying to all act in good faith. We are 
going to have to try to do that. 

The way this is constructed, Sen-
ators should have an opportunity to 
offer amendments, have those amend-
ments debated for a reasonable period 
of time—3 hours is a good bit of time— 
and get a vote. Then if that doesn’t 
carry, then a second degree could be of-
fered or other amendments could be of-
fered. I suppose that one example of 
the kind of mischief you can have is a 
Senator could get the floor and talk for 
a long time without ever offering an 
amendment and eat up 2 hours before 
he or she ever lays down their amend-
ment. Then there would be 3 hours. 
That is not good faith. That would be 
violating the spirit of what we are 
doing here. Three hours is enough time 
to talk and have a vote. 

I have said all along, unlike in the 
past, I think everybody ought to have a 
chance to make their case and get a 
vote. I also think that 2 weeks is long 
enough. In that period of time, if you 
get to figuring the amount of time we 
are going to be in, a number of amend-
ments could be offered. I don’t know 
whether it will wind up being 15 or 25. 
But there will be plenty of oppor-
tunity, and more, for amendments to 
be offered and then to wrap it up. I 
think, hopefully, we will get a vote on 
final passage of the end product and 
move on. I am going to think that bad 
faith, again, is at play if we are into 
the middle of the third week, or if it 
goes beyond that, when we should be 
taking up the budget resolution in-
stead or taking up some other issue, 
such as energy, or any other matter. I 
think we have a fair parameter in 
terms of how amendments can be of-
fered, debated, voted on, and come to a 
conclusion within a 2-week period of 
time. 

I ask that Senators on both sides of 
the aisle try to live up not only to the 
specifics of the agreement and the col-
loquy, but the spirit in which it has 
been put together. 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I was 
going to wait until after the other 
unanimous consent request, but I am 
compelled now to add my comments. I 
don’t think it could have been said any 
better than what you have just heard 
the majority leader say. As we talked 
about how we were going to run the 
Senate over the next 2 years, I can’t 
tell you the number of times we have 
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said you can put as much as you want 
on paper, but at the end of the day it is 
going to be what good faith there is be-
tween caucuses and among Senators on 
whether or not this will work. I believe 
this is a good example. We can put as 
much on paper as we want to, but it 
still depends upon the intentions and 
the approach and the attitude that peo-
ple bring to the floor as we debate this 
issue. 

As the majority leader said, I think 2 
weeks ought to be adequate. There are 
a lot of complicated issues here. Clear-
ly, if anybody comes with good faith, 
we ought to have a good, vigorous de-
bate on all of the issues and accommo-
date all of the ideas and the philoso-
phies that are presented as we consider 
these amendments. 

I compliment the majority leader 
and thank him for his approach in this 
matter, and I certainly compliment our 
two ardent advocates and leaders on 
campaign finance reform, Senators 
MCCAIN and FEINGOLD. They have put 
forth an extraordinary amount of ef-
fort to bring us to this point. We are 
going to work with them to assure this 
is a productive and successful debate. I 
am appreciative of the effort that has 
been made to get us to this point. I 
look forward to the debate. I don’t 
think we can have a better framework 
within which to have the debate in the 
coming weeks. I yield the floor. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to come to the floor today to 
share with my colleagues the discus-
sions that the Senator from Arizona 
and I have been having on campaign re-
form. I appreciate the Senator’s will-
ingness to work through this issue, and 
I believe that we have come up with a 
fair arrangement. 

Mr. MCCAIN. I thank the majority 
leader for working with me on this 
agreement. I believe that it accommo-
dates my desire to have a full and open 
debate early, while ensuring that the 
leader has the opportunity to move im-
portant bills prior to its consideration. 

Mr. LOTT. Under this agreement, the 
President will have some time to intro-
duce his agenda to the American people 
and to the Congress. I believe that the 
agreement we have reached will allow 
us to begin work on some of these 
issues, while ensuring that campaign, 
political, and election reform is ad-
dressed early. It is my hope that we 
will be able to move expeditiously on 
both education reform and the budget 
resolution in the next 2 months. To 
that end, should we have a budget reso-
lution ready for floor consideration 
prior to March 19, we will consider the 
resolution first. If the budget is not 
ready within that timeframe, we will 
consider campaign, political and elec-
tion reform first, to be followed by con-
sideration of the budget in early April. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. Leader, I just 
want to add that I am very pleased 
that this agreement has been worked 

out in a cooperative way with Senator 
MCCAIN and also the Democratic lead-
er. I also want to thank Senator LEVIN 
for his contribution to this agreement. 
We look forward to having a full and 
fair debate on our bill for the first 
time. 

Mr. MCCAIN. It is important that 
there is a full and open debate on cam-
paign reform. I am pleased that the 
majority leader has agreed to use S. 27, 
the McCain-Feingold bill, as the legis-
lation that will be considered by the 
Senate. 

Mr. LOTT. It is my intention to call 
up S. 27, the McCain-Feingold bill, 
within the time frame we have dis-
cussed. I also believe that we should 
have a full and open debate. I expect 
that many of my colleagues have ideas 
on campaign reform, political reform 
and election reform that warrant con-
sideration by the Senate. The amend-
ments, I hope, should be on the sub-
jects of campaign reform, political re-
form and election reform. In addition, I 
do not anticipate a circumstance aris-
ing that will compel me to use my pre-
rogatives as majority leader to fill up 
the amendment tree. I anticipate that 
we will have a full, open and spirited 
debate on any amendment offered to 
the Senate for consideration. Let me be 
clear, we intend to allow an oppor-
tunity for all amendments to be con-
sidered. Therefore, I do not expect that 
any major striking amendments, or the 
so-called wrap around amendments will 
be offered toward the end of the Sen-
ate’s consideration. I intend to com-
plete action on the bill, working long 
hours if necessary, within 2 weeks. 

Mr. MCCAIN. I appreciate the major-
ity leader’s assurances that all amend-
ments will be considered by the Senate. 
It is also my intention to let the will of 
the Senate prevail. I share the major-
ity leader’s intention that all amend-
ments be fairly considered and voted 
on prior to final passage, and I agree 
that a wrap around amendment would 
be a show of bad faith. I will work with 
the majority leader to ensure that all 
amendments are voted on and the bill 
is ready for final action within the 2 
weeks that the leader anticipates. In 
order to facilitate this, it would be my 
hope and expectation that the bill 
would not be filibustered. 

Mr. LOTT. As the Senator from Ari-
zona is aware, every Senator has rights 
in this regard. However, I would dis-
courage any efforts to filibuster this 
measure, and do not anticipate a fili-
buster of this bill. In fact, it is my ex-
pectation that the Senate will finish 
deliberations of campaign, political 
and election reform within 2 weeks of 
commencing action on it. I am deter-
mined to stick to this schedule, even if 
we must work through the weekend to 
complete action. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. I thank the leader 
for his comments, and I want to assure 
him that supporters of this bill are 

ready to work through the weekend 
and into the evenings to make sure 
that this bill passes the Senate in a 
timely manner. I think the American 
people will applaud the leader’s state-
ment that he does not anticipate a fili-
buster on this important legislation. I 
think we have reached a fair and bal-
anced agreement, and I congratulate 
the leader and my colleague from Ari-
zona for this achievement. 

Mr. MCCAIN. I thank the majority 
leader and I appreciate his willingness 
to work with me on this important 
issue. Again, I believe that we have 
reached a fair and balanced agreement. 

Mr. LOTT. I thank my colleague 
from Arizona. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I congratulate the 
majority leader and the Senator from 
Arizona for this win-win compromise. 
The deal will allow the President’s top 
agenda items to be center stage prior 
to a discussion on campaign and elec-
tion reform. And I agree that we will 
all work to keep the debate focused on 
these issues and that a wrap-around 
amendment would be a show of bad 
faith. 

We may disagree on the public’s in-
terest in campaign reform, but I think 
that we can all certainly agree that 
there is a true public demand for elec-
tion reform and political reform. The 
upcoming debate will in many respects 
be the equivalent of a bill mark-up on 
the Senate floor. I think we all agree 
that there should be a full opportunity 
for everyone who wants to offer an 
amendment to be allowed to do so and 
to get a vote on that amendment with-
out any games played by either side. 
So I want to thank the majority leader 
and my colleague from Arizona for 
their willingness to ensure that an 
open and robust debate will occur on 
this matter. I also appreciate the will-
ingness of my colleague from Arizona 
to work with the majority leader to en-
sure that no vote on final passage 
occur until all amendments are voted 
on. I, too, believe that this is a fair 
agreement and again, I congratulate 
the leader and the Senator from Ari-
zona. 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE-
MENT—HOLLINGS-SPECTER CON-
STITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 
Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that during or imme-
diately following the disposition of the 
McCain-Feingold legislation, S. 27, the 
Hollings-Specter constitutional amend-
ment legislation then become the pend-
ing business and that it be considered 
under the following limitations: 

That no amendments be in order to 
the constitutional amendment; 5 hours 
to be divided as follows: 2 hours under 
the control of Senator HOLLINGS, 2 
hours under the control of Senator 
HATCH or his designee, and 1 hour 
equally divided between the Repub-
lican and Democratic leaders or their 
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designees; that upon the use or yield-
ing back of time, the Senate, without 
intervening action, motion, or debate, 
proceed to vote on passage of the con-
stitutional amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
AGREEMENT—U.N. DUES 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that at 1 p.m. Wednes-
day, February 7, the Senate proceed to 
the U.N. dues bill, if reported by the 
Foreign Relations Committee, and all 
amendments offered be relevant to the 
subject matter and cleared by both 
managers. 

I further ask consent that if the com-
mittee has not reported the bill by 1 
p.m., it be immediately discharged and 
the Senate proceed immediately to its 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

APPOINTMENTS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair, on behalf of the Democratic 
leader, pursuant to Public Law 105–83, 
announces the reappointment of the 
Senator from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN) as a 
member of the National Council on the 
Arts. 

The Chair, on behalf of the President 
pro tempore, and upon the rec-
ommendation of the Democratic lead-
er, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2761, as 
amended, appoints the Senator from 
West Virginia (Mr. BYRD) as cochair-
man of the Senate Delegation to the 
British-American Interparliamentary 
Group during the 107th Congress. 

The Chair, on behalf of the majority 
leader, pursuant to Public Law 106–550, 
announces the appointment of the fol-
lowing Senators to serve as members of 
the James Madison Commemoration 
Commission: The Senator from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WARNER), and the Senator 
from Alabama (Mr. SESSIONS). 

The Chair, on behalf of the majority 
leader, pursuant to Public Law 106–398, 
announces the appointment of the fol-
lowing individuals to serve as members 
of the Commission on the Future of the 
United States Aerospace Industry: Wil-
liam Schneider, Jr., of New York, and 
Robert J. Stevens, of Maryland. 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
AGREEMENT—H.J. RES. 7 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, when the 
Senate receives from the House H.J. 
Res. 7 relating to the birthday of 
former President Ronald Reagan, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be considered read the third time and 
passed, the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table, and that any state-

ments thereon be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
FEBRUARY 7, 2001 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business today, it ad-
journ until the hour of 10 a.m. on 
Wednesday, February 7. I further ask 
that on Wednesday, immediately fol-
lowing the prayer, the Journal of the 
proceedings be approved to date, the 
morning hour be deemed expired, the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day, and the Sen-
ate then proceed to a period for morn-
ing business until 1 p.m. to be divided 
in the following fashion: The time be-
tween 10 a.m. and 11 a.m. be divided as 
follows: Senator LOTT or designee 
under 30 minutes, Senator LIEBERMAN 
in control of 15 minutes, Senator DUR-
BIN or designee in control of 15 min-
utes, Senator THOMAS or designee con-
trolling the time between 11 and 12 
noon, Senator BYRD controlling the 
time between 12 and 1 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PROGRAM 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, on Wednes-
day, the Senate will be in a period of 
morning business until 1 p.m. under 
the order. At 1 p.m., the Senate will 
begin consideration of S. 248, the U.N. 
dues legislation. A minimal amount of 
debate is expected on the legislation. 
Therefore, it is expected that a vote 
will occur during tomorrow afternoon’s 
session. 

On Thursday, the Senate will begin 
consideration of the pipeline safety 
bill. I hope the Senate can complete 
consideration of that bill prior to the 
week’s adjournment. 

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask that the Senate stand in 
adjournment under the previous order 
following the remarks of the distin-
guished Democratic leader. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

THE RETIREMENT OF OUR FRIEND 
‘‘TINKER,’’ ARTHUR MALAN ST. 
CLAIR 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, a spe-
cial guest joined us at our caucus lunch 
this afternoon. His name is Arthur 
Malan St. Clair. We know him better as 
‘‘Tinker.’’ 

Tinker St. Clair has spent 55 years in 
public service. He has worked in the 
Senate—for the Sergeant at Arms—for 
the last 22 years. This Friday, he is re-
tiring. 

His leaving was inevitable. He is, 
after all, 85 years old, although you 
would never guess it. Even so, Tinker’s 
departure will leave a void for all of us. 

Every Member of this Senate knows 
how dedicated Tinker is to his work. 
We all know how much he loves this 
Senate, and this Nation. We have all 
benefitted—at some time—from Tin-
ker’s kind smile, and from his quiet 
words of encouragement, which always 
seemed to come exactly when we need-
ed them. We will all miss him. 

Tinker St. Clair was born in a coal 
miner’s camp in McDowell County, 
West Virginia. His father worked in the 
mines. All together, his parents had six 
sons and one daughter. 

He got his nickname from his grand-
mother, because he was a curious little 
boy—always ‘‘tinkering’’ with some-
thing, she said. 

While some of his brothers followed 
their father into the coal mines, Tin-
ker knew he wanted to do something 
different with his life. After graduating 
from high school in 1937, he went to 
work as a school bus driver, and then a 
commercial bus driver. He later owned 
his own small taxi business. 

In 1940, Tinker had the good sense 
and good fortune to marry Elnora Hall. 
They would remain married for 55 
years, until her death. 

Tinker and Elnora had two daugh-
ters, Patty and Linda. In 1948, when the 
girls were little, Tinker began his life 
in public service. He became Deputy 
Sheriff for McDowell County. 

Over the next 20 years, he would 
serve as: court bailiff; criminal investi-
gator for the McDowell County pros-
ecuting attorney; and justice of the 
peace. 

In 1968, Tinker was elected McDowell 
County Clerk, running on the slogan: 
‘‘the man to give the office back to the 
people.’’ In 1974, he was re-elected— 
with 89 percent of the vote. He might 
have won 100 percent of the vote had he 
chosen to run for a third term. 

As a local office holder, Tinker 
helped many a national leader through 
the back roads of West Virginia. He 
walked through the coal fields with 
President Truman. In 1960, he cam-
paigned with a charismatic young Sen-
ator from Massachusetts, John Ken-
nedy. He greeted President Johnson 
during LBJ’s visit to West Virginia. He 
was at Robert Kennedy’s side in 1968 
when Senator Kennedy sought to bring 
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hope to places prosperity had over-
looked. He has been a constant help 
over the years to his fellow West Vir-
ginians, ROBERT BYRD and JAY ROCKE-
FELLER. 

In July 1979, Tinker and Elnora left 
West Virginia and moved to the Wash-
ington area to be closer to their daugh-
ters and grandchildren. At 63—an age 
when most people are thinking about 
retiring—Tinker came to work in the 
Senate. 

A friend once told me that—for a 
month after she started working in 
this building—every time she saw Tin-
ker, she thought, ‘‘Which Senator is 
that?’’ You can see how a person could 
think that. Tinker St. Clair is one of 
the most distinguished-looking men 
you could ever hope to meet. He’s also 
one of the kindest. 

At our caucus lunch today, Tinker 
told us he plans to visit his two broth-
ers in Florida. He also hopes to do a lit-
tle traveling with his 82-year-old sister, 
who lives in Tennessee—if she can get 
away long enough from the little shop 
she owns and runs. 

Tinker also told us about some of the 
friendships he has made in the Senate. 
Probably the most important of those 
friendships was with the man who was 
sitting at his left at lunch, his fellow 
West Virginian, ROBERT BYRD—the 
only man in the Senate with hair as 
nice as Tinker’s own. 

He also spoke about his friendship 
with the man seated to his right: TED 
KENNEDY. They first met in 1960—two 
years before TED KENNEDY was elected 
to the Senate. Recently, as a token of 
their friendship, SENATOR KENNEDY 
gave Tinker a framed photograph. It 
shows the three Kennedy brothers 
John, Bobby and TED all standing to-
gether, smiling and young. 

‘‘It’s really something,’’ Tinker told 
us. 

We feel that same way about you, 
Tinker. You’re really something. 

On behalf of the Senators and staff, I 
want to say: We’re proud to have had 
the chance to work with you and to 
know you. You are a treasured member 
of our Senate family. You take with 
you our best wishes as you begin this 
next chapter of your life. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will now 
stand in adjournment. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 5:32 p.m., 
adjourned until Wednesday, February 
7, 2001, at 10 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATION 

Executive Nomination Received by 
the Senate February 6, 2001: 

FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY 

JOE M. ALLBAUGH, OF TEXAS, TO BE DIRECTOR OF THE 
FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY. 

f 

CONFIRMATION 

EXECUTIVE NOMINATION CON-
FIRMED BY THE SENATE FEB-
RUARY 6, 2001: 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

ROBERT B. ZOELLICK, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES TRADE REPRESENTATIVE, WITH THE RANK OF 
AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Tuesday, February 6, 2001 
The House met at 2 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. SHIMKUS). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
February 6, 2001. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN 
SHIMKUS to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

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

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 
Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 

Lord God, You created each of us in 
Your own likeness. In the divine image 
You created us. Male and female You 
created us. 

May we know our dignity by the very 
fact of our creation, our being, our 
very living this new day imaging You. 

May we treat each other with the sa-
cred honor that each is due. Seeing 
Your reflection in the eyes of the 
other, may we touch intelligence, 
imagination, internal powers and know 
eternal freedom. 

Lord God, having come from You, liv-
ing in You and destined for You, guide 
us in all we say and do this day, to sus-
tain and further Your creation. 

Teach this Congress and all people of 
this Nation how to seek the best ways 
to be Your instruments of a new cre-
ation; loving only what is good and 
seeking only what is true and lasting, 
now and forever. Amen. 

f 

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. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

Mr. PENCE 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. 

REMEMBERING FOUNDING FA-
THERS WHO FOUGHT AGAINST 
SLAVERY 

(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, on this day 
in history, February 6, 1865, 136 years 
ago, the 13th amendment went into ef-
fect, ending 246 years of slavery in 
America. Slavery was introduced into 
America in 1619 by the Dutch and sub-
sequently encouraged in the Colonies 
by the British Crown. In fact, it was 
not until after the Declaration of Inde-
pendence was signed that it became 
possible to abolish slavery, and half of 
the States promptly did it at that 
time. 

Significantly, the major opposition 
to slavery in America was led by reli-
gious groups like the Quakers, Pres-
byterians, Congregationalists, and 
Methodists, and was joined by many of 
the religious Founding Fathers, includ-
ing signers of the Declaration like Ben-
jamin Rush, John Witherspoon, Samuel 
Adams, John Hancock, and John 
Adams, as well as the signers of the 
Constitution like Rufus King, John 
Dickinson, James Wilson, and William 
Livingston. 

While much attention today is often 
paid to Founding Fathers who owned 
slaves, nearly nothing is said of the 
many who opposed slavery. Therefore, 
it is worth remembering that the work 
of so many of our Founding Fathers to 
end slavery finally came to maturity 
when the 13th amendment was adopted, 
136 years ago. 

f 

REMEMBERING ALAN CRANSTON 

(Ms. HARMAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, my first 
job offer on the Hill came from the late 
California Senator, Alan Cranston, who 
will be remembered at a memorial 
service this afternoon by generations 
of colleagues and staffers. 

Though I never worked on Alan’s 
staff, I relied on him for counsel and 
support for 3 decades. Alan was a men-
tor to me when I served in senior staff 
positions for Senator John Tunney. I 
always had the sense that Alan was 
looking out for John and me, and for 
California’s interests. 

We remained friends through the 
years and saw each other last at Stan-
ford University only a few months ago. 

Alan’s counsel and continued focus 
on issues he cared passionately about, 
especially world peace, set the marker. 
He was always working. No doubt he 
was working until the moment he left 
us. 

I was fortunate to know and learn 
from him. We were fortunate to have 
him as a congressional leader for 24 
years. 

f 

RONALD REAGAN MEMORIAL ACT 
(Mr. HANSEN asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great pleasure and very fitting that I 
am today introducing the Ronald 
Reagan Memorial Act as we celebrate 
this great man’s 90th birthday. This 
bill establishes a Presidential memo-
rial for one of the most influential men 
of the 20th century. As one of our most 
notable Presidents, Ronald Reagan ini-
tiated policies that helped win the Cold 
War, tamed the economic stagnation of 
the early eighties by cutting taxes and 
increasing funding for the national de-
fense, and helped to restore the United 
States as the leader of the world front. 
In doing so, President Reagan helped 
restore the America people’s faith in 
our system of government and cap-
italism and returned pride in being an 
American. 

Specifically, this bill creates and 
then requires the Ronald Reagan Me-
morial Commission to cooperate with 
the Secretary of the Interior in the Na-
tional Capital Memorial Commission 
to identify and then recommend to 
Congress an appropriate site for the 
construction of a memorial honoring 
former President Ronald Reagan. 

This bill specifies that the memorial 
be situated in ‘‘Area 1’’ as identified in 
the Commemorative Works Act, and 
that is between the Lincoln Memorial 
and the United States Capitol building. 
The Ronald Reagan Memorial Commis-
sion would also select the memorial de-
sign and raise the necessary funds to 
complete the memorial. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill honors a great 
American who deserves a national trib-
ute in a place of prominence and rec-
ognition. 

f 

COZY DEALS BETWEEN NON-
PROFIT MEDICAL RESEARCH IN-
STITUTES AND FOR-PROFIT COM-
PANIES 
(Mr. BROWN of Ohio asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE1396 February 6, 2001 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Last week, Mr. 
Speaker, the Wall Street Journal re-
ported on some cozy deals between 
nonprofit medical research institutes 
and for-profit companies. It works this 
way: a nonprofit institute wins mil-
lions in research dollars from the Na-
tional Institutes of Health. The direc-
tor of the institute also happens to own 
a for-profit company that has exclusive 
rights to the institute’s research. The 
for-profit company turns that research 
into a marketable product and makes 
millions. Everyone is flush, except for 
American taxpayers. 

Does this raise conflict-of-interest 
issues? You bet. Why is the Federal 
Government using our tax dollars to 
give for-profit companies a free ride? 
Good question. 

Why do Americans pay the highest 
prescription drug prices in the world, 
when billions of U.S. tax dollars go 
into the development of these drugs? 
Because Congress is not doing its job. 

The U.S. invests more than any other 
nation in medical research. The drug 
industry feeds off our tax dollars to de-
velop outrageously profitable drugs, 
and then they ‘‘thank’’ American tax-
payers by charging us the highest 
prices in the world. 

It is a racket, and it must stop. Drug 
companies must compensate taxpayers 
fairly through lower prices or royalty 
payments for our front-end investment 
in their products. 

f 

TAX RELIEF NOW 

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

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, last 
month Federal Reserve Chairman Alan 
Greenspan echoed what this Repub-
lican-led Congress has supported for 
years, that we should pay down our na-
tional debt and grant Americans tax 
relief, instead of increasing the size of 
the Federal Government. 

According to the Census Bureau, Mr. 
Speaker, the average household pays 
almost $9,500 in Federal income taxes 
this year, and that is twice what the 
average family paid in 1985. But we do 
not only pay Federal income taxes, we 
pay taxes when we use the phone, buy 
clothing, pump gas, sell stock, sleep at 
a motel, ride on an airplane, get mar-
ried, or even when we die. 

It is time for hard-working Ameri-
cans to get a break from all of these 
taxes. Now is the time. We can enact 
meaningful tax relief while still re-
maining fiscally responsible and pay-
ing off our national debt. 

There is no excuse, Mr. Speaker, not 
to give the Americans what they want, 
what they need, and what they deserve, 
a tax break. 

SUPPORTING THE PRESIDENT’S 
PRO-AMERICAN, PRO-WORKER, 
RETROACTIVE TAX CUT 

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

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, there 
are opponents trying to kill President 
Bush’s tax cut. They say it is too big, 
it is not targeted. They say it is even 
retroactive. 

Now, if that is not enough to glorify 
a 1040, they say they are upset because 
all Americans would get a tax cut. 

Beam me up, Mr. Speaker. I support 
the pro-American, pro-worker, retro-
active tax cut of President Bush. 

Let me say this, Congress: there are 
not two or three United States of 
America, there is just one; one people, 
under God. And one tax cut that quali-
fies for all of America strengthens our 
Republic. 

I yield back the fact that we have a 
Tax Code that would give Hulk Hogan 
a hernia. 

f 

AMERICA NEEDS TAX RELIEF 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, while the 
Federal Government prepares to inhale 
a nearly $5.7 trillion tax surplus over 
the next 10 years, I rise to speak on be-
half of the families, small businesses 
and family farms of Indiana who face a 
much less promising future. 

Despite the talk of boom times, Hoo-
sier families in my district are faced 
with layoffs at major employers in Co-
lumbus and New Castle, Indiana; and 
many of the small businesses depend-
ent on these companies are fearful as 
well. 

This House of Representatives is the 
heart of the American Government; 
and as such, it should resonate with 
the hearts of the people. 

Mr. Speaker, the people’s hearts are 
anxious with increasingly dis-
appointing news about our economy. 
All this while income tax rates meas-
ured as a percentage of the economy 
are at the highest level ever. 

Mr. Speaker, our Congress must 
again be the Congress of economic re-
covery. President Reagan, whose birth 
we celebrate today, showed us the way 
to turn around this American econ-
omy, by cutting taxes for all tax-
payers. In order for our country to re-
cover economically, we must cut taxes 
big and cut taxes now. 

f 

ELIMINATE THE MARRIAGE TAX 
PENALTY 

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

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
ask an important fundamental issue of 
fairness that particularly affects the 
middle class, and that is the question, 
is it right, is it fair that, under our Tax 
Code, a married working couple, a cou-
ple with two incomes, pay higher taxes 
just because they are married? Is it 
right that 28 million married working 
couples pay on average $1,400 more in 
higher taxes just because they are mar-
ried, $1,400 more than an identical cou-
ple that chooses to live together out-
side of marriage? That is wrong. 

I was proud when this House and Sen-
ate last year sent H.R. 6, the Marriage 
Tax Elimination Act, to the White 
House to be signed into law. Unfortu-
nately, President Clinton at that time 
vetoed our effort to eliminate the mar-
riage tax penalty. 

But we have an opportunity. Presi-
dent Bush has indicated during his 
campaign he would sign into law the 
Marriage Tax Elimination Act, a bipar-
tisan effort to wipe out the marriage 
tax penalty. 

Let us pursue this opportunity. As we 
work to provide broad-based, real fun-
damental tax relief for working fami-
lies, let us remember middle class 
working couples, and let us eliminate 
the marriage tax penalty. 

f 

IT IS TIME FOR TAX RELIEF 
(Mr. WELDON of Florida asked and 

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

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, every American who pays taxes de-
serves a tax cut. With consumer con-
fidence starting to slump and the econ-
omy starting to slow down, the Con-
gress and President needs to work in a 
bipartisan manner to pass meaningful 
tax relief for the American people. Cut-
ting taxes is essential to strengthening 
our economy. 

With President Bush, we have a 
greater opportunity to get tax relief to 
the American people. President Bush 
has a tax relief proposal that will cut 
taxes for every American who pays 
taxes. This proposal will spur economic 
growth in two ways: first, it will put 
more money in the wallets of the 
American people; second, it will take 
money off the table in Washington, 
making it more difficult for the gov-
ernment to grow out of control. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to reduce mar-
ginal tax rates; we need to eliminate 
the death tax; we need to eliminate the 
marriage penalty; and we need to have 
a charitable tax deduction. A series of 
changes needs to be made in the Tax 
Code to make it more fair and simpler 
for all Americans. 

f 

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. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 1397 February 6, 2001 
THIRD REPORT ON OPERATION OF 

ANDEAN TRADE PREFERENCE 
ACT—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 
To the Congress of the United States: 

As required by section 203(f) of the 
Andean Trade Preference Act (ATPA) 
of 1991, as amended (19 U.S.C. 3201 et 
seq.), I transmit herewith the third re-
port to the Congress on the Operation 
of the Andean Trade Preference Act. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 5, 2001. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, the Chair an-
nounces that he will postpone further 
proceedings today on each motion 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. 

Any record votes on postponed ques-
tions will be taken after debate has 
concluded on all motions to suspend 
the rules, but not before 6 p.m. today. 

f 

b 1415 

RECOGNIZING 90TH BIRTHDAY OF 
RONALD REAGAN 

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the joint 
resolution (H.J. Res. 7) recognizing the 
90th birthday of Ronald Reagan. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.J. RES. 7 

Whereas February 6, 2001, is the 90th birth-
day of Ronald Wilson Reagan; 

Whereas both Ronald Reagan and his wife 
Nancy Reagan have distinguished records of 
public service to the United States, the 
American people, and the international com-
munity; 

Whereas Ronald Reagan was twice elected 
by overwhelming margins as President of the 
United States; 

Whereas Ronald Reagan fulfilled his pledge 
to help restore ‘‘the great, confident roar of 
American progress, growth, and optimism’’ 
and ensure renewed economic prosperity; 

Whereas Ronald Reagan’s leadership was 
instrumental in extending freedom and de-
mocracy around the globe and uniting a 
world divided by the Cold War; 

Whereas Ronald Reagan is loved and ad-
mired by millions of Americans, and by 
countless others around the world; 

Whereas Ronald Reagan’s eloquence united 
Americans in times of triumph and tragedy; 

Whereas Nancy Reagan not only served as 
a gracious First Lady but also led a national 
crusade against illegal drug use; 

Whereas together Ronald and Nancy 
Reagan dedicated their lives to promoting 
national pride and to bettering the quality of 

life in the United States and throughout the 
world; and 

Whereas the thoughts and prayers of the 
Congress and the country are with Ronald 
Reagan in his courageous battle with Alz-
heimer’s disease: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That the Congress, on be-
half of the American people, extends its 
birthday greetings and best wishes to Ronald 
Reagan on his 90th birthday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). Pursuant to the rule, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PLATTS) and the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BROWN) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PLATTS). 

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

I am pleased to have the House con-
sider House Joint Resolution 7, impor-
tant legislation introduced by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. COX). 

This resolution expresses the sense of 
the House of Representatives in rec-
ognition of President Ronald Reagan’s 
90th birthday. 

Mr. Speaker, today we honor Ronald 
Reagan, our Nation’s 40th President, 
who joins only John Adams and Her-
bert Hoover as former presidents to 
reach the age of 90. 

President Reagan moved into the 
White House in 1981, 7 years after 
America lost confidence in the presi-
dency due to Watergate, 6 years after 
the end of the Vietnam War, which 
ripped America apart and, during dire 
economic times, including high infla-
tion, high unemployment, and high in-
terest rates. Across the country, mo-
rale was low. America was embarrassed 
in Iran with the hostage crisis, and our 
standing abroad had been greatly di-
minished. 

And then came Ronald Reagan, 
riding into Washington to save the 
American spirit. 

From the moment he placed his hand 
on the Bible to take the oath as Presi-
dent on January 20, 1981, it was clear 
that America would once again stand 
tall. In his inaugural address, Ronald 
Reagan said that we had every right to 
dream heroic dreams. After all, he said, 
‘‘Why not? We are Americans.’’ 

Ronald Reagan came to office dis-
dained by many so-called wise men and 
women. They called him an ‘‘amiable 
dunce’’ and an actor reading a script. 
They twisted his belief in a strong de-
fense and staunch anticommunism into 
a caricature of a war-monger unable to 
deal constructively with the Soviet 
Union. They were aghast at his com-
mon-sense characterization of the So-
viet Union as an ‘‘evil empire,’’ and his 
prediction that it was headed for the 
‘‘ash heap of history.’’ 

But President Reagan was a man of 
character and a man of conviction. He 
was a leader, a man not mesmerized by 
polls and focus groups, but one with 

the courage to stand up for what was 
right. 

With the strength of his beliefs and 
his faith in the ideals in the Founders 
and the inherent talent, energy and 
character of the American people, Ron-
ald Reagan transformed our country 
and our world. 

He brought the world closer to peace 
and ended the nuclear arms race with 
the Soviet Union. Thanks to President 
Reagan’s determination and leadership, 
the Berlin Wall fell, and then the So-
viet Union fell, and with it, all the 
statues and monuments to Lenin, Sta-
lin, and other former Soviet Union 
leaders. President Reagan had brought 
the Cold War to an end. The world was 
finally at peace. 

Ronald Reagan lead our economy out 
of an economic abyss and into years of 
prosperity with low interest rates, low 
unemployment, and low inflation. He 
rebuilt the hollow military force that 
he inherited into a fighting force sec-
ond to none. America stands tall today, 
thanks to the leadership of Ronald 
Reagan. He is a giant among presidents 
and remains a larger-than-life figure 
who changed the world for the better. 

Ronald Reagan was a President with 
class, dignity and respect for the high 
office to which he was elected. Future 
historians will recognize him as one of 
America’s truly great Presidents. For 
all that he did, for all that he said, and 
for all that he stood for, President 
Reagan deserves our admiration, our 
respect, and our gratitude. On behalf of 
all Americans, we in the Congress pro-
claim: Happy 90th birthday, President 
Reagan. 

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

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure to 
stand up here to honor the man, Ron-
ald Reagan, today. My father was born 
only 6 days after Ronald Reagan. He 
passed away early last year and shared, 
as a World War II veteran as Ronald 
Reagan was, my father shared the same 
values and the same patriotism that 
my friends talk about with Ronald 
Reagan. 

I hope that we learned something 
from the Reagan years. We all watched 
this country in 1981. This country went 
down the course of tax cuts for the 
wealthiest citizens, big increases in 
military spending, the beginning of 
Star Wars, and the beginning of the 
most persistent, obscene budget defi-
cits that this country had ever seen, to 
the point that by 1992, when President 
Clinton was elected, we were running 
up the budget deficit; we were spending 
$1 billion a day more than we were 
bringing in. We ran a deficit which was 
$1 billion in 1981 when President 
Reagan took office, a debt of $1 trillion 
that went to $5 trillion in those 12 
years. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE1398 February 6, 2001 
So while we do honor President 

Reagan today, and we have taken the 
last 8 years to clean up, if you will, 
that debt, those fiscal problems we 
were in, I hope that we can honor Ron-
ald Reagan best by, while honoring the 
good things he did, but not repeating 
the mistakes he made, not repeating 
the way that some want to today with 
tax cuts for the rich, more increases in 
military spending, and Star Wars run-
ning up again these huge budget defi-
cits. 

So I hope that we honor the man, and 
we certainly, on this side as Democrats 
have no objection to this bill and sup-
port the measure. We honor the man 
and we learn from history’s mistakes. 

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

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. COX). 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding me this time. 

When I first was elected to Congress 
in 1988, it was the last year of the 
Reagan administration. I had worked 
for President Reagan in the White 
House as his legal counsel, and because 
the Congress is sworn in shortly before 
the Presidential Inauguration, as we 
recall from the events of just a few 
weeks ago, I served in this House of 
Representatives under President 
Reagan for a period of a few weeks. My 
colleague from southern California, 
also elected to the House of Represent-
atives that year, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROHRABACHER), who is 
here in the Chamber with us today, 
likewise had been here when President 
Reagan came and addressed us from 
the floor of the House, the minority 
Members then, because we were a Re-
publican minority, and I sat in that 
back row, and President Reagan, who 
not being a former Member of Con-
gress, stood at this particular rostrum, 
which is reserved under our traditions, 
because it is on the left-hand side of 
the aisle, for the Democrats. He de-
scribed his career and how he became 
involved in public life as the leader of 
a labor union, how he had campaigned 
for Harry Truman, and how the prin-
ciples of freedom that he stood for had 
remained with him all of that time. 
But, he said, about midway through his 
adult life, while he helped fashion 
those principles, his party did not, and 
he strode, purposefully across the floor 
from this rostrum to this rostrum and 
said, that is how he became a Repub-
lican. But the truth is that after two 
terms as President, Democrats and Re-
publicans overwhelmingly claimed 
Ronald Reagan as their great President 
and a great leader and a great spokes-
man for the ideas that Americans, not 
Republicans, not Democrats, all share. 

It was 20 years ago that this brave 
and idealistic man came to Wash-
ington, and I will say that with the 
benefit of a fifth of the century since 

that time, it is pretty clear that Wash-
ington has rarely seen his like. He is a 
hero to the Nation, and I can honestly 
say he is a hero of mine. We have seen 
that heroism once again as he and his 
wife, Nancy, whom we all fondly recall 
as our First Lady, wage their brave 
fight against Alzheimer’s disease. 

Ronald Reagan has lived a remark-
able life of leadership, first as the head 
of a great labor union, then as gov-
ernor of California, now our most popu-
lous State, two terms, then two terms 
as President of the United States. The 
same qualities brought him through 
each of those remarkable careers. The 
courage to be candid, to be honest, to 
be forthright, the courage fortified by 
faith and by humor. Even now on his 
90th birthday, I am sure, were he with 
us today, I am sure he would tell us a 
joke about his age. I remember when I 
worked for him at the White House he 
used to say, I have already lived 20 
years longer than my life expectancy 
at birth, and that has been a source of 
annoyance to a great many people. 

His courage created the unique opti-
mism that is now always associated 
with President Reagan, and that spread 
throughout the whole country. Our Na-
tion became more optimistic, believed 
more in itself as a result of his leader-
ship. When President Reagan stood at 
the Brandenburg gate and said, ‘‘Mr. 
Gorbachev, tear town this wall,’’ he did 
so at a time when most people in offi-
cial circles in Washington believed 
that the Berlin Wall and, indeed, So-
viet communism itself, were perma-
nent facts of life, to be accommodated 
and, perhaps, at best, contained. But 
Ronald Reagan knew better. Shortly 
after he said, ‘‘Mr. Gorbachev, tear 
down this wall,’’ the Berlin Wall did, in 
fact, come tumbling down, and half a 
continent in chains for 45 years was 
liberated. 

President Reagan, of course, would 
deny much credit for this. He attrib-
uted it to America and its own ideals. 
Here is what he said on December 16, 
1983, when he created the National En-
dowment for Democracy. ‘‘Speaking 
out for human rights and individual 
liberty and for the rule of law is good 
and right,’’ he said, ‘‘but it is just not 
good enough. We must work hard for 
democracy and freedom, and that 
means putting our resources, organiza-
tions, sweat and dollars behind a long- 
term program,’’ and he had a long-term 
program to win the Cold War, and 
today we are all the beneficiaries of it. 

President Reagan saw this not as a 
great military victory alone, although 
surely it ended that doctrine of mutual 
assured destruction that loomed like a 
shadow over all of our lives for so 
many decades but, rather, even more as 
a victory of freedom for millions of 
people enslaved by communism. 

I will mention in response to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN), that 
because I worked in the White House 

during the Reagan administration, I 
saw that here in Congress, President 
Reagan was unsuccessful in controlling 
spending. Yes, he did bring America’s 
top tax rates from 70 percent down to 
28 percent, and yes, that did ignite an 
economic expansion that we are still 
living through today; but no, President 
Reagan did not bring us deficits, for 
during the 1980s tax revenues to the 
government more than doubled as a re-
sult of that economic expansion that 
he started. Instead, it was runaway 
spending in Congress that President 
Reagan unsuccessfully railed against. 
In his last State of the Union address 
from this very rostrum, he asked 
Americans to give him a Balanced 
Budget Amendment to the Constitu-
tion, so that even if Congress were un-
willing to be fiscally responsible, we 
could live within our means. 

b 1430 

Mr. Speaker, I say to President 
Reagan, I am happy to tell him that 
his message has sunk in. We are all 
Reaganites now, for all of us working 
together, Republicans and Democrats, 
are balancing the budget. We are now 
arguing about how to spend the tax 
surplus or give it back to the tax-
payers. 

These are happy times. Indeed, all of 
it, I think, can be dated back to the 
hard work and leadership provided by 
President Reagan. 

So, Mr. Speaker, for President Rea-
gan’s 90th birthday, how about if we 
promise to complete the Reagan revo-
lution here in Congress. Happy birth-
day, Mr. President. 

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 21⁄2 
minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. WELDON). 

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman for yielding 
time to me. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a real pleasure for 
me to be able to rise and speak in sup-
port of this resolution, and join my two 
distinguished colleagues from Cali-
fornia, Mr. COX and Mr. ROHRABACHER, 
who are both alumni of the Reagan ad-
ministration. 

Later this afternoon I will have a bill 
on the floor that further honors the 
legacy of Ronald Reagan by naming a 
post office in my congressional district 
after our 40th President. 

I feel very strongly that what we are 
doing today and what we are doing as 
part of the Reagan Legacy Project in 
items like naming a post office after 
Ronald Reagan are extremely impor-
tant. 

Ronald Reagan was a man who was 
harshly criticized by the liberal Demo-
crat-leaning press in the United States 
throughout his Presidency. Much of his 
legacy will be defined by those press re-
ports, and, as well, by those historians 
who, in addition to journalists, tend to 
be overwhelmingly liberal, Demo-
cratic-leaning, anti-Republican and 
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anti-conservative in most of their phi-
losophy. 

So therefore, I think it is extremely 
important that people such as our-
selves raise our voices and try our best 
to get the truth out. 

In this regard, I was extremely 
pleased just Sunday to pick up a copy 
of the Washington Post, a newspaper 
that had been, I think, harshly critical 
of much of the Reagan administration 
initiatives, and lo and behold, there 
was a favorable story in there indi-
cating that when we actually sit down 
and read some of Ronald Reagan’s pa-
pers that are being made available to 
the public, lo and behold, we find that 
he was actually smart; that he actually 
had very, very good insights into what 
he was doing. To see this indeed print-
ed by the Washington Post to me was 
extremely gratifying. 

Ronald Reagan indeed was one of the 
greatest Presidents in our Nation’s his-
tory, and I believe was one of the 
greatest of the 20th century. As was 
very, very well outlined by my col-
league, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania, in his comments earlier, he 
came to office at a time when we had 
very high inflation rates, high unem-
ployment, low morale. 

We had been through some very dif-
ficult years. His policies were success-
ful not only in ending the Cold War and 
turning that economic crisis around, 
but probably, more importantly, lifting 
the American spirit. 

We are living under the legacy of the 
policies that he introduced back then 
still to this day. Economists attribute 
the strong economy of the nineties to 
Alan Greenspan and the policies of 
Ronald Reagan. It is therefore fitting 
that we honor him on his birthday in 
this way. 

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Idaho 
(Mr. OTTER). 

Mr. OTTER. Mr. Speaker, today I am 
honored to join my colleagues and 
thousands of Idaho citizens in sending 
the very best of birthday wishes to 
President Ronald Reagan on his 90th 
birthday, or, in his words, the 51st an-
niversary of his 39th birthday. 

When President Reagan came to of-
fice 20 years ago, he was faced with 
double-digit interest rates, rampant in-
flation, high unemployment, long gas 
lines, a weakened military, low na-
tional morale, and with a Democrat- 
controlled House, he, too, sought a bi-
partisan agreement and support, and in 
that process, cut the tax rates 25 per-
cent, reduced wasteful spending, 
strengthened our national defense, and 
restored America’s pride and her re-
spect. 

I was honored to serve on President 
Reagan’s Task Force on International 
Private Enterprise. His vision of free 
markets, reducing tax burdensome reg-
ulations, and smaller, more responsible 
government, is as relevant in the year 
2001 as it was in 1981. 

America thanks President Reagan for 
his vision and leadership. Our prayers 
are with him and our prayers are with 
Nancy. 

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER). 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding time 
to me. 

Mr. Speaker, today we honor former 
President Ronald Reagan on the occa-
sion of his 90th birthday. For those of 
us who worked with him, it is a tre-
mendous source of satisfaction that 
our former boss is now being given the 
credit that he is due as one of Amer-
ica’s greatest Presidents. 

Every day it is becoming ever more 
clear that the long period of prosperity 
our people have enjoyed started in Jan-
uary of 1983. January of 1983 is when 
Ronald Reagan’s economic policies, es-
pecially his tax program, went into full 
effect. At that point the economy took 
off like a rocket, and it has not ceased 
to expand since then to this very day, 
except for a very short 6-month dip in 
1999 and 1992, unfortunately during a 
presidential election. 

By the time President Clinton took 
office, however, the man who now 
claims credit for this long period of ex-
pansion, the growth rate in the econ-
omy was already 5.4 percent based on, 
of course, the strong economy that ig-
nited in January of 1983. 

My apologies to my friends on the 
other side of the aisle, but it was Presi-
dent Reagan whose policies led to this 
dramatic uplifting of the well-being of 
the American people that we have en-
joyed for over a decade now. 

Most of all, one of the factors that 
has insured that prosperity was that 
Ronald Reagan had a tough pro-free-
dom, pro-strength foreign policy that 
ended the Cold War and ushered the 
world into a new historic era of peace. 
The potential for world peace was 
never greater than at the end of his 
term in office, so that hundreds of bil-
lions of dollars that would have been 
spent on weapons now can build better 
lives for people and help pay off our 
debt. Our brightest minds, instead of 
focusing on developing technologies 
that will kill people more effectively, 
now can focus on technologies that will 
uplift the condition of humankind. 
That is what Ronald Reagan brought 
us, the kind of world that Ronald 
Reagan brought us. 

The peace and prosperity to which I 
refer did not just happen. It came as a 
result of the courage and the wisdom of 
Ronald Reagan, a former lifeguard in a 
very small town in Illinois. A lifeguard, 
that is how he started out, and that is 
what he did for his entire life. He saved 
the lives of 17 people in a small lake, 
and continued trying to save people for 
the rest of his life. 

He invested in the military, in our 
military, to win the Cold War. Just 

like we did in World War II, we in-
vested a lot of money. There was a 
great deal of debt in World War II, but 
under his leadership, America went on 
the offensive. We began supporting 
freedom fighters, battling Soviet 
troops and surrogates from Afghani-
stan to Nicaragua, and supported 
democratic movements in Poland and 
in the Soviet Union itself. 

In the end, the greatest and most sin-
ister threat to freedom on our planet 
collapsed in its own evil. It would not 
have happened without the vision of 
Ronald Reagan, a former lifeguard, and 
yes, a former sports announcer and a 
former actor. 

Today it is often said that the ac-
complishments I have mentioned would 
have happened anyway, without Ron-
ald Reagan. Well, it just is not so. Ron-
ald Reagan fought his battle against 
people who opposed everything he was 
trying to do every step of the way. He 
made things happen with the strength 
of his convictions and the power of his 
speeches. 

He was maligned as heartless and as 
stupid by people who disagreed with his 
approach. Let me add, a majority of 
Democrats in this Congress and in the 
Congress at that time consistently 
voted to undermine every attempt 
Ronald Reagan made to confront So-
viet expansionism, whether it was the 
supporting of anti-Communist forces in 
Latin America or the rebuilding of our 
military strength. Had their policies 
been heard and carried the day, we 
would still be in the Cold War and still 
be spending those billions of wasted 
dollars on weapons systems that now 
can be spent in economy-building ways. 

Ronald Reagan was a good-hearted 
man. He was a strong man, but a good- 
hearted man, as good-hearted as I have 
ever met. He was hurt by suggestions 
that he was a mean-spirited person or 
did not care about others. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). All time has expired. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak for 3 
additional minutes. 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Each 

side will control 3 additional minutes. 
Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER). 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
by insisting on responsible policies, 
President Reagan proved that he cared 
much more about the needy and down-
trodden than his touchy-feely liberal 
critics whose decades-long failed poli-
cies had kept millions of Americans in 
despair and dependency. 

Yes, during the Reagan years there 
was a budget deficit, as has been men-
tioned, just as there was in World War 
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II. That deficit can almost all be at-
tributed to our military buildup, and I 
admit that, certainly, that was the fac-
tor. But it was that buildup that per-
mitted us to end the Cold War and to 
lower the level of defense spending and 
now to balance our budget, which is ex-
actly what we have done. Now, in the 
spirit of Ronald Reagan, we are cutting 
taxes and paying down and paying off 
the debt. 

Finally, the viciousness against 
Reagan was at times so much. How-
ever, he himself kept a positive atti-
tude. Reagan was often described as a 
puppet, a man, just a front man, and 
other decision-makers were using him. 
This characterization is so contrary to 
the reality of those of us who knew 
him that it just boggles the mind. 

The now famous Berlin Wall speech 
in which Ronald Reagan called for 
Gorbachev to tear down the wall, every 
one of his senior advisors told him, 
begged him, pleaded with him not to 
say it, but Ronald Reagan knew that if 
he was to remain true to the things 
that he had believed in all his life and 
was going to give hope to those people 
around the world, that they had to 
know that we believed in what we had 
been saying. He had to tell Mr. Gorba-
chev to tear down that wall, even 
though George Schultz and all his advi-
sors and people in this city today who 
claim to have written that speech for 
Ronald Reagan were people who were 
actually advising him not to give the 
speech. 

Reagan stayed true to his ideals, and 
he saved the world in doing so. Today, 
the Ronald Reagan we knew and loved 
still lives, and he grows in stature as 
history reflects upon his enormous ac-
complishments and leadership. We wish 
him a happy 90th birthday. 

We enter now a new millenium, cele-
brating our liberty, secure in our 
peace, and blessed by prosperity and 
unimagined opportunity. A man of vi-
sion and ideals saw this as he looked 
ahead. He took the steps and stands 
that were necessary to make it happen. 

We thank Ronald Reagan. Now it is 
up to us, and I am certain if he were 
with us today, he would be just as con-
fident of the American people as he 
ever was, and he would urge us on to 
greater heights and achievements be-
cause, after all, as he reminded us, we 
are Americans. So, what is holding us 
up? Let us get going. 

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, President Reagan has 
also enjoyed a special relationship with 
the American people. In 1994, after 
being diagnosed with Alzheimer’s dis-
ease, he wrote a heartfelt letter to all 
of us. ‘‘My fellow Americans,’’ he 
wrote, ‘‘I now begin the journey that 
will lead me into the sunset of my life. 
I know that for America there will al-
ways be a bright dawn ahead.’’ 

Thanks to President Reagan, there is 
still a bright dawn in our future. For 

that, President Reagan deserves our 
gratitude, our best wishes, and our 
love. Happy birthday, President 
Reagan. Mr. Speaker, I encourage all 
Members to support this joint resolu-
tion. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, today we cele-
brate the 90th birthday of Ronald Reagan. As 
we honor his life it is important to reflect on 
what he has contributed to our nation. As I 
consider this remarkable life, from his boyhood 
to the present, I see the heroic figure of a man 
coming to the rescue. 

His first period of public service was when 
he served as lifeguard at Lowell Park in Dixon, 
Illinois. In seven years as a lifeguard, he is 
credited with saving 77 lives. To this very day, 
the sum of Ronald Reagan’s contributions is 
measured by what he has done for others. 

After a successful career in Hollywood as 
an actor and union president, Reagan again 
turned to public service. He witnessed the tur-
moil of the 1960s and the difficulties facing his 
beloved state of California. He saw the need 
for leadership and a new course directed from 
the governor’s mansion. Never before holding 
public office, Ronald Reagan boldly stepped 
forward and offered his vision to the voters of 
America’s most populous state. He won in a 
landslide. 

After two terms in Sacramento, Governor 
Reagan saw a series of threats menacing the 
United States. He challenged the incumbent 
Republican President in 1976 for the nomina-
tion, and, although he did not succeed, he re-
vitalized the conservative movement. In 1980, 
Reagan again entered the presidential race 
and this time he won his party’s nomination. 

I remember well the era of uncertainty that 
clouded America’s future. Communism had 
reached the zenith of its power with strong-
holds in Asia, Africa, Europe, Cuba, and even 
Central America. American hostages were 
held in Iran and the enemies of the United 
States celebrated our weakness. Our econ-
omy was deflated and the American people 
dispirited. 

Here in Washington in 1980, the President 
buckled to the pessimism of the time and 
called on the people to accept that our best 
days were gone. Ronald Reagan would have 
none of that—not the nonsense that America 
was a crippled giant, or that our best days 
were history. He placed before the American 
people his vision that we could overcome any 
hardship and route any challenge. 

He renewed our belief in ourselves and we 
elected him to the White House. Again, Ron-
ald Reagan came to the rescue. He turned our 
economy around, rebuilt our military, and ag-
gressively outlined our national interests. The 
results were astounding. 

Double-digit inflation and a 70-percent tax 
rate drained out economic vitality. He pushed 
the top tax rate down to 28 percent and broke 
the back of inflation. In the last 18 years, we 
have enjoyed economic growth in all but six 
months. Our recent prosperity is rooted in the 
seeds Reagan planted 20 years ago. 

Reagan applied his faith in freedom and op-
portunity to world events as well. He knew that 
if we stood up to communism, it would be the 
forces of oppression that would collapse. Now, 
the Cold War is over—his unwavering defense 
of freedom and economic opportunity has 
transformed the world. 

Our prosperity and our security are the leg-
acies of Ronald Reagan. However, I think his 
most lasting gift to the nation is the rekindled 
American spirit. Thank you President Reagan 
for all you have done for the nation and for the 
world. I join everyone in wishing you a happy 
birthday. 

Mr. GRUCCI. Mr. Speaker, thank you for 
this opportunity to add the voices of New 
York’s First Congressional District as we 
honor a true American hero, President Ronald 
Reagan, on the celebration of his 90th Birth-
day. 

At a dark time in our country’s history, 
President Reagan reminded our nation of its 
greatness of all we had accomplished over the 
course of 200 years of history, and all the po-
tential we held in store. If only we could shed 
the great sense of pessimism that plagued our 
country. 

And why not? America has always been the 
home of the industrious, the self reliant, and 
those who knew that a better way to a better 
future could, and would be found. Americans 
have excelled because they won’t settle for 
second best, or merely for the best that is 
available. We constantly strive to make things 
better. 

President Reagan knew this, and he knew it 
was his mission to remind us of that. It was 
his mission to restore our faith and confidence 
in our nation and ourselves. 

Spreading his message in a way that cut 
across all social and economic classes, Presi-
dent Reagan cut to the heart of the arguments 
of popular pessimism, and revealed their folly. 
He inspired us as a nation. As a people. 

President Reagan knew America could be 
better. He reminded us that America is, and 
always has been, the land of hope, freedom 
and prosperity, the destination of millions who 
dream of coming here and sharing in, and 
contributing, to our destiny with greatness. 

Under his guidance, America’s prominence 
in the World community was restored. Our 
economy blossomed, and hope and promise 
spread from neighborhood to neighborhood. 
Community to community. From one coastline 
to another. 

Ronald Reagan was the voice in the dark-
ness that reminded us of this. It wasn’t just 
nostalgic longing after a decade of economic, 
military and social decline. It was a fact. Just 
look around. 

And just as we have countless times in our 
history, from the Sons of Liberty to the spirit 
of inventors such as Thomas Edison and the 
great economic expansion of the Eisenhower 
Administration, America rallied. 

President Reagan led our charge. We as a 
nation seized our destiny, under his leader-
ship, and proved once again that we were the 
best on the planet. Simply because of a man 
who, like our father, told us that he believed 
in us, and knew all along that we could. 

He inspired all Americans to make a con-
tribution into our communities. On a personal 
note, I distinctly recall how President Reagan 
energized me to get involved in public service. 
His words and actions instilled within me the 
importance of public service. His guiding prin-
ciples of tax relief, patriotism, contributions to 
our communities, and pride in our country led 
me to public service. To use the skills I 
learned in private industry to enhance the 
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quality of life of my neighbors, friends and 
family. 

I can’t imagine America today if it hadn’t 
been for Ronald Reagan. For that, and so 
much more, on behalf of citizens of New 
York’s First Congressional District, grateful for 
your service to our nation and the inspiration 
you are, I wish you the very best of birthdays. 

Mr. Speaker, thank you, and God bless the 
United States of America. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, today marks the 
90th birthday of former President Ronald 
Reagan, a decent and honorable man, who 
had the unique ability to see what was best 
about America and appeal to ‘‘the better an-
gels of our nature.’’ 

He came into office when America was suf-
fering from a crisis of confidence, and he gave 
us back our voice. 

By invoking images of a ‘‘shining city upon 
a hill’’ he reminded Americans not only of our 
national heritage, but of how the oppressed 
and downtrodden of the world looked to this 
nation for leadership. 

In my recent trip to Africa I was again re-
minded of how incredibly blessed America is. 
It is my firm belief that to whom much is given 
much is required. 

Those who are oppressed and downtrodden 
today still view this nation as Ronald Reagan 
described it a decade ago—a ‘‘shining city 
upon a hill’’—a beacon of hope and democ-
racy. 

And so, in the spirit of President Reagan’s 
birthday I ask that you take a moment to re-
flect on how we can continue to embrace this 
calling. While the Cold War is over, the Berlin 
Wall is down, and Soviet communism is in the 
ash heap of history as Reagan predicted it 
would be, there are still those fighting for the 
freedom that we so often take for granted. 
Whether it be the persecuted House Church 
pastor in China or the frightened civilian in the 
Sudanese marketplace praying not to be the 
unlucky target of daily bombing raids, these 
people demand a voice. 

President Reagan was a champion for 
human rights in the Soviet Union and Eastern 
Europe. He spoke up in defense of freedom 
and democracy. He raised the cases of dis-
sidents during his high-level meetings with So-
viet officials. He made passionate and elo-
quent speeches outlining America’s values. He 
engaged, but he engaged forthrightly and he 
backed up engagement with action. 

President Reagan once said, ‘‘We must be 
staunch in our conviction that freedom is not 
the sole prerogative of a lucky few, but the in-
alienable and universal right of all human 
beings.’’ 

Sadly President Reagan does not remember 
the hope that his words provided to millions 
living behind the Iron Curtain. But we can not 
forget. For while the times and circumstances 
may have changed, the yearning for freedom 
has not. 

We send our best wishes today to Ronald 
Reagan and with those wishes go our appre-
ciation as a grateful nation that we were fortu-
nate enough to have him serve as our Presi-
dent. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to commemorate the birthday of our 40th 
President, Ronald Reagan. 

It is natural on birthdays to reflect on the 
mark one has made in life. We have much to 

reflect upon today, on Ronald Reagan’s Nine-
tieth birthday. Because of his leadership, 
Americans are more prosperous, secure, and 
free. 

Reagan’s leadership has left America more 
prosperous. The record economic expansion 
of the past two decades can be directly attrib-
uted to the policy changes enacted by Ronald 
Reagan. Cutting taxes, deregulating industries, 
and greatly reducing the possibility of cata-
strophic war have proven a winning formula 
for economic success. Leaders across the 
world have learned and are copying his exam-
ple. 

When his contemporaries pursued an indus-
trial policy or a middle ground between cap-
italism and socialism, Reagan opted for limited 
government. As a result, America has reaped 
virtually uninterrupted economic growth and 
surged ahead of rivals in technological innova-
tion. 

Reagan’s leadership has left America more 
secure. His grand strategic plan brought down 
the greatest threat to our way of life. His con-
temporaries counseled détente and feared 
confrontation with the Soviet Union. But 
Reagan unabashedly called it the Evil Empire 
and wanted nothing less than its destruction. 

After years of military decline, Reagan re-
built and restored the morale of our military. 
Never has a nation become so mighty as the 
United States, and it is due in no small part to 
leadership of Ronald Reagan. 

And Reagan’s advocacy of the Strategic De-
fense Initiative will shortly bear fruit as we 
build a national missile defense. He recog-
nized the insanity of MAD, and though we 
should instead construct a physical, rather 
than merely psychological, defense to protect 
Americans and our allies from the horror of 
nuclear war. 

Most important, Reagan’s leadership has 
left Americans and the world more free. Do-
mestically, Americans are freer than before 
Reagan entered the Oval Office. And, his phil-
osophical legacy has shifted the momentum of 
history toward, rather than away from, greater 
individual freedom. 

Around the world, hundreds of millions of 
people formerly enslaved by communism have 
been liberated by the collapse of the Soviet 
Union, precipitated by Ronald Reagan. Only 
five countries remain so enslaved. Even citi-
zens in countries that were not communist 
also enjoy greater freedom, as their govern-
ments recognize the success of the Reagan 
model and decrease government interference 
in their lives. 

In increasing our prosperity, security, and 
freedom, president Ronald Reagan succeeded 
greatly in the most crucial functions of govern-
ment. For this, he is one of our greatest presi-
dents. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in support of H.J. Res. 7, a bill to recognize 
the accomplishments and legacy of President 
Reagan. 

What is the standard we use to judge our 
Presidents? How do we appropriately honor 
those men who have served our great nation 
and the office of the Presidency with great dis-
tinction, courage, honor, and vision? In this 
city, which is already graced with so many 
memorials of marble, granite, and bronze, to 
men and women who have loved freedom 

more than life and their country more than 
self—how can we best remember and cele-
brate the service rendered to these United 
States and to those dedicated to the cause of 
freedom throughout the world by President 
Ronald W. Reagan? 

President Reagan represents the spirit that 
has made America strong. He began his eight 
years in office at a time when America ap-
peared to be on the ebb—economically and 
militarily demoralized. But for President 
Reagan—it was morning in America. America 
during the Reagan years was an America of 
hopes fulfilled and a place where dreams 
came true. Reagan’s America was to be a 
Shining City on a Hill—shining the light of 
freedom for all peoples throughout the world. 
This was his vision, a vision from which he 
never wavered. 

In a speech given in 1964, President 
Reagan responded to his detractors, to those 
who said that only bigger and more powerful 
governments could provide security despite 
the price of freedom. 

He said: 
They say the world has become too com-

plex for simple answers. They are wrong. 
There are no easy answers, but there are sim-
ple answers. We must have the courage to do 
what we know is morally right. . . You and I 
have a rendezvous with destiny. We will pre-
serve for our children the last best hope of 
man on earth or we will sentence them to take 
the first step into a thousand years of dark-
ness. 

Thoughout his life, President Reagan has 
fought against tyranny and oppression— 
against that thousand years of darkness. He 
did not shy back from calling the communist 
Soviet Union an Evil Empire; He did not hesi-
tate to support those freedom-fighters who 
were engaged in battle against tyranny; He 
fought back relentlessly against every attack 
against America’s people and her interest. 

His moral courage and his conviction that 
America should be the example for all who 
would desire freedom to pursue life, liberty 
and happiness never failed and he is an ex-
ample to all Americans. Around the world 
today, we are harvesting the benefits of that 
vision and hard labor as more and more na-
tions around the world are turning from tyr-
anny and oppression to democracy and jus-
tice. 

I still share President Reagan’s vision of 
America as a Shining City on a Hill shining its 
light freedom around the world. It is only fitting 
that we honor the lifetime and legacy of this 
great American hero. As long as freedom is 
our watchword and liberty our call to arms, 
America will continue to so shine its light into 
the world for all to see. 

Mr. KERNS. Mr. Speaker, today history is 
made, as President Ronald Wilson Reagan is 
one of only three President’s to reach the age 
of 90. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to wish Presi-
dent Reagan a Happy Birthday! 

President Reagan is the reason I am able to 
stand here before my colleagues today. His 
strength as a leader, inspired me to someday 
serve this great nation, as he so eloquently 
has served. And I feel honored that I have 
been given the opportunity. 

Because of his hard work and devotion to 
conservative ideals, his presidency resulted in 
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one of the most dynamic periods in recent 
U.S. history, refocusing our nations business, 
international and social agendas. We are a 
better country today because of his leader-
ship. 

It is my hope, that I may be able to work 
with my colleagues to continue what President 
Reagan started, ‘‘to make government work 
with us, not over us; stand by our side, not 
ride on our back.’’ We are still working to con-
tinue what he started 20 years ago, ‘‘the era 
of national renewal’’. 

We are faced with many important domestic 
policy decisions before us this Congress. 
Many of the same issues President Reagan’s 
presidency was faced with including tax cuts, 
social security reform and issues concerning 
medicare. May we always be able to look 
back on his years and have them guide us 
into the next century. 

Let us be able to remember President Rea-
gan’s daily optimism and wake up each day 
with the aspirations of making today better 
than yesterday, and tomorrow better than 
today. 

As we work to make tomorrow better, may 
we remember his bi-partisan message that 
‘‘there is no such thing as a left or right. There 
is only an up or down. 

Let us keep President Reagan’s vision for 
America alive and never back down on what 
we believe will make this world a better place, 
doing what sometimes may seem the impos-
sible. Let us remember his words that make 
the unthinkable a reality. ‘‘Mr. Gorbachev, 
open this gate! Mr. Gorbachev, tear down this 
wall!’’. 

The President once remarked: ‘‘What I’d 
really like to do is go down in history as the 
President who made Americans believe in 
themselves again.’’ 

The Gipper said it best, ‘‘we will always re-
member, we will always be proud, we will al-
ways be prepared, so we may always be 
free.’’ 

Hapy Birthday to President Reagan! 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, on this 

day, Ronald Reagan will join John Adams and 
Herbert Hoover as the only Presidents to 
reach age 90. We know him as our 40th 
President. However, many do not know the 
precedents set by him. For example: 

He was the oldest man elected president; 
He was the first Hollywood actor to be elect-

ed President, earning the monikers, ‘‘Dutch,’’ 
‘‘The Gipper,’’ and ‘‘The Great Communi-
cator,’’ and 

He appointed the first woman to the su-
preme court, Supreme Court Justice Sandra 
Day O’Connor. 

Ronald Reagan was born in Tampico, Illi-
nois on February 6, 1911. While at Eureka 
College, he studied economics and sociology, 
played on the football team, acted in school 
plays, and served as class president. While in 
college, young Reagan proven himself to be a 
strong, well-liked, vocal leader, characteristics 
that would suit him well in future endeavors. 

After graduation, Reagan worked as a 
sports announcer for WOC, a radio station in 
Davenport, Iowa. Subsequently, he pursued a 
career in broadcasting and acting. 

In 1947, after serving for three years in the 
U.S. Army, he was elected president of the 
Screen Actors Guild. As president of the 

Screen Actors Guild, Reagan became em-
broiled in disputes over the issue of Com-
munism in the film industry; his political views 
shifted from liberal to conservative. Moreover, 
he toured the country as a television host, be-
coming a spokesman for conservatism—taking 
it to the mainstream. 

Leadership extended beyond Reagan’s film 
career into public service. He focused on un-
derstanding the nation’s institutions and devel-
oped a philosophy and outlook that he imple-
mented throughout his political career. Fur-
thermore, Reagan was able to rally others to 
believe in his political ideals as he ascended 
into higher legislative positions. 

In 1966, Ronald Reagan successfully se-
cured a bid for governorship. While Reagan 
was governor, he cut the state budget and 
raised taxes. He signed a new billion dollar tax 
increase, which helped balance the state 
budget. In addition, he raised personal and 
sales taxes, and lowered property taxes. As a 
result of his popular appeal, he was reelected 
for a second term in 1970. After a successful 
eight years as governor of California, Ronald 
Reagan focused exercising his leadership 
skills in the highest public office in the United 
States. 

In 1980, Ronald Reagan won the Repub-
lican Presidential nomination. While working 
with Congress. Reagan obtained legislation to 
stimulate economic growth, curb inflation, in-
crease employment, and strengthen the na-
tional defense. He embarked upon a course of 
cutting taxes and Government expenditures, 
refusing to deviate from it when the strength-
ening of defense forces led to a large deficit. 
His staunch approach to public policy com-
bined with his savvy appeal has earned Ron-
ald Reagan the title as ‘‘The Great Communi-
cator.’’ We all can learn from the legacy of 
Ronald Reagan. 

Today, this nation and this body celebrates 
his 90th birthday. This resolution acknowl-
edges not only his birthday, but his role as our 
40th President. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the passage of this res-
olution. 

Mr. MARKEY. Today our nation’s 40th 
President turns ninety—one of only three other 
Presidents in our history to reach his ninetieth 
year. With recent advances made in health 
and science, we can anticipate many more of 
our future Presidents to live into their nineties, 
along with the entire U.S. population. 

But what impact does an increase in our 
country’s aging population have? And what 
sort of quality of life will our elderly enjoy? I 
have my concerns. 

Currently there is a threat facing our elderly 
population—a wave, gaining momentum and 
sweeping its way through the minds of our 
aged. This disease afflicts President Reagan. 
It is Alzheimer’s and it threatens the future for 
our nation’s elderly, their families and our 
health care system. 

Alzheimer’s is indiscriminate and cruel, it 
creeps into the brain, captures the mind and 
steals the memory—irrevocably altering the 
personality of its victims leaving not only loved 
ones unrecognizable to the Alzheimer’s patient 
but the patient unrecognizable to their loved 
ones. This is what makes this disease particu-
larly cruel . . . the loss of the thread of con-
tinuity that weaves itself through every experi-

ence of our lives and defines us as who we 
are. 

It was only forty years ago that researchers 
considered Alzheimer’s Disease a rare dis-
order. But since then, scientists have come to 
realize that it is far more common than we 
originally thought . . . so common in fact that 
today Alzheimer’s Disease is the leading 
cause of age-related dementia in the country. 

So common—that one in ten Americans 
over the age of 65, and one out of every two 
Americans over the age of 80 are afflicted. 

So common—that 37 million Americans say 
they know someone with Alzheimer’s. 

So common—that 19 million Americans say 
they have a family member with the disease. 

So common that 2.7 million spouses, rel-
atives and friends care for people with Alz-
heimer’s. 

And so common that today over 4 million 
Americans suffer with the disease. 

The word epidemic is derived from the 
Greek word ‘‘epideemia’’ which translates lit-
erally to ‘‘a visit.’’ Alzheimer’s has become the 
epidemic of our aging population . . . but 
given the projection that by 2050 14 million 
Americans will be afflicted—unless we find a 
way to stop this disease—Alzheimer’s won’t 
be just visiting our aging population, Alz-
heimer’s will be moving in. 

Two years ago, I joined with my Republican 
colleague Chris Smith of New Jersey to create 
the Bipartisan Congressional Task Force on 
Alzheimer’s Disease. To date over 130 Mem-
bers of Congress have signed on. And last 
Congress, I along with my dedicated col-
leagues fought to increase NIH research fund-
ing for Alzheimer’s research—I am pleased to 
say NIH received somewhere in the range of 
an $85 million increase bringing the total 
budget for federally funded Alzheimer’s re-
search to $515 million. 

In addition, I was able to include a $300 mil-
lion (or $1.3 billion over 10 years) provision in 
the Balanced Budget Refinement Act of 2000 
that would make it possible for homebound 
Medicare beneficiaries with Alzheimer’s Dis-
ease to go to adult day care and religious 
services mass or synagogue, without losing 
their home health benefits. Believe it or not, 
before this provision was passed into law— 
Medicare beneficiaries with Alzheimer’s Dis-
ease would lose their home health benefit if 
they went to church or adult day care. 

My efforts to improve the lives of those af-
flicted and affected by Alzheimer’s are ani-
mated by my own personal experience with 
my mother’s battle. However, there is one pro-
gram—a bill I introduced last Congress which 
made its way into law—that was specifically 
inspired by ongoing discussions I had with the 
doctors who treated my mother’s illness. 

In talking to these caring physicians, I was 
made aware of the lack of funding for clinical 
research or as physician-scientists call it 
‘‘translational’’ research. Specifically, there is 
not enough applicable research being done on 
‘‘real’’ people with the disease or likely to get 
the disease. Not enough focus on cutting edge 
treatments, and preventative measures. 

The Alzheimer’s Clinical Research and 
Training Awards program which passed into 
law last Congress will provide $11.25 million 
over five years to fund physician-scientists in 
translational research. It’s a small start but I’m 
hoping this program will grow. 
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In the battle against Alzheimer’s we’ve ac-

complished some—but there is still so much 
more we must do. By working together to in-
crease funding for research, prevention and 
care, it is my hope that President Reagan and 
the millions of other Americans who currently 
suffer with Alzheimer’s will be the last genera-
tion to experience this devastating epidemic. 

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to 
rise in support of the Resolution, H.R. 7, ex-
pressing the sense of Congress on behalf of 
the American people, to extend our birthday 
greetings to our former President, Ronald 
Reagan, who turns 90 today. 

I am pleased to associate myself with the 
legislation we will be considering immediately 
after this Bill, which renames the facility of the 
U.S. Postal Service in West Melbourne, Flor-
ida, in honor of President Reagan. 

Of our 43 Presidents, only two prior to 
today—John Adams and Herbert Hoover— 
reached their 90th birthday. It is a remarkable 
achievement and it is totally appropriate that 
the Congress make note of it. 

In recent years, the publication of new ma-
terial—including the love letters written by the 
President to his wife, and the radio addresses 
which he delivered from 1977 until 1980— 
have led to a long overdue reassessment of 
our 40th President by historians and by the 
general public. While some unfairly had char-
acterized President Reagan as a mouthpiece 
for others, the historic evidence now shows 
beyond dispute how erroneous that perception 
has been. Ronald Reagan was the author of 
his own thoughts and the articulator of them. 
His vision and leadership helped bring about a 
better nation and a better world, and it is long 
overdue that he received appropriate credit for 
his contributions. 

Americans across the nation have long held 
President Reagan in high regard. President 
Reagan became known for his skill at inspiring 
his audience. He was eloquent and effectively 
expressed his philosophies to all people. He 
united our nation after what many considered 
the most turbulent time in history, and in times 
of tragedy, such as the Challenger explosion, 
his words of sympathy and consolation eased 
the grief of our nation. 

President Reagan’s skills as ‘‘the great com-
municator’’ may have obscured the fact that 
he was a genuine visionary. When President 
Reagan took office, America and the Soviet 
Union held the world under a sword of Damo-
cles, with the threat of nuclear war never far 
from our minds. President Reagan fully grasps 
the most valuable of all lessons of history—the 
lesson that negotiations are futile if we do not 
go to the bargaining table from a position of 
strength. 

Though President Reagan faced challenges 
at home from many who disagreed with this 
belief, he never wavered. The fruit of his ef-
forts, the 1988 Arms Control Treaty, heralded 
our final victory in the Cold War, and ushered 
in the era of pax Americana. 

Today, President Reagan faces the most 
serious fight of his life as he battles against 
Alzheimer’s disease. May his family receive 
some solace and strength from the knowledge 
that his friends and admirers, including those 
of us in this Chamber, always keep in our 
thoughts and prayers, the ‘‘Gipper’’. 

His birthday today is a reminder to all of us 
of just how precious life is, and an appropriate 

time to commemorate the genuine contribu-
tions of this great American hero. 

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to associate my 
name with these legislative initiatives which 
honor one of the great Americans of the 20th 
century, our 40th President, Ronald Reagan. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the 90th birthday of former 
President Ronald Reagan and to pay tribute to 
his distinguished service during his eight years 
as our Nation’s leader. President Reagan’s 
idealism and vision set the stage for remark-
able achievements both at home and abroad. 
His policies placed America on a course for 
economic growth and prosperity and military 
superiority in the world—helping to secure 
America’s position as the world’s super power 
and the pivotal leader of the free world. 

President Reagan’s optimism for life, and 
his ability to inspire, renewed our citizens’ 
commitment to the values and principles of 
freedom and justice upon which our Nation 
was founded. His policy of ‘‘peace through 
strength’’ brought an historic ending to the 
Cold War, dismantling much of the Soviet 
Union’s military might and positioning our 
armed forces for victory a few years later in 
the Persian Gulf. His domestic policies intro-
duced an era of economic expansion that 
would help carry us through the end of the 
20th century. His efforts to combat crime and 
drugs and to reevaluate our Nation’s 
healthcare system marked the beginnings of 
much-needed and long-overdue reforms. 

In short Mr. Speaker, President Reagan em-
bodied those qualities that we seek in our Na-
tion’s leaders—vision, optimism, decency, in-
tegrity, responsibility. He believed in democ-
racy, freedom, and the basic goodness of 
America. And he led by example. I am hon-
ored to join my colleagues today in honoring 
this great American and great former Presi-
dent—Ronald Reagan—and extending to him 
and to his wonderful wife, Nancy, our best 
wishes and our eternal gratitude for their con-
tributions to our great Nation. 

Mr. BROWN of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, Ronald Reagan exemplified honor and dig-
nity while serving his country and restored sta-
bility to an unstable nation. The United States 
will be forever indebted to this exceptional 
man. I am proud and humbled to honor our 
40th President, Mr. Ronald Reagan, on his 
90th birthday. 

President Reagan focused on rebuilding our 
country’s military forces and developing a de-
fense system to protect our shores. On May 
15, 1993, Mr. Reagan delivered the Com-
mencement Speech at The Citadel. This re-
markable address highlighted his continued 
support of our military and the need for mili-
tary readiness, an issue clearly facing us 
today. 

It is with honor and humility that I read to 
you a part of his address: 

‘‘It is said that the price of freedom is eter-
nal vigilance. And I’d like to offer several rea-
sons why we must stay strong militarily: 

‘‘First, despite the spread of democracy and 
capitalism, human nature has not changed. It 
is still an unpredictable mixture of good and 
evil. Our enemies may be irrational, even out-
right insane—driven by nationalism, religion, 
ethnicity or ideology. They do not fear the 
United States for its diplomatic skills or the 

number of automobiles and software programs 
it produces. They respect only the firepower of 
our tanks, planes and helicopter gun ships. 

‘‘Second, the Soviet Union may be gone, 
but even small powers can destroy global 
peace and security. The modern world is filled 
with vulnerable ‘‘choke-points’’—military, geo-
graphic, political and economic . . . 

‘‘Third, technology—for all its blessings— 
can enable new enemies to rise up overnight. 
Scientific information flows to ambitious dic-
tators faster than ever . . . who can predict 
what will be the ‘blitzkriegs’ of tomorrow?’’ 

President Ronald Reagan advised against 
weakening the military in peacetime, and, in 
turn, honored the young men willfully seeking 
the opportunity to serve our nation. He further 
commented, ‘‘In my eighty-two years, I’ve 
seen America drop her guard time and time 
again—and each time with tragic con-
sequences. . . . Today, the United States 
dominates the world arena. Once again, our 
noble first instinct is to seek peace. And that’s 
why America needs the brave and skilled sol-
diers of The Citadel more than ever.’’ 

I share many of President Reagan’s views 
on military readiness. I am happy and proud to 
add that we share one more thing—we both 
received Honorary Doctorates from The Cita-
del. 

Happy Birthday, Mr. President. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

I rise today in support for the purpose of rec-
ognizing Ronald Reagan’s 90th Birthday (H.J. 
Res. 7)—the 40th President of the United 
States. This resolution simply extends the best 
wishes and warm birthday greetings of the 
107th Congress to former President Reagan 
on his 90th birthday. 

Twelve years after leaving the White House 
with plans to spend his sunset years chopping 
wood and riding horses, Ronald Reagan cele-
brates his 90th birthday while battling old age, 
Alzheimer’s disease and a broken hip. These 
are not easy obstacles for a wonderful man 
like Ronald Reagan or his loved ones. Fortu-
nately, I have learned that Mr. Reagan will cel-
ebrate his 90th birthday very quietly at his 
home with a birthday cake (likely his favorite 
chocolate) and his lovely wife, Mrs. Reagan. 

Reagan basked in the glory of retirement for 
six years, then learned he had Alzheimer’s. 
Mrs. Reagan, his wife of nearly 49 years, has 
vigilantly guarded his privacy since he with-
drew from public view on Nov. 5, 1994, with 
a poignant letter about his Alzheimer diag-
nosis. ‘‘I know this touched many of my fellow 
Americans. I only wish there was some way I 
could spare Nancy from this painful experi-
ence,’’ he wrote. 

Former President Reagan was recognized 
as the Great Communicator for good reason. 
His powers of persuasion over foe and 
friend—which extended to a range of issues— 
were considerable. He clearly held views with 
an acute passion. He loved public policy and 
spent a great deal of his life assuming the 
highest office of the land. From speeches 
early in his political career and his final days 
in Hollywood, through the White House years 
and into retirement, President Reagan has left 
a vast legacy of achievement. 

The perceptions of Ronald Reagan as a po-
litical figure and a foreign policy maker are nu-
merous. I respected the fact that Ronald 
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Reagan was dedicated to winning the Cold 
War. By the end of his presidency, he had led 
the groundwork for the fall of the Soviet Em-
pire. While many of us never viewed the So-
viet Empire as the danger that he envisioned, 
we respected his vision and determination to 
spread freedom around the world. 

Finally, let me just make a few remarks 
about Mr. and Mrs. Reagan. We should salute 
the couple’s extraordinary courage in con-
tinuing to share their story with the world, 
building awareness, and lifting the enormous 
stigma of Alzheimer’s and showing that life 
goes on. Again, happy birthday, Mr. Reagan. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I stand 
today to honor one of our nation’s greatest pa-
triots and most respected Presidents, Ronald 
W. Reagan, on this, the 90th anniversary of 
his birthday. 

There are those Americans who today will 
remember Ronald Reagan as the charismatic 
40th President of the United States. A leader 
who by the sheer force of his immutable opti-
mism gave America a reason to be proud and 
secure of our place in the world. 

Others will remember the ‘‘Great Communi-
cator’’ who in the wake of ‘‘stagflation’’ and an 
oil crisis, articulated a doctrine of personal re-
sponsibility and limited government, which 
brought to our nation economic stability, secu-
rity, and self-respect. 

But I am here to honor another Reagan. A 
man of steely convictions, and resolute vision. 
A man who in one simple speech redefined 
America’s purpose, and gave us all new cer-
titude that we would prevail against the Soviet 
Union. 

In 1983, the international stage was a dif-
ferent place than it is today. The Soviet Union 
still stared menacingly westward over the sat-
ellite states of Eastern Europe. The nuclear 
arms race was a reality, and fear of nuclear 
war gripped the nation. 

It was in this atmosphere of Cold War fear, 
and amid growing calls to give up the arms 
race that Mr. Reagan, at perhaps his most el-
oquent, strode onto a stage in Orlando, Flor-
ida and delivered a speech that put his critics 
on notice that America would not back down. 
America would stand, alone if she must, to de-
fend and protect the institutions of liberty and 
freedom from the Communists. 

He reminded us not to ignore the facts of 
history, and the aggressive impulses of an evil 
empire because, as he said, ‘‘to simply call 
the arms race a giant misunderstanding is to 
remove ourselves from the struggle between 
right and wrong and good and evil.’’ He re-
minded us not only of why we were fighting, 
but of what we were fighting for. The cold war 
was a struggle between good and evil, free-
dom and oppression. 

It was this message which President 
Reagan carried with him to my hometown of 
Miami, FL. At the Orange Bowl Stadium, and 
in the middle of Little Havana, he placed the 
Cuban Dictator, Fidel Castro, on notice—that 
the United States would stand firm against the 
tyrannical Castro regime and would defend the 
right of the Cuban people to live free of op-
pression; that the United States would not tol-
erate communist Cuba’s continued threats 
against U.S. national security and regional sta-
bility. 

His words still carry with them a strength 
and clarity of vision which only the greatest of 

leaders possess. His insistence that this was 
the path America would take was tempered by 
the knowledge that in doing so, we would all 
share in the glory of the right and the honor-
able. Ronald Reagan reminded us all that 
America was strong, that America was right, 
that America was proud. 

The legacy of Ronald Reagan is secure, for 
no other reason than the fact that he stood up 
for America and said in a strong, clear voice 
that patriotism is not dead, and that liberty and 
freedom are always worth fighting for. 

Because of this President Reagan, I would 
like to thank you for your service to your coun-
try, and wish both you, and Mrs. Reagan, 
Godspeed. 

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to be here today to honor President 
Ronald Reagan on his 90th birthday. Presi-
dent Reagan’s policies have shaped this great 
nation and set us on the path to the longest 
peacetime economic expansion since the end 
of the Second World War. His optimism re-
stored Americans’ confidence in our great na-
tion and in themselves. 

President Reagan once said ‘‘A leader, 
once convinced a particular course of action is 
the right one, must have the determination to 
stick with it and be undaunted when the going 
gets rough.’’ President Reagan proved he was 
a true leader. Despite dire predictions from 
pundits about his policies, Reagan fought for 
what he believed in and made the country bet-
ter off as a result. 

President Reagan inherited an economy 
that was out of control with high inflation, inter-
est rates and unemployment. Americans were 
being held hostage in Iran and the Soviet 
Union was threatening freedom across the 
world. Once elected, Reagan embarked on an 
ambitious agenda to reduce taxes, reduce 
Americans’ dependence on the federal gov-
ernment, and achieve ‘‘peace through 
strength’’ by rebuilding our military. His tax 
cuts stimulated the economy and Americans 
re-elected him by one of the largest margins 
in U.S. history. During his second term, we 
began to see the results of Reagan’s commit-
ment to the principles of individual rights for all 
and projecting military strength with the weak-
ening of communist control of Eastern Europe 
and the Soviet Union. These principles led 
soon thereafter to the collapse of the Berlin 
Wall and the Soviet Union. 

America is still experiencing the benefits of 
the Reagan’s economic policies of lower 
taxes, free trade and reliance on free markets. 
We have had eighteen consecutive years of 
nearly unbroken economic growth and low in-
flation. Productivity is growing and incomes 
are rising. As Reagan stated at the end of his 
presidency: 

In eight short years, we have reversed a 50- 
year trend of turning to the government for 
solutions. We have relearned what our found-
ing Fathers knew long ago—it is the people, 
not the government, who provide the vitality 
and creativity that make a great nation. 
Just as the first American Revolution, which 
began with the shot heard ‘round the world, 
inspired people everywhere who dreamed of 
freedom, so has this second American revolu-
tion inspired changes throughout the world. 
The message we brought to Washington—re-
duce the government, reduce regulation, re-
store incentives—has been heard around the 
world. 

One of Reagan’s greatest legacies is that 
he restored Americans’ confidence in them-
selves and reminded them that the govern-
ment has no power except that granted it by 
the people. I look forward to continuing Rea-
gan’s revolution by fighting for lower taxes, 
less intrusive government and individual re-
sponsibility. 

Happy Birthday President Reagan and God 
bless. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PLATTS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the joint resolution, H.J. 
Res. 7. 

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. PLATTS. 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. 

f 

b 1445 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). The Chair must remind all 
Members that remarks in debate 
should be addressed to the Chair and 
not to others who may be viewing pro-
ceedings. 

f 

RONALD W. REAGAN POST OFFICE 
OF WEST MELBOURNE, FLORIDA 

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 395) to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 2305 Minton Road in West Mel-
bourne, Florida, as the ‘‘Ronald W. 
Reagan Post Office of West Melbourne, 
Florida.’’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 395 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. DESIGNATION. 

The facility of the United States Postal 
Service located at 2305 Minton Road in West 
Melbourne, Florida, shall be known and des-
ignated as the ‘‘Ronald W. Reagan Post Of-
fice of West Melbourne, Florida’’. 
SEC. 2. REFERENCES. 

Any reference in a law, map, regulation, 
document, paper, or other record of the 
United States to the facility referred to in 
section 1 shall be deemed to be a reference to 
the Ronald W. Reagan Post Office of West 
Melbourne, Florida. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. PLATTS) and the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
SANCHEZ) each will control 20 minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania (Mr. PLATTS). 
GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 395. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, this legislation, intro-

duced by the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. WELDON) is supported by the 
House delegation from the State of 
Florida and it is fitting and appro-
priate that we bring this legislation to 
the floor today to commemorate the 
90th birthday of our great leader. 

There has been much written and 
known about former President Reagan, 
and everybody has a favorite story or 
anecdote. We will, however, be unable 
to capture all facets of his life during 
our allotted time. 

Mr. Reagan, our 40th President, won 
a landslide victory in 1980 and was eas-
ily reelected 4 years later. Ronald Wil-
son Reagan came from humble begin-
nings. He was born in Tampico, Illi-
nois, son of a salesman with a mother 
who was a devout member of the Disci-
ples of Christ Church. 

After moving to various locations, 
the family settled in Dixon, Illinois, 
where his father became part owner of 
a shoe store and his mother did occa-
sional work to supplement the family’s 
meager income. 

Young Ronald Reagan excelled in 
sports and received a scholarship to at-
tend Eureka College. Even with a 
scholarship, he had to work hard to 
stay in college. He graduated with a 
B.A. in economics and sociology, the 
first person in his family to attend and 
graduate from college. 

He showed an early interest in poli-
tics, but did not participate. He did, 
however, show interest in some form of 
show business. ‘‘Dutch’’ Reagan, as he 
was known, became a very popular 
sportscaster in Iowa. Soon thereafter, 
he went to Hollywood where he was of-
fered a 7-year contract with Warner 
Brothers for $200 a week, an offer he 
could not turn down. He then brought 
his parents to live with him in Cali-
fornia; and although not an instant 
star, he was a steady worker. 

Mr. Speaker, Ronald Reagan became 
President of the Screen Actors Guild in 
1947; and several years thereafter, his 
activities with the Screen Actors Guild 
aroused his latent interest in politics. 
Thereafter, when his longstanding 
friend, Barry Goldwater, won the Re-
publican nomination for President, Mr. 
Reagan helped with the campaign. 
Soon after, he was persuaded to run for 
governor of California, a race he won 
by a landslide over a popular incum-
bent. He won reelection in 1970. 

Ronald Reagan was nominated for 
President in 1980, supporting the issues 
of family, work, neighborhood, peace, 
and freedom. He became the oldest 
President to be elected in our Nation’s 
history. Two months after his election, 
he was the victim of an assassination 
attempt, but made a remarkable recov-
ery. 

He served the Nation as President for 
8 years and now resides in California. 
In 1994, after several years of writing, 
traveling, and silence, former Presi-
dent Reagan, who was known as the 
Great Communicator, wrote a hand-
written letter informing the Nation he 
had the early stages of Alzheimer’s dis-
ease. 

Perhaps the essence of President 
Reagan’s life is captured in his own 
words. He wrote: ‘‘In this land of 
dreams fulfilled where greater dreams 
may be imagined, nothing is impos-
sible. No victory is beyond our reach. 
No glory will ever be too great. 

‘‘The world’s hopes rest with Amer-
ica’s future. 

‘‘Our work will pale before the great-
ness of America’s champions in the 21st 
Century.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues 
to support H.R. 395. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 395, which names a 
Post Office after Ronald W. Reagan, 
was introduced today by the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. WELDON). This meas-
ure is identical to H.R. 5309 introduced 
last year by the gentleman and which 
was passed by the House on October 27 
of the year 2000. 

Ronald Wilson Reagan, known as 
‘‘Dutch,’’ ‘‘The Gipper’’ and ‘‘The Great 
Communicator,’’ was the 40th Presi-
dent of the United States. He served as 
President from January 1981 to Janu-
ary 1989. At 73, he was the oldest man 
ever elected to the Presidency. And, as 
remarked earlier, today marks his 90th 
birthday. 

He was an actor by profession, but he 
also served as the Governor of my 
State of California from 1966 to 1979. 
During his Presidency, his economic 
policies came to be known as ‘‘Reagan-
omics.’’ In November of 1994, former 
President Reagan announced that he 
was afflicted with Alzheimer’s. 

Although a number of facilities have 
been named after the former President, 
schools, streets, highways, and even 
the Washington airport, a crowning 
achievement was when President Clin-
ton dedicated the Ronald Reagan 
Building here in Washington D.C. in 
1998. That building houses an inter-
national trade center, international 
cultural activities, the Agency for 
International Development, and many 
others. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the swift passage 
of this bill. 

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

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. WELDON). 

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. PLATTS) for yielding me 
this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to stand on 
the floor of the House today to honor 
our former President, Ronald Reagan. 
Today is an appropriate day to con-
sider this bill, because it is President 
Reagan’s 90th birthday. 

Today, we wish him the very best. We 
have the opportunity to honor a man 
who made us proud again to be Ameri-
cans. As was stated, I have introduced 
this legislation to designate this Post 
Office at 2305 Minton Road in West 
Melbourne, Florida, as the ‘‘Ronald W. 
Reagan Post Office of West Mel-
bourne.’’ This Post Office is in Flor-
ida’s 15th Congressional District, and I 
am pleased that every member of the 
Florida Congressional Delegation has 
signed on as a cosponsor of this bill. 

Last year, I introduced similar legis-
lation and it passed the House on Octo-
ber 27. Due to time constraints, the 
Senate was unable to give final ap-
proval to the bill prior to its adjourn-
ment. However, now it is more appro-
priate than ever for this House to pass 
this bill again. 

Former President Reagan is a true 
American hero, and naming this U.S. 
Post Office after him is a fitting way to 
honor his legacy. 

Ronald Reagan was born on February 
6, 1911, in Tampico, Illinois. He was a 
man with many ambitions, growing up 
a Midwestern boy in hard economic 
times. He worked his way through Eu-
reka College. He started his career as a 
radio announcer; and in 1937 went to 
Hollywood where he appeared in more 
than 50 movies. He became president of 
the Screen Actors Guild and was in-
volved in fighting Communist influ-
ences in Hollywood. 

In 1966, he was elected the Governor 
of the State of California by a margin 
of more than 1 million votes; and then 
was elected governor again in 1970 to 
another 4-year term. 

In 1980, Reagan was elected to serve 
as our 40th President. Ronald Reagan 
set our Nation on a path to prosperity. 
He was a strong moral leader and made 
Americans proud to be Americans. The 
economic policies he pursued in the 
1980s set a firm foundation for the eco-
nomic prosperity that we have experi-
enced over the last decade as well. 

Ronald Reagan reinvigorated the 
American people through smaller gov-
ernment, putting a lid on inflation, and 
strengthening our national defenses. 

President Reagan’s persistence in 
achieving peace through strength car-
ried our Nation to its longest recorded 
period of peacetime prosperity. 

President Reagan negotiated a treaty 
with Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev 
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to eliminate medium-range nuclear 
missiles. Mr. Reagan went to Berlin 
and challenged Mr. Gorbachev to ‘‘Tear 
down this wall.’’ His 8 years of persist-
ence paid off; and as a result of his tire-
less fight for freedom, the Iron Curtain 
fell shortly after he left office. 

President Reagan certainly followed 
through with his 1980 campaign pledge 
to restore ‘‘the great, confident roar of 
American progress and growth and op-
timism.’’ 

I am happy that we are considering 
this legislation today, and I encourage 
all of my colleagues to support this ef-
fort to name this post office in my con-
gressional district in Ronald Reagan’s 
honor. 

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PLATTS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 395. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the bill 
was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

HONORING CONTRIBUTIONS OF 
CATHOLIC SCHOOLS 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 28) honoring the con-
tributions of Catholic schools. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H. RES. 28 

Whereas America’s Catholic schools are 
internationally acclaimed for their academic 
excellence, but provide students more than a 
superior scholastic education; 

Whereas Catholic schools ensure a broad, 
values-added education emphasizing the life-
long development of moral, intellectual, 
physical, and social values in America’s 
young people; 

Whereas the total Catholic school student 
enrollment for the 1999–2000 academic year 
was 2,653,038, the total number of Catholic 
schools is 8,144, and the student-teacher 
ratio is 17 to 1; 

Whereas Catholic schools provide more 
than $17,200,000,000 a year in savings to the 
Nation based on the average public school 
per pupil cost; 

Whereas Catholic schools teach a diverse 
group of students and over 24 percent of 
school children enrolled in Catholic schools 
are minorities; 

Whereas the graduation rate of Catholic 
school students is 95 percent, only 3 percent 
of Catholic high school students drop out of 
school, and 83 percent of Catholic high 
school graduates go on to college; 

Whereas Catholic schools produce students 
strongly dedicated to their faith, values, 
families, and communities by providing an 
intellectually stimulating environment rich 
in spiritual, character, and moral develop-
ment; and 

Whereas in the 1972 pastoral message con-
cerning Catholic education, the National 
Conference of Catholic Bishops stated, ‘‘Edu-
cation is one of the most important ways by 
which the Church fulfills its commitment to 

the dignity of the person and building of 
community. Community is central to edu-
cation ministry, both as a necessary condi-
tion and an ardently desired goal. The edu-
cational efforts of the Church, therefore, 
must be directed to forming persons-in-com-
munity; for the education of the individual 
Christian is important not only to his soli-
tary destiny, but also the destinies of the 
many communities in which he lives’’: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Repre- 
sentatives— 

(1) supports the goals of Catholic Schools 
Week, an event sponsored by the National 
Catholic Educational Association and the 
United States Catholic Conference and es-
tablished to recognize the vital contribu-
tions of America’s thousands of Catholic ele-
mentary and secondary schools; and 

(2) congratulates Catholic schools, stu-
dents, parents, and teachers across the Na-
tion for their ongoing contributions to edu-
cation, and for the key role they play in pro-
moting and ensuring a brighter, stronger fu-
ture for this Nation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. TIBERI) and the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. SANCHEZ) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

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

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on House Resolution 28. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 

minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BOEHNER). 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TIBERI) 
for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise 
today in support of House Resolution 
28, which recognizes and honors the 
contributions of Catholic schools in the 
United States. Our Nation’s Catholic 
schools have a long tradition of aca-
demic excellence, and I am pleased to 
join in recognizing them today. 

As this new Congress begins, it is fit-
ting that we are focusing on the impact 
and the important role that Catholic 
schools play in providing a well-round-
ed education for America’s young peo-
ple; one that gives special attention to 
the academic, moral, and social devel-
opment of our children. 

One of the top priorities for the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce 
will be to reauthorize this year the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act, 
which provide benefits to both public 
and private schools. Across our coun-
try, many Catholic schools participate 
in many programs and activities as-
sisted by these funds. 

Last year, Catholic schools around 
the country enrolled more than 2.6 mil-
lion children in more than 8,000 Catho-
lic schools across the country. The stu-

dent-teacher ratio in most Catholic 
schools is 17-to-1, and more than 24 per-
cent of their students come from dis-
advantaged backgrounds. 

Mr. Speaker, 95 percent of Catholic 
school students graduate; and 83 per-
cent of their high school graduates go 
on to pursue a higher education. It 
stands to reason that if it were not for 
our Nation’s Catholic schools, and the 
dedicated teachers who serve them, the 
achievement gap between the disadvan-
taged students in our society and their 
peers would be even wider. 

Moreover, I would point out that of 
the total students enrolled in Catholic 
schools, about 13 percent are not of the 
Catholic faith. These students come 
from a wide variety of faiths and have 
chosen to attend a Catholic school. I 
think that it speaks to the mission and 
success of Catholic educators to reach 
out to all students and their parents 
who are seeking the best possible edu-
cation for their children, especially for 
inner-city schools in which the major-
ity of students enrolled are non-Catho-
lic. 

Mr. Speaker, I can attest to the out-
standing contributions, dedication, and 
accomplishments of Catholic schools, 
because I and my 11 brothers and sis-
ters are products of Catholic schools in 
Ohio. I attended St. Peter and Paul El-
ementary School in Reading, Ohio and 
Archbishop Moeller High School in the 
Cincinnati suburbs. I then went on to 
attend and graduate from Xavier Uni-
versity. 

b 1500 
Catholic schools have made a posi-

tive difference in the lives of hundreds 
of thousands of students in my State 
and around the country. Outstanding 
schools such as Archbishop Fenwick 
High School in Middletown, Ohio; Ste-
phen T. Badin High School in Ham-
ilton, Ohio; and Sidney Lehman High 
School in Sidney, Ohio; and countless 
Catholic elementary schools through-
out my district, they have shaped the 
lives of countless students and con-
tinue to make a profound contribution 
on our communities. 

I am proud of how these and all 
Catholic schools emphasize intellec-
tual, spiritual, moral and social values 
and produce well-rounded citizens. 
Catholic schools have found a way to 
teach students not only academic 
knowledge, but also real-life lessons in 
service to mankind and respect for 
one’s neighbors. 

This resolution is very simple. We 
want to rightly honor and congratulate 
Catholic schools, students, parents, 
and teachers for their ongoing con-
tributions to education and for the key 
role they play in promoting and ensur-
ing a brighter and stronger future for 
this Nation. 

I want to commend the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. SCHAFFER) for his 
leadership in sponsoring this legisla-
tion and urge my colleagues to vote in 
support of it. 
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Ms. SANCHEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I am honored to stand 

with my colleagues and recognize our 
Nation’s Catholic schools. 

First, I must point out the number of 
Catholic schools in our Nation. There 
are 8,200 elementary and secondary 
Catholic schools in the United States. 
They do, indeed, deserve to be cele-
brated. 

What a great gift to our Nation these 
schools provide, producing graduates 
who are not only academically capable 
but also such a great part of the com-
munity. Our Catholic schools not only 
teach subjects like the alphabet and 
the Pythagorean Theorem and the Pre-
amble to the Constitution, but they 
teach our students how to be part of 
our communities. 

They teach that service to others is 
an integral part of any life, religious or 
lay. They teach the dignity of the indi-
vidual. They teach students to work 
for justice and to help each child de-
velop a strong moral compass to fol-
low. 

Today, I believe I am joined by sev-
eral colleagues who also are known for 
their support of education. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today, along with 
my colleagues, to recognize the con-
tributions of America’s Catholic ele-
mentary and secondary schools and 
congratulate these schools, the stu-
dents, the teachers, and their parents 
for the dedication to education in our 
country. 

I would like to thank the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. SCHAFFER), the 
sponsor of this legislation, and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER), the 
chairman of the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, as well as 
the majority leader, for bringing this 
important resolution to the floor this 
afternoon. 

This resolution recognizes Catholic 
schools and Catholic Schools Week. 
This is an event sponsored by the Na-
tional Catholic Education Association 
and the United States Catholic Con-
ference and established to recognize 
the vital contributions of America’s 
Catholic schools. 

Catholic schools are widely ac-
claimed for their academic success. 
Central Ohio, which I am fortunate 
enough to represent, is blessed with 
many outstanding Catholic schools. In 
fact, St. Francis DeSales, a Columbus 
Catholic high school in my neighbor-
hood, is a past recipient of the U.S. De-
partment of Education’s Blue Ribbon 
Schools Award for Excellence. This is 
the highest award any private or public 
school can achieve. 

But Catholic schools provide more 
than a superior scholastic education. 
They ensure a broad education empha-

sizing the development of moral, intel-
lectual, physical, and social values in 
our young people. They produce stu-
dents strongly dedicated in our faith, 
values, families, and communities. In-
deed, they are central to building a 
sense of community in this country 
that all Americans should have the op-
portunity to enjoy. 

I am proud to be an original cospon-
sor of this resolution, and I strongly 
support its adoption by the House. 

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

Ms. SANCHEZ. Mr. Speaker, may I 
inquire how many speakers the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. TIBERI) has? 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, we believe 
there will be three additional speakers. 

Ms. SANCHEZ. Mr. Speaker, since 
none of mine have shown, if the gen-
tleman from Ohio would like to go 
ahead. 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Nevada 
(Mr. GIBBONS). 

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TIBERI) 
for granting me the time in which to 
speak on this important resolution. 

Today I rise in strong support of the 
resolution honoring the contributions 
of Catholic schools to our children and 
the educational system. As the debate 
on education continues and reform edu-
cation continues, I think it is vitally 
important to recognize people and 
schools who have succeeded in edu-
cating our children. 

America’s Catholic schools are inter-
nationally acclaimed for their aca-
demic excellence and among the many 
fine academic Catholic schools in this 
Nation. 

In the city of Reno, for example, 
there is Bishop Manogue High School, 
which has a long and distinguished 
record of excellence in their academic 
and athletic programs. 

Catholic schools, like Bishop 
Manogue, emphasize the lifelong devel-
opment of moral, intellectual, phys-
ical, and social values in America’s 
young people. These values are crucial 
to the future of our Nation, especially 
as our society tends to grapple with 
problems like the breakdown of the 
family and school violence. 

I want to thank our Catholic schools 
for their dedication to our children, 
and I look forward to working with 
them toward our goal of improving the 
education of every child. 

As an original cosponsor of this reso-
lution, I encourage all of my colleagues 
to strongly support its passage and the 
contributions that Catholic schools 
have made to our children and to our 
Nation. 

Ms. SANCHEZ. Mr. Speaker, does the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TIBERI) have 
any other speakers? We do not have 
any on this side other than myself to 
close. 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, unfortu-
nately we have two more speakers, and 
they are not here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. TIBERI) has the right to close. If 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
SANCHEZ) will proceed. 

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

Mr. Speaker, growing up Catholic in 
a pretty Catholic family, I know first-
hand that the Catholic Church has al-
ways sought to feed the hungry and 
clothe the poor. We welcome immi-
grants, people who speak different lan-
guages and bring very different needs. 
We welcome everyone as we work to 
help the rich and the poor, the power-
ful and the powerless. 

Catholic schools, too, welcome di-
verse studentbodies with open arms. It 
is not just Catholics who attend Catho-
lic schools; children who need special 
attention, dedicated teachers attend 
Catholic schools. Families who are 
looking for an added dimension to faith 
and morals sometimes choose Catholic 
schools. Parents who want safe schools 
that excel in academics choose Catho-
lic schools. 

Today with our communities’ public 
schools, the Catholic schools and the 
Diocese of Orange educate, in every 
sense of the word, our children. Var-
ious schools, like Santa Margarita 
High School or Mater Dei in my own 
district, Servite in my district, Rosary, 
Connelly, and numerous elementary 
parochial schools, all are Catholic 
schools. 

So, Mr. Speaker, today I am proud to 
recognize Catholic schools and the edu-
cators, parents and parishes who make 
these wonderful institutions possible. 

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

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Dela-
ware (Mr. CASTLE), who is the sub-
committee chairman on the issue we 
are debating. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Ohio for yielding 
time to me. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of this resolution honoring Catholic 
schools and their contributions to our 
communities throughout our Nation. 

Catholic Schools Week is an annual 
celebration of the important role that 
Catholic elementary and secondary 
schools across the country play in pro-
viding a values-added education for 
America’s young people. 

This tradition of honoring Catholic 
schools is 27 years old this year and is 
one I believe should continue. 

Just last week, students from St. 
Hedwig Elementary School in Wil-
mington, Delaware, visited me in 
Washington, D.C. during Catholic 
Schools Week. I was impressed by all 
they have been learning and achieving, 
and I compliment them for their hard 
work and interest in our democratic 
process. 

While the majority of our students 
are enrolled in public schools, Catholic 
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schools still play a key role in our en-
tire society. Over 2.5 million children 
attended 8,000 Catholic schools last 
year throughout the United States. 

In my State of Delaware, which is 
the size of a congressional district, we 
have over 15,000 students attending 38 
Catholic schools, all of whom obviously 
contribute greatly to their commu-
nities. 

I thank the students, teachers, prin-
cipals, and the administrators for mak-
ing the Catholic community shine in 
my State. 

I regard Catholic schools as a team 
player with public schools, other pri-
vate and parochial schools and home 
schools in defining America’s edu-
cation system. 

According to the National Catholic 
Educational Association, the gradua-
tion rate of students in Catholic 
schools is nearly 95 percent. The drop-
out rate is just about 3 percent. 
Eighty-five percent of all Catholic 
school graduates go on to college. 
These achievements impress me and 
deserve to be honored today on the 
House floor. 

I would just add, Mr. Speaker, the 
importance of the integration of all the 
education of our young children, as 
they get into more choice, more oppor-
tunities for our kids, more compari-
sons, the Catholic schools, along with 
all the other schools, add to this mix. 
Our goal should be to educate every 
child in America as well as we possibly 
can. Certainly Catholic schools aid in 
that; and for that, we are very blessed. 
I honor them and appreciate them and 
encourage support for this resolution. 

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

I would like to close by saying that 
sometimes I think people think those 
of us who are so supportive of public 
schools may not be as supportive of our 
private schools, but the reality is that 
we care about all of our schools and 
those institutions who choose to help 
educate our children. Today I have 
been proud to talk about our Catholic 
schools and the way that they excel 
and the way that they complement the 
rest of the education system that we 
have here in the United States. 

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, today, I am 
pleased that Congress has recognized the im-
portant role that Catholic Schools play in our 
community. As a Latino, I know the important 
place in our history of Catholic Education. In 
my district, the Saint Thomas Aquinas High 
School is regarded as both an academic and 
athletic giant. The San Bernardino Diocese 
School System under Bishop Gerald Barnes 
has made major investments into their school 
system to bring their students education into 
the 21st Century. 

Even though I am a strong supporter of 
public schools, I understand the importance 
Catholic Schools have played in our nation’s 
education. The quality of education provided 
at Catholic schools is truly remarkable. Not 
only do they focus on academic achievement 

but they also instill values and moral lessons 
in young people. Their curriculums are often 
full of programs in character development and 
community service. Catholic school students 
graduate with a wide variety of skills that will 
not only help them in their careers but also in 
their family and community life. I am pleased 
to support this resolution honoring the con-
tributions of Catholic Schools. 

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in recognition of the invaluable contribu-
tions of our nation’s Catholic schools. 

Last week was Catholic Schools Week, and 
January 31st was National Appreciation Day 
for Catholic Schools. In honor of these events, 
my colleague, Mr. SCHAFFER from Colorado, 
has introduced a resolution to honor our na-
tion’s Catholic schools. 

The United States Department of Education 
has provided us with statistics that show 
Catholic schools take in children from many 
different ethnic and socioeconomic back-
grounds and yield well educated, college- 
bound, young adults. 

Our nation’s Catholic schools boast a 95 
percent graduation rate and 83 percent of their 
students go on to college. 

Not only do these children come away from 
their schools with strong academic credentials, 
but they gain an appreciation for the impor-
tance of faith, family, and community that is 
critical to our society’s well being. 

At a time when our nation is asking the 
question: ‘‘How can we give our children the 
best education possible?’’ The Catholic 
schools are providing some answers by dem-
onstrating what works. 

For these achievements, I congratulate 
Catholic schools, students, parents, and 
teachers across the Nation for their ongoing 
contributions to education and for the key role 
they play in promoting and ensuring a brighter, 
stronger future for our nation’s students. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I am 
proud today to join with my colleagues in 
passing House Resolution 28, honoring the 
contributions of Catholic schools to academic 
excellence. Catholic schools have enhanced 
the quality of life for the community, as well as 
hundreds of thousands of young people who 
have benefited from its commitment to devel-
oping their minds and their spirits. 

I would like to recognize the good work of 
schools such as Notre Dame High School, 
Resurrection High School, Northside Catholic 
Academy Schools, and St. Scholastica Acad-
emy in Illinois. These Catholic schools, like 
their counterparts, provide critical leadership 
and support to the intellectual development of 
the lives of so many in Illinois. With a 95 per-
cent graduation rate, and 83 percent rate of 
continuing on to higher education, catholic 
schools deserve our recognition for the work 
they do. 

I applaud the success and commitment of 
Catholic schools in the 9th Congressional Dis-
trict and in this nation. 

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
recognition of our nation’s Catholic schools. 
Catholic schools not only provide students 
with an excellent education but also provide 
spiritual enrichment. 

The contributions made by Catholic schools 
often exceed the classroom walls. The cur-
riculum is designed to challenge students and 

to encourage religious awareness and devel-
opment of morals and values. Students are 
encouraged to volunteer in a range of activi-
ties including working in soup kitchens, aiding 
other students with homework or working to 
improve a neighborhood park. 

During the past 30 years, Catholic schools 
around the nation have made significant im-
provements in enrolling minorities and have 
continued to expand the educational mission 
in urban areas. There are approximately 1,020 
Catholic schools in urban areas today. 

A common complaint of parents and teach-
ers is overcrowding in classrooms. Catholic 
schools often provide students and teachers 
with the opportunity for learning on a personal 
level. For instance, class size on average pro-
vide a ratio of 17 students to every one teach-
er, allowing teachers to focus on the needs of 
individual students. The effectiveness of this 
system is repeated in the statistic that 83 per-
cent of Catholic high school graduates go on 
to college and the drop-out rate is only 3.4 
percent. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting these institutions and the wonderful 
contributions they make in their communities 
and in our nation’s future. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of house resolution 28 
which celebrates the contributions of Catholic 
schools throughout the nation. From the east-
ernmost point of the U.S. Virgin Islands to the 
westernmost tip of Orote Point in Guam, 
Catholic schools continue to provide a valu-
able education to more than 2.5 million stu-
dents in the United States. 

As Guam is home to more than 1,000,000 
Roman Catholics, representing an over-
whelming majority of the resident population, I 
am particularly pleased to speak in support 
and in recognition of the contributions of 
Catholic schools today. 

Guam has a long and rich history of Catholi-
cism since the island was discovered by Ferdi-
nand Magellan in 1521, who docked at Guam 
with his chaplains during his sail around the 
world. The year 1662 ushered the first of 
many arrivals of Spanish missionaries. Over 
time various types of Catholic education have 
been provided in Guam beginning with the tra-
dition of ‘‘Eskuelan Pale’’, or Catholicism 
classes, which taught basic literacy in Guam 
for 275 years today’s modern school facilities 
which usher in 21st Century lessons into the 
classroom. Several religious orders and count-
less cadres of lay teachers have provided 
educational guidance and have broadened op-
portunities for Guam’s school children since 
the end of World War II, when a formal Catho-
lic school system was established. The School 
Sisters of Notre Dame, Sisters of Mercy, Do-
minican Sisters, the religious orders of Capu-
chin, Franciscans, Jesuits and Marists have all 
served to educate Guam’s school children. 

There are three Catholic high schools in 
Guam, including: Notre Dame High School in 
Talofofo; Academy of Our Lady of Guam in 
Hagatna; and Father Duenas Memorial School 
in Mangilao serving an enrollment of approxi-
mately 1,100 students. There are also seven 
elementary and middle schools, including: 
Bishop Baumgartner Memorial School in 
Sinajana; Our Lady of Mt. Carmel School in 
Agat; Saint Anthony School in Tamuning; 
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Saint Francis School in Yona; San Vicente 
School in Barrigada; Santa Barbara School in 
Dededo and Dominican School in Yigo, serv-
ing an estimated enrollment of 2,300 students. 
Four Catholic nursery schools in Guam Bridge 
the continuum of education from infancy to el-
ementary. These include the Dominican Child 
Care Center in Ordot; the Infant of Prague in 
Mangilao; Maria Artero in Agana Heights; and 
Mercy Heights in Tamuning. 

Although I have not attended Catholic 
schools, as a former educator raised in the 
Catholic faith, I certainly appreciate the edu-
cation provided by Catholic schools. Three of 
my five children have attended Catholic 
schools in Guam and in Virginia and 10 of my 
17 staffers in both my District and D.C. offices 
are products of the Catholic school system in 
Guam and the Philippines. Additionally, my 
aunt, Mary Underwood, was instrumental in 
the establishment of the Catholic school sys-
tem after World War II. She was also the first 
native of Guam to become a nun. 

Catholic schools have often provided a 
broad, value-added education and shape to 
the life-long development of moral, intellectual, 
physical and social values of students. Catho-
lic Schools Week is the culmination of an an-
nual national celebration of the important role 
that Catholic elementary and secondary 
schools across the country play in the edu-
cation of our nation’s students. 

At this time, I would like to commend the 
contributions of all Catholic schools, students, 
parents, teachers and administrators in Guam 
and across the nation. I would also like to rec-
ognize the contributions of the Archdiocese of 
Hagatna, which oversees the administration of 
Guam’s Catholic schools, and particularly 
Archbishop Anthony Apuron, for continuing the 
tradition of providing excellence in the edu-
cation and moral well-being of the children of 
Guam. 

I urge your support of House Resolution 28. 
Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I urge the 

House to adopt H. Res. 28 commending the 
contributions of Catholic schools. As a Roman 
Catholic having attended and graduated from 
Catholic Schools and a Catholic university, I 
am proud to be the original sponsor of this 
resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, today the House voices its 
strong support for the goals of Catholic 
Schools Week and recognizes the vital con-
tributions of America’s thousands of Catholic 
elementary and secondary schools. The 
House also congratulates Catholic schools, 
students, parents, and teachers across our 
great nation for their ongoing contributions to 
education and for the key role they play in 
promoting and ensuring a brighter, stronger fu-
ture for America. As the first clause of the res-
olution states, ‘‘America’s Catholic schools are 
internationally acclaimed for their academic 
excellence, but provide students more than a 
superior scholastic education.’’ Mr. Speaker, 
this is the essence of the resolution. 

Catholic schools ensure a broad values- 
added education, emphasizing the life-long de-
velopment of moral, intellectual, fiscal and so-
cial values in America’s young people. Ameri-
cans have responded positively to Catholic 
schools. The total Catholic school student en-
rollment for 1999 and 2000 was 2,653,038, 
which is an increase over the 1998 and 1999 

school year. The total number of Catholic 
schools is 8,144. The student/teacher ratio in 
those institutions is less than 17 to 1. 

Catholic schools provide more than $17 bil-
lion a year in savings to the nation based on 
the average school per pupil cost, enabling 
more money to be spent on students in gov-
ernment-owned schools. Catholic schools 
teach and contribute to a diverse group of stu-
dents. Twenty-four percent of school children 
enrolled in Catholic schools are minority stu-
dents. The graduation rate of Catholic school 
students is 95 percent, and only 3 percent of 
Catholic high school students drop out of 
school. Eighty-three percent of Catholic high 
school graduates go on to college. Mr. Speak-
er, these are impressive statistics, and they 
quantify why America’s Catholic schools are 
internationally acclaimed for academic excel-
lence. 

Catholic schools not only develop sound 
academic abilities in their students, but they 
produce students strongly dedicated to their 
faith, their values, their families, and commu-
nities. Catholic schools do this by providing an 
intellectually stimulating environmental rich in 
spiritual development and moral character. 

In 1972, a pastoral message was adopted 
by the National Conference of Catholic 
Bishops that stated the following, ‘‘Education 
is one of the most important ways by which 
the Church fulfills its commitment to the dignity 
of the person and building of community. 
Community is central to education ministry, 
both as a necessary condition and an ardently 
desired goal. The educational efforts of the 
Church, therefore, must be directed to forming 
persons-in-community; for the education of the 
individual Christian is important not only to his 
solitary destiny, but also for the destinies of 
the many communities in which he lives.’’ 

It is on that basis, Mr. Speaker, that this 
resolution recognizes Catholic schools and 
Catholic Schools Week. This is an event spon-
sored by the National Catholic Education As-
sociation, which is, by the way, the largest pri-
vate organization of professional teachers in 
the world. It is also sponsored by the United 
States Catholic Conference and established to 
recognize the vital contributions of America’s 
thousands of Catholic elementary and sec-
ondary schools. 

So today the House congratulates Catholic 
schools, their students, their parents, and 
teachers across the country, for their ongoing 
contributions to education and for the key role 
they play in promoting and ensuring a brighter 
and stronger future for this nation. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, this week is Na-
tional Catholic School Week and I want to 
spend a few moments commending the 
Catholic schools in my home district of El 
Paso, Texas and in other parts of our country 
for a job well done. 

There are many Catholic Schools in my dis-
trict including Cathedral High School and 
Loretto Academy; Our Lady of Mount Carmel, 
Blessed Sacrament, Father Yermo, Holy Trin-
ity, Our Lady of the Assumption, Our Lady of 
the Valley, St. Joseph’s, St. Patrick’s, Saint 
Pius the X, St. Raphael’s, and St. Michael’s. 
I know each and every one of these schools 
contributes greatly to the fabric of the edu-
cational system in El Paso, and I am proud of 
the efforts of all of the priests, nuns, teachers 

and other support staff in these schools. They 
work tirelessly to improve the lives of our chil-
dren. 

Our Catholic schools continue to show ex-
emplary results in education. They share, with 
other Catholic schools across the nation, a 
long-standing tradition of excellence. The 
Catholic schools in El Paso continue to show 
steadfast commitment to teaching and spir-
itually guiding young men and women as they 
prepare for higher education and for life’s 
many challenges. Catholic schools continue to 
exhibit strong leadership, a clear vision and 
sense of mission that is shared by the 
schools, students, parents, and alumni. In El 
Paso, our Catholic schools have exhibited 
high quality teaching and have provided a safe 
environment for learning. Spirituality, as a 
guiding principle, should be emulated across 
our country. The values that are instilled at our 
Catholic schools are fundamental values that 
are central and important to the functioning of 
society as a whole. 

Daily school prayer, religion classes, and 
school Mass emphasize God’s central role in 
our lives. As a Catholic myself, God and rev-
erence are personally and centrally important 
to me and I appreciate the commitment that 
our Catholic schools make in insuring that our 
students will have faith and prayer in their 
lives. I cannot overstate how important faith in 
God is to overall success and happiness in 
life. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I wish to acknowledge 
Archbishop Armando X. Ochoa of the Arch-
diocese of El Paso for his strong leadership 
and dedication. He continues to support the 
mission of our Catholic schools in educating 
our youth. I urge all my colleagues to join with 
me and commend all of the people across the 
country who make the Catholic schools so 
successful. 

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in strong support of this resolution hon-
oring the contributions of Catholic schools in 
America. I congratulate the more than 8,000 
Catholic schools that serve this nation’s stu-
dents. I am a product of Catholic schools as 
a graduate of Holy Family High School in Bir-
mingham, Alabama so I know first hand about 
the value of a Catholic school education. 

According to the National Catholic Edu-
cation Association, Catholic schools serve 
over two and a half million students a year. 
With an impressive average student-teacher 
ratio of 17 to 1, Catholic schools provide the 
necessary one-on-one teaching that students 
need to learn. My graduating class of Holy 
Family had 23 students who graduated with 
me! I was able to bond with my classmates 
and had a true sense of family and support. 
My experiences with Sister Mary Catherine, 
Sister Mary Ambrose, Sister Mary Mathilda, 
Sister Jean Bernadette, Father Nathaniel, Fa-
ther Carl, and Father Alvin instilled in me and 
the other girls at Holy Family an appreciation 
for Math and Science that was unprecedented 
at that time. The same quality education that 
I enjoyed as a youth is making a difference in 
communities across the United States, includ-
ing my 37th District of California. 

I am proud of the four Catholic schools in 
my district that have created rigorous edu-
cational environments with quality teaching: 
St. Miguel Catholic School in Los Angeles, 
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California, Verbum Dei High School in Watts, 
California, St. Albert the Great Catholic School 
in Compton, California, Our Lady of Victory 
Grade School in Compton, California and St. 
Philomena Grade School in Carson, California. 
These schools make a tremendous contribu-
tion to the community and I am proud to rep-
resent them in Congress. 

Many years ago, my Catholic education 
spawned a love of learning that I have treas-
ured throughout my life. Institutions that gen-
erate this type of intellectual curiosity in our 
nation’s youth are critical to developing pro-
ductive, hardworking citizens and leaders of 
tomorrow. That is why I join my colleagues in 
recognizing America’s Catholic schools. I com-
mend the community of teachers, students, 
parents and administrators that have estab-
lished this high standard for learning that chal-
lenges and engages students. They are play-
ing an integral role in promoting and ensuring 
a brighter, stronger future for the children of 
today and the leaders of tomorrow. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise this 
afternoon to recognize the splendid reputation, 
the years of dedicated service, and the out-
standing achievement of Catholic Schools. 
During Catholic Schools Week, it gives me 
great pleasure to extend warm remarks that 
highlight the achievements of a leading institu-
tion that provides immeasurable educational 
support to neighborhoods and communities 
throughout our Nation. 

In fact, Catholic Schools in America have 
had a tremendous impact in the lives of many 
Americans. For example, Chicago has the 
Largest Catholic School System in the United 
States. It is comprised of 277 elementary 
schools serving close to 105,000 students. In 
addition to educating younger students, the 
Chicago Catholic School System provides di-
rection and oversight to 48 secondary schools; 
its programs and services reach the lives of 
33,648 teenagers. 

In Chicago and abroad, Catholic Schools 
have provided education and service to those 
that have been traditionally left behind in our 
society. For years, through their educational 
programs, they planted seeds of hope in the 
minds and hearts of many poor and neglected 
children, which have germinated to produce 
leaders and champions. 

So, I graciously thank our teachers, coun-
selors, Nuns, and Priests in our Catholic 
Schools for their years of dedicated service. 
And I urge them to ‘‘keep on, keeping on’’ as 
they continue to prepare our young to excel in 
the New Millennium. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
join my colleagues in recognizing the contribu-
tions of our Nation’s Catholic schools. As Fa-
ther Andrew Greeley of Chicago has ob-
served: ‘‘Our Nation’s Catholic schools are a 
seventh sacrament.’’ Today, we salute Catho-
lic teachers and students around the world. As 
a product of Catholic schools, back home in 
Toledo I can attest to the quality of instruction, 
the professional and nurturing approach of the 
many fine sisters, priests and lay teachers 
whom I remember so fondly, and in fact still 
count among my friends and advisors to this 
day. 

Despite the coarsening of our popular cul-
ture, what I call the ‘‘poverty of affluence’’, it 
is heartening to know that total Catholic school 

enrollment for the 1999–2000 school year was 
over 2.6 million students at more than 8,100 
schools. In my home state of Ohio, there are 
over 193,000 students attending 528 Catholic 
schools. In these quality institutions, joined by 
many fine public schools, character and com-
monly cherished values are instilled into gen-
eration after generation. Honesty, integrity, 
love of family and country, self-respect and 
self-discipline are just a few of the hallmark re-
sults of Catholic-based education. 

Catholic schools are one of the corner-
stones of our educational system providing 
faith based educational opportunities to those 
families who desire their children to have a 
Catholic faith based education. Catholic 
schools accept young people from every walk 
of life, from all economic and ethnic back-
grounds. These schools have played an his-
toric role in welcoming and teaching the sons 
and daughters of immigrants, whether they be 
Irish, Polish, Hungarian or Russian, whether 
they are African-American, or Chinese or 
Latino, just to name a few. In the heart of our 
Nation’s biggest cities and most humble rural 
towns, Catholic schools continue this mis-
sionary endeavor. 

It is my pleasure to honor the contributions 
of Catholic schools, both the men and women 
who lead and teach and care so deeply for 
our young people. Those students have made, 
and continue to make, a difference in the life 
of their families, communities and world. 

Our system of education is most appro-
priately conducted on the local level. There-
fore, it is both our right and responsibility to 
support our schools, our teachers, parents, 
support staff, administrators, our sisters and 
priests, and our children, whom we know will 
one day inherit and take responsibility for all of 
our work and world. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in support of our nation’s Catholic schools and 
the record of excellence they hold in our chil-
dren’s education. 

I believe our most profound responsibility is 
to ensure that every child has a first-class 
education, that no child is left behind and that 
all students share in the pride and promise of 
educational opportunity—Catholic education 
provides that opportunity. 

As a former student at the University of 
Notre Dame and a former teacher at Mount 
Saint Michael’s Academy in the Bronx, NY, I 
know the benefits Catholic schools and univer-
sities provide to students in America. 

Our children deserve the best schools in the 
world; they deserve schools that will help them 
meet the challenges of tomorrow. That is why 
I’m pleased with the bipartisan support H. 
Res. 28, ‘‘Honoring our Catholic Schools,’’ is 
receiving from my colleagues in the House 
today. 

America’s student drop-out rate is increas-
ing at an alarming pace. But our nation’s 
Catholic schools have given a diverse group 
of students the inspiration, environment and 
counsel they need to stay in school. A tribute 
to the strength and quality of a Catholic school 
education is the 95 percent graduation rate 
among Catholic high school seniors. 

America’s Catholic schools are internation-
ally acclaimed for providing small classrooms 
where each student can have the attention 
they need to achieve their future goals. Amer-

ica’s Catholic schools also graduate a record 
83 percent of students who go on to college. 

I believe that while we call for higher stand-
ards in our nation’s schools, we must also rec-
ognize those schools that are providing the 
education America’s students need to suc-
ceed. I am pleased to join with my colleagues 
in honoring the contributions of Catholic 
schools. After all, our children are our coun-
try’s most precious resource. 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to Catholic schools across America 
and back home in Illinois. All Catholic schools, 
their teachers, administrators, parents and stu-
dents should be congratulated for their vital 
role in promoting and ensuring a bright future 
for this country. 

It is amazing that Catholic Schools graduate 
95 percent of their students and that 83 per-
cent of Catholic high school graduates go on 
to college. I know that the education and, 
more importantly, the values, that were 
imbedded in me at St. Patrick’s high school in 
Chicago proved themselves invaluable in col-
lege and in my professional career. 

In my hometown of Chicago, the Catholic 
Archdiocese has an unparalleled record of 
educating students of all racial and economic 
backgrounds. Chicago has one of the largest 
Catholic school systems in the nation, and the 
best and the brightest in Chicago are often 
alumni of their Catholic schools. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I thank you for scheduling 
this vote honoring the contributions of Catholic 
Schools. It is my hope that they will continue 
to flourish and prosper for the benefit of mil-
lions of school children around the country. 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
honor of the National Appreciation Day for 
Catholic Schools. As a Catholic school grad-
uate, I know the value of a Catholic education. 
I know first hand that Catholic schools teach 
students discipline, pride and respect for 
learning. I am so grateful to the priests, nuns 
and lay persons who taught me at St. Peter’s 
Elementary, Holy Name Elementary, 
Parmadale, St. Aloysius Elementary, St. 
Colman Elementary and St. John Cantius High 
School for their love and guidance through my 
formative years. 

I especially wish to recognize the delegation 
of students, teachers and parents that make 
the National Appreciation Day for Catholic 
Schools a special day. Their commitment to 
ensuring an exceptional education and main-
taining quality Catholic schools ensures that 
Catholic students in the future will continue to 
benefit from outstanding educational opportu-
nities. An overwhelming percentage of Catho-
lic high school graduates attend college, which 
is a sign of the excellent work of our Catholic 
School system. 

I would also like to recognize the National 
Catholic Educational Association (NCEA) for 
their efforts to promote educational and 
catechnetical goals. By sponsoring programs 
like the Seton Awards, which recognize indi-
viduals who have made outstanding contribu-
tions to Catholic education, the NCEA works 
diligently to insure better education across 
America. 

Providing quality educational opportunities 
for all children is one of the most important 
goals of our society. I am encouraged by the 
ongoing involvement of the students, teachers 
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and parents who are observing the National 
Appreciation Day for Catholic Schools. 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to join my colleagues in celebrating 
Catholic Schools. 

As a student at St. Mary’s elementary 
school in St. Croix from kindergarten through 
eighth grade, a graduate of St. Joseph’s 
Mountain School in St. Joseph’s, New York, 
and St. Mary’s College, Notre Dame Indiana, 
I personally owe a debt of gratitude to Catholic 
schools for what I have been able to achieve. 

Catholic schools across the country have 
contributed greatly to the communities in 
which they exist and the nation at large. Nu-
merous studies show that parents place their 
children in Catholic schools for the superior 
academic achievement of Catholic school stu-
dents. They 1996 tests of the National As-
sessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) 
sponsored by the U.S. government dem-
onstrated that students in Catholic schools 
score higher than those in public schools. As 
a result, Catholic school education is becom-
ing a popular choice among parents. Catholic 
preschool enrollment has increased by nearly 
223% since 1987–88. 

As I pay tribute to the 8144 Catholic schools 
in this country, I want to pay tribute to those 
schools that have nurtured and educated me, 
those that I have already mentioned, and St. 
Pius V in Jamaica, New York. 

I also would also like to make special men-
tion of the Catholic Schools in my district—St. 
Mary’s, St. Joseph and St. Patrick’s in St. 
Croix, and Saints. Peter and Paul in St. Thom-
as. The people of the Virgin Islands and I ap-
preciate them for all they do and have done 
for the children of our islands. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join 
the sponsors of the H. Res. 28 in honoring the 
success of Catholic Schools in providing a 
quality education to millions of children around 
the country. However, I am concerned that 
this resolution also contains language that vio-
lates the sprit, if not the letter, of the establish-
ment clause of the first amendment, thus in-
sulting the millions of religious Americans who 
are struggling to educate their children free 
from federal control and endangering religious 
liberty. 

The success of Catholic schools has been 
remarkable. Catholic schools operating in the 
inner-city have been able to provide an excel-
lent education to students written off by the 
educational establishment as ‘‘unteachable.’’ 
Contrary to the claims of its critics, Catholic 
schools do not turn away large numbers of 
children in order to limit their enrollment to the 
‘‘best and the brightest.’’ In fact, a few years 
ago the Archdiocese of New York offered to 
enroll all students who had been expelled from 
New York’s public schools! Mr. Speaker, I 
have introduced legislation, the Family Edu-
cation Freedom Act (H.R. 368) which would 
help more parents afford to send their children 
to Catholic, or other religious schools, by pro-
viding them with a $3,000 tax credit for K–12 
education expenses. 

While I join with the sponsors of this legisla-
tion in praising Catholic schools, I am dis-
turbed by the language explicitly endorsing the 
goals of the United States Catholic Con-
ference. The Catholic Conference is an orga-
nization devoted to spreading and advancing 

Catholicism. While the Conference may ad-
vance other social goods through its work, 
those purposes are secondary to its primary 
function of advancing the Catholic faith. This is 
especially true in the case of Catholic schools 
which were founded and are operated with the 
explicit purpose of intergrating Catholic doc-
trine into K–12 education. 

Therefore, even though Congress intends to 
honor the ways Catholic schools help fulfill a 
secular goal, the fact is Congress cannot 
honor Catholic schools without endorsing ef-
forts to promulgate the Catholic faith. By sin-
gling out one sect over another, Congress is 
playing favors among religions. While this 
does not compare to the type of religious per-
secution experienced by many of the founders 
of this country, it is still an example of the type 
of federal favoritism among religions that the 
first amendment forbids. 

What is the superintendent of a Baptist pri-
vate school or a Pentecostal home schooler 
going to think when reading this resolution? 
That Congress does not think they provide 
children with an excellent education or that 
Congress does not deem their religious goals 
worthy of federal endorsement? In a free re-
public, the legislature should not be in the 
business of favoring one religion over another. 
I would also like to point out the irony of con-
sidering government favoritism of religion in 
the context of praising the Catholic schools, 
when early in this century Catholic schools 
where singled out for government-sanctioned 
discrimination because they were upholding 
the teachings of the Catholic Church. 

Allowing Congress to single out certain reli-
gions for honors not only insults those citizens 
whose faith is not recognized by Congress, it 
also threatens the religious liberty of those 
honored by Congress. This is because when 
the federal government begins evaluating reli-
gious institutions, some religious institutions 
may be tempted to modify certain of their 
teachings in order to curry favor with political 
leaders. I will concede that religious institu-
tions may not water down their faith in order 
to secure passage of ‘‘Sense of Congress res-
olutions,’’ however, the belief that it is proper 
to judge religious institutions by how effec-
tively they fulfill secular objectives is at the 
root of the proposals to entangle the federal 
government with state-approved religions by 
providing taxpayer dollars to religious organi-
zations in order to preform various social serv-
ices. Providing taxpayer money to churches 
creates the very real risk that a church may, 
for example, feel the need to downplay its 
teaching against abortion or euthanasia in 
order to maintain favor with a future pro-abor-
tion administration and thus not lose its federal 
funding. 

Of course, the idea that politicians should 
bestow favors on religions based on how well 
they fulfill the aims of the politicians is one 
that should be insulting to all believers no mat-
ter their faith. After all, despite what a few of 
my colleagues seem to think, Mr. Speaker, we 
in Congress are neither omnipotent nor divine. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I join the spon-
sors of H. Res. 28 in their admiration for the 
work of Catholic schools. However, I also 
have reservations about the language singling 
out the religious goals of one faith for praise. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker 
I rise in support of this measure to recognize 

the role Catholic Schools have played in the 
education of America’s Children. 

Last week over 8,200 Catholic elementary 
and secondary schools nationwide celebrated 
their 27th annual Catholic Schools Week. This 
event was established to increase support for 
private Catholic schools and to recognize their 
accomplishments and contributions to the 
country. 

‘‘Catholic Schools Week’’ celebrates edu-
cation that goes beyond preparation for a sec-
ular life; it is an education that prepares stu-
dents for a Christian life. Parents who chose 
to send their children to Catholic Schools do 
so because they not only want their children to 
have an excellent education in reading, writing 
and arithmetic, they also want them to have a 
Christian education. 

Although public schools can prepare chil-
dren for a secular life through a good edu-
cation, they are constitutionally bound not to 
extend their role as educators into the area of 
religious education. I strongly urge parents 
who would like the benefits of public education 
and the rewards of faith based education to 
make a commitment to work with those reli-
gious communities that share their beliefs in 
the development of after school and weekend 
parochial programs. 

This bill states that Congress supports the 
goals of Catholic Schools Week, an event 
sponsored by the National Catholic Education 
Association and the U.S. Catholic Conference, 
and congratulates Catholic schools, students, 
parents, and teachers for their contributions to 
education. 

Catholic schools teach a diverse group of 
students, 24 percent of whom are minorities. 
Moreover, only three percent of Catholic high 
school drop out of school and 83 percent go 
on to attend college. 

Finally, the resolution states that, by pro-
viding an intellectually stimulating environment 
rich in moral guidance, Catholic schools 
produce students and, ultimately, citizens who 
are strongly dedicated to their faith and com-
munities. 

I offer my heart felt thanks to the Catholic 
Schools across the nation for their dedication 
to excellence in the classroom as they prepare 
young people to achieve excellence in life. In 
closing I would like to extend a special thanks 
to the Catholic Schools in Houston like Saint 
Philips High School, and Saint Pius High 
School. 

Mrs. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
support this resolution on Catholic education, 
and to share with my colleagues some of the 
rich history and achievements of Catholic 
schools in New Mexico. 

The Catholic Church has had a presence in 
the American Southwest for over 400 years. 
Before public education was established in 
New Mexico, Catholic friars began teaching at 
local Indian pueblos. In the early 1800s, the 
Spanish government, cooperating with the 
Catholic Church, established schools in the 
territory of New Mexico. 

Today New Mexico has 29 Catholic elemen-
tary schools and 4 secondary schools. Over 
8,000 New Mexico children are enrolled in 
Catholic schools and the ethnic composition of 
the student body reflects the rich diversity of 
New Mexico (Hispanic 43%, Anglo 31%, 
American Indian 11%). I am very proud of 
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New Mexico’s Catholic schools and their stu-
dents. Last year 324 students graduated from 
Catholic high schools in New Mexico. This is 
a 99% graduation rate and, of those, 99% 
went on to post-secondary education. 

It’s the dawn of a new century: It is a cen-
tury in which knowledge is a commodity chil-
dren must have to succeed. Catholic schools 
across America are giving our children this op-
portunity. 

Catholic schools have given New Mexico’s 
children the wings they need to achieve their 
dreams. As Catholic schools nationwide cele-
brate Catholic school week, we thank them. 

Mr. SANCHEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TIBERI) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
agree to the resolution, House Resolu-
tion 28. 

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. TIBERI. 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. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6 p.m. 

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 11 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
until approximately 6 p.m. 

f 

b 1800 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mrs. BIGGERT) at 6 p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will now put the question on motions 
to suspend the rules on which further 
proceedings were postponed earlier 
today. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: House Joint Resolution 7, by the 
yeas and nays, and House Resolution 
28, by the yeas and nays. 

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first such vote in this series. 

RECOGNIZING 90TH BIRTHDAY OF 
RONALD REAGAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the joint 
resolution, House Joint Resolution 7. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PLATTS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the joint resolution, H.J. 
Res. 7, on which the yeas and nays are 
ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 410, nays 0, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 7, not voting 16, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 9] 

YEAS—410 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Allen 
Andrews 
Armey 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldacci 
Baldwin 
Ballenger 
Barcia 
Barr 
Barrett 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bass 
Bentsen 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop 
Blagojevich 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonior 
Borski 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Bryant 
Burr 
Burton 
Callahan 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Carson (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chambliss 
Clay 
Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Collins 
Combest 
Condit 

Cooksey 
Costello 
Cox 
Coyne 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Thomas 

M. 
Deal 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ehrlich 
Emerson 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Fletcher 
Foley 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Ganske 
Gekas 
Gephardt 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gilman 
Gonzalez 
Goode 

Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Graham 
Granger 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall (OH) 
Hall (TX) 
Hansen 
Harman 
Hart 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Herger 
Hill 
Hilleary 
Hilliard 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Horn 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hyde 
Inslee 
Isakson 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kerns 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind (WI) 
King (NY) 

Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
LaFalce 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Largent 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Luther 
Maloney (CT) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Mascara 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mink 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Morella 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nethercutt 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 

Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Ose 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Phelps 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Riley 
Rivers 
Rodriguez 
Roemer 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roukema 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Rush 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Sawyer 
Saxton 
Scarborough 
Schaffer 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 

Shimkus 
Shows 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Sisisky 
Skeen 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spence 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stump 
Stupak 
Sununu 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Thune 
Thurman 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Traficant 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Watkins 
Watt (NC) 
Watts (OK) 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson 
Wolf 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—7 

DeFazio 
Johnson, E. B. 
Lee 

Sanchez 
Stark 
Waters 

Woolsey 

NOT VOTING—16 

Becerra 
Bono 
Brown (FL) 
Buyer 
Cannon 
Conyers 

Graves 
Greenwood 
Grucci 
Hefley 
Maloney (NY) 
McInnis 

Moakley 
Osborne 
Quinn 
Rogers (KY) 

b 1827 

Ms. SANCHEZ and Ms. WATERS 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
‘‘present.’’ 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the joint resolution was passed. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:45 Feb 28, 2007 Jkt 029102 PO 00000 Frm 00018 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR01\H06FE1.000 H06FE1er
jo

ne
s 

on
 P

R
O

D
P

C
74

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 1413 February 6, 2001 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated for: 
Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

9, I did not have a beeper notification. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 9, 
I didn’t get a beeper notification and the vote 
was not recorded. Had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BIGGERT). Pursuant to the provisions of 
clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair will re-
duce to a minimum of 5 minutes the 
period of time within which a vote by 
electronic device may be taken on each 
additional motion to suspend the rules 
on which the Chair has postponed fur-
ther proceedings. 

f 

HONORING CONTRIBUTIONS OF 
CATHOLIC SCHOOLS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the 
resolution, H. Res. 28. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TIBERI) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
agree to the resolution, H. Res. 28, 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 412, nays 0, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 19, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 10] 

YEAS—412 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Allen 
Andrews 
Armey 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldacci 
Baldwin 
Ballenger 
Barcia 
Barr 
Barrett 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bass 
Bentsen 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop 
Blagojevich 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 

Bonilla 
Bonior 
Borski 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Bryant 
Burr 
Burton 
Callahan 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Carson (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chambliss 
Clay 
Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Collins 
Combest 
Condit 

Costello 
Cox 
Coyne 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Thomas 

M. 
Deal 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 

Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ehrlich 
Emerson 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Fletcher 
Foley 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Ganske 
Gekas 
Gephardt 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gilman 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall (OH) 
Hall (TX) 
Hansen 
Harman 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Herger 
Hill 
Hilleary 
Hilliard 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Horn 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hyde 
Inslee 
Isakson 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 

Kerns 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind (WI) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
LaFalce 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Largent 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Luther 
Maloney (CT) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Mascara 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mink 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Morella 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nethercutt 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 

Phelps 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Riley 
Rivers 
Rodriguez 
Roemer 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Roukema 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Rush 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Sanchez 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Sawyer 
Saxton 
Scarborough 
Schaffer 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shows 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Sisisky 
Skeen 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spence 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stump 
Stupak 
Sununu 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Thune 
Thurman 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Traficant 

Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden 
Walsh 
Wamp 

Waters 
Watkins 
Watt (NC) 
Watts (OK) 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 

Wicker 
Wilson 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1 

Paul 

NOT VOTING—19 

Becerra 
Bono 
Brown (FL) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Cannon 
Conyers 

Cooksey 
Fattah 
Greenwood 
Grucci 
Hefley 
Maloney (NY) 
McInnis 

Moakley 
Quinn 
Rogers (KY) 
Rothman 
Weldon (FL) 

b 1839 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. GRUCCI. Madam Speaker, due to the 
death of my mother-in-law, Mrs. Carmella 
Fierro, I was unable to participate in today’s 
recorded votes. However, I would have voted 
in the affirmative on each of the three suspen-
sion bills on today’s agenda: 

H.J. Res. 7 Recognizing the 90th Birthday 
of Ronald Reagan, H.R. 395 Ronald Reagan 
Post Office Designation, and H. Res. 28 Hon-
oring the Contributions of Catholic Schools. 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE SPEAKER TO 
ENTERTAIN A MOTION TO SUS-
PEND RULES ON WEDNESDAY, 
FEBRUARY 7, 2001 

Mr. WAMP. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Speaker 
be authorized to entertain a motion to 
suspend the rules relating to H.R. 132 
on Wednesday, February 7, 2001. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BIGGERT). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee? 

There was no objection. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

PRESIDENT REAGAN TURNS 90 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Madam Speaker, 
tonight we celebrate the 90th birthday 
of President Ronald Reagan, and I 
would like to read some lines from a 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE1414 February 6, 2001 
column that appeared on Sunday in the 
London Times in London, England. It 
was written by Andrew Sullivan, and 
frankly I cannot say this better than 
he did about a President that I have 
admired literally for many, many 
years. Let me read and I quote: ‘‘He 
will turn 90 on Tuesday, but in all like-
lihood he will barely be aware of it. 
The cruelty of Alzheimer’s has robbed 
Ronald Reagan of the capacity for 
clear memory. But that doesn’t apply 
to the rest of us. 

‘‘He seems, in some respects, a his-
torical oddity now, his political and 
cultural presence obscured by the Clin-
ton psychodrama and the Bush dy-
nasty. But his successors do not begin 
to compare—either in achievement or 
legacy.’’ 

b 1845 
Madam Speaker, Reagan stood for 

two simple but indisputably big things: 
the expansion of freedom at home and 
the extinction of tyranny abroad. He 
achieved both. 

When he came into office, the top tax 
rates in the United States were 70 per-
cent. Against all odds, Reagan slashed 
the top rate to 28 percent and ignited 
the economic boom that is still with 
us. 

He was right about taxation and the 
role of government. He was also right 
about the other great question of his 
day, the Soviet Union. 

I will never forget the moment I 
heard his ‘‘evil empire’’ speech. It was 
broadcast on Radio 4 with skeptical 
British commentary about this inflam-
matory new president who knew noth-
ing about the complexities of com-
munism. 

But for all the criticism, what came 
through in my teenage brain was the 
actual truth. Yes, the Soviet Union was 
evil. Who now doubts that? He alone 
saw that communism was destined to 
be put on the ash heap of history, as he 
told the House of Commons, and he 
helped put it there. 

Think of Tony Blair and Bill Clinton. 
In the 1980s, they were nuclear freeze 
supporters; and yet both now 
thoughtlessly enjoy the soft and easy 
fruits of a greater man’s courage. 

The critics harp on the economic 
deficits of the Reagan era, but the 
truth is that the Federal revenue 
boomed on Reagan’s watch. What cre-
ated the deficits was an unprecedented 
increase in defense spending, the bar-
gaining chip that eventually forced the 
Soviets to surrender. 

The end of the welfare entitlement 
was also presaged by Reagan. Reagan’s 
unlikeliest dream, the nuclear missile 
defense, is also still with us. Lam-
pooned as ‘‘Star Wars,’’ it will soon re-
gain the pre-eminence it deserves in 
American military defense, as Donald 
Rumsfeld aggressively moves it for-
ward. 

He was devoted to his second wife 
with a romantic zeal, wore a coat and 

tie at all times in the Oval Office, a 
room he considered sacred. 

Madam Speaker, it takes time to rec-
ognize greatness and sometimes it ap-
pears in the oddest forms. When he 
dies, this country will go into shock. 
For Americans know in their hearts 
that this unlikely man understood the 
deepest meaning of their country in a 
way nobody else has done for a genera-
tion. 

Madam Speaker, I remember when 
Ronald Reagan, just outside of this 
Capitol, stepped aboard Marine One for 
the last time and saluted back and left 
the presidency. I remember turning to 
my wife and saying, ‘‘He was a long 
time coming. He will be a long time 
gone.’’ 

Mr. President, on behalf of a grateful 
Nation, let me say, thank you, God 
bless you, and happy birthday. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Madam 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Madam 
Speaker, I so much appreciate my col-
league for taking a moment to express 
his deep appreciation for truly one of 
the greatest Americans of all time, 
former governor of California and 
President of the United States, Ronald 
Reagan. 

I want to share with my colleagues 
just a couple of thoughts because my 
colleague has been kind enough to take 
this time. 

I will never forget, while a member of 
the State Legislature, one day listen-
ing to television as I heard for the first 
time Ronald Reagan giving a speech for 
then candidate for President Barry 
Goldwater. And I rolled over and said 
to my family, ‘‘By golly, he ought to 
run for governor of California.’’ And by 
golly, not very far after that, he did 
run and was successfully elected. 

During that period of time, it was my 
privilege to work very closely with the 
governor. And people should know this 
about Ronald Reagan, two items I 
would mention. The first is it was my 
privilege to work with him on what is 
now known as the Child Development 
Act of 1972. It was the first quality pre-
school day-care act in the country and 
now serves as a model for the country, 
a Ronald Reagan-signed bill in 1972. 
And 25 years later the Federal Govern-
ment discovered it might be an issue. 

Another item: In the southland in my 
district in California, air quality is by 
far the most serious challenge we faced 
in the last 20 or 30 years. It was Ronald 
Reagan who signed model language de-
veloping a regional district that has 
developed the toughest clean air stand-
ards in the entire country, leading the 
country. 

Above and beyond that, let me say 
that the gentleman is correct at point-
ing to this great man as President of 
the United States. 

TRIBUTE TO RONALD REAGAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BIGGERT). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. LEWIS) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Madam 
Speaker, I wanted to further say to the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) that the job that Ronald 
Reagan did as President, my colleague 
has expressed almost the wonderment 
of that very well. But the thing that we 
must all remember is that the East- 
West confrontation is now a thing of 
the past, and indeed we are on a path-
way for long-term opportunities for 
peace, not just for the United States 
but for the world; and if it were not for 
Ronald Reagan’s leadership, I cannot 
say that we would be there today. 

So while I will be happy to yield to 
my colleague, I very much appreciate 
his commentary in working with us at 
this very serious time in his life con-
gratulating him on his 90th birthday. 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Madam Speaker, 
if the gentleman would yield, if I could 
just say, I was one who sort of came of 
age politically under Ronald Reagan, 
and he was and always will be to me a 
tremendous teacher of true principles, 
and he seemed to have a tremendous 
understanding of the American people. 

We certainly wish our current Presi-
dent, George W. Bush, the best. And we 
all, I think, could be better students of 
what Ronald Reagan tried to teach; 
and if we learn nothing else, it is that 
we need to continue to relearn those 
simple principles, I think we will all be 
better served. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Madam 
Speaker, I certainly very much appre-
ciate the consideration of my col-
league. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON). 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Madam 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

Let me just say that tonight we are 
going to hear, my colleagues, all kinds 
of great things that Ronald Reagan ac-
complished as President of the United 
States. But I want to tell my col-
leagues real briefly a little personal 
aside that happened to me. 

My mother and stepfather, who died 2 
years ago, both were working class peo-
ple. My mother worked as a waitress 
for 18 years at L.S. Ayres & Co. Tea-
room. She used to bring her tips home 
to help keep the house afloat. And my 
stepfather was what they called a sand 
hog in a foundry. Not very glamorous 
jobs. 

When I entered politics, I told them 
one day I wanted to be a congressman 
to serve in the United States Congress. 
And, of course, they both had great as-
pirations for me, but they, in the back 
of their minds, thought I would never 
make it. 

So I promised my mom and my dad 
that, if I ever made it to the United 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 1415 February 6, 2001 
States Congress, I was going to take 
them in the front door of the White 
House to meet the President of the 
United States, not the back door, but 
the front door. 

And so, the time came when I was 
elected; and it just so happened that 
Ronald Reagan was the President of 
the United States and a man whom I 
think was one of the greatest Presi-
dents we ever had. The day came when 
I was going to take my mom and dad 
over to the White House and go in the 
front door to meet the President. And 
unbeknownst to me, Ronald Reagan’s 
staff, because the President had asked 
them to, had called and said, we want 
to know something about Dan Burton, 
his background and everything before 
he comes over so we can talk to his 
parents. 

And when we went in the Oval Office 
to meet the President of the United 
States, this little waitress and this 
man who worked in a foundry all his 
life getting up at 5:30 in the morning, 
he walked in and he shook their hands 
and he started telling them what a 
great guy I was, and told them all the 
things he knew about me and what a 
great asset I was to the United States 
Congress. He did not need to do that, 
but it sure was great for me and it was 
great for my mom and dad. 

And so, I thank President Reagan 
very much for making my mom and 
dad feel like they were two of the 
proudest people in the United States 
one day in my life. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Madam 
Speaker, I say to the President, our 
colleagues and all Americans join to-
gether in joining Ronald Reagan, our 
great President, a very happy 90th 
birthday. 

f 

FAMILY FARM EMERGENCY 
ENERGY ASSISTANCE ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. SHOWS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SHOWS. Madam Speaker, the un-
usually cold winter and the dramatic 
increase in heating costs are hurting 
everybody in my State of Mississippi. 

Clearly, we need to encourage more 
domestic production of oil and gas. 

But in Mississippi, we need imme-
diate action, we need help today, espe-
cially for our region’s agriculture in-
dustry. 

Some farmers and ranchers have seen 
their gas bills double and triple over 
the last year. And this is through no 
fault of their own. 

Our own local economy depends on 
agricultural production, which is a 
major employer in many of our com-
munities. 

These days the industry has been 
devastated by the dramatic rise in the 
cost of gas. This may not be a natural 
disaster, like a tornado or a flood, but 

this is a disaster just the same. This is 
an economic disaster that threatens 
the very existence of farms throughout 
our region. 

Today I introduced a bill that will 
provide both immediate and long-term 
emergency assistance to our farmers 
and ranchers. My bill, the Family 
Farm Emergency Energy Assistance 
Act, will authorize the Secretary of 
Agriculture to provide grants that 
would not have to be repaid to help 
local agricultural producers deal im-
mediately with financial pressures 
caused by this crisis. 

This bill would also make low-inter-
est loans available to help deal with 
the energy crisis for the months ahead. 

This important legislation needs to 
be enacted quickly. Our farmers need 
help, and they need it now. 

I am calling upon our leaders in Con-
gress to move this emergency assist-
ance bill quickly to passage. I will not 
rest until the Family Farm Emergency 
Energy Assistance Act becomes law. 

f 

EIGHTH ANNIVERSARY OF FAMILY 
AND MEDICAL LEAVE ACT 

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. Madam Speaker, yes-
terday was the eighth anniversary of 
the signing of the Family and Medical 
Leave Act. 

Since 1993, that landmark legislation 
has allowed 35 million Americans to 
take time off from their jobs to be with 
children or ailing relatives without 
fear of losing their jobs. That is peace 
of mind for the American worker, and 
it is something that all workers need 
and deserve. 

But even with FMLA in place, not all 
parents are taking the time off that is 
available to them. In fact, a recent 
study by the U.S. Department of Labor 
found that 88 percent of eligible em-
ployees who need time off do not take 
it because they cannot afford to go 
without a paycheck. 

Scientific research shows that early 
bonding between parent and child is ex-
ceptionally critical to that child’s fu-
ture, to that child’s success. Yet 83 per-
cent of women who give birth are back 
to work within 6 months, and 70 per-
cent of them say it is because they 
need the money. 

Madam Speaker, America’s children 
are paying the price for their parents’ 
need to earn a living; and those parents 
are forced to choose between the needs 
of their children and putting food on 
the table. And that is not right. 

The Family and Medical Leave Act 
has helped millions of families. But 
what we are finding out is there are 
millions more who are being left be-
hind. It is time that the United States 
joined the more than 120 countries 
around the world that provide paid 
leave for new parents. 

Let us face it, times are changing. If 
today’s children are lucky enough to 
have two parents living with them, 
chances are that both parents are in 
the workforce and they work outside of 
the home. Parents are working hard. 
They are commuting long hours. And it 
is our children who are being left be-
hind due to today’s hectic lifestyles. 

Studies find that parents are spend-
ing an average of 52 days a year less 
with their children than they did 30 
years ago, 52 days a year less with their 
children. 

We have to give parents the tools 
they need to bridge the gap between 
work and family, especially when there 
is a new baby in the home. 

Along with Senator CHRIS DODD of 
Connecticut, I have, again with this 
Congress, introduced legislation to pro-
vide start-up funding for States that 
want to establish paid leave programs 
for new parents. 

Already, my State of California of-
fers new moms paid maternity leave 
through their State Disability Insur-
ance. Women are eligible for up to 4 
weeks of leave before delivery and 6 
weeks after. That means a great deal 
for mothers. It means a lot to the 
newborns and the newly-adopted chil-
dren. And, in the long-run, it will mean 
a great deal for the children as they 
grow up and become successful and are 
working on their futures. 

But 10 weeks is not enough time. It is 
too short. 

As a member of the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce, I con-
tinue to work to make education our 
top priority. But I have come to realize 
that having the best schools and the 
best teachers in the world will not 
matter if kids are not ready to learn 
when they enter the classroom. 

One thing that we need to do to help 
them be ready to learn is have them 
bond with their parents right after 
birth or right after adoption. 

b 1900 

As my cochairs and I on the Demo-
cratic Caucus Task Force for Children 
came to the conclusion last year that 
part of our children’s agenda was paid 
for leave for new parents, we realize 
that it is more critical than ever to 
allow paid leave so that kids will get a 
good start. 

Madam Speaker, parents want to be 
there for their children. Children are 
their number one priority. As a parent 
and a grandmother, I know how impor-
tant those first weeks and months are 
to the parent and to the child. Let us 
show America’s families, their parents 
and their children that the Family and 
Medical Leave Act was a good start but 
that these parents, these families, de-
serve more. Let us make paid leave for 
new parents a priority in this Congress. 

Our children are 25 percent of our 
population, but they are 100 percent of 
our future. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE1416 February 6, 2001 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. 
Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed 
without amendment a joint resolution 
of the House of the following title: 

H. J. Res. 7. Joint resolution recognizing 
the 90th birthday of Ronald Reagan. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to Public Law 105–83, the 
Chair, on behalf of the Democratic 
Leader, announces the reappointment 
of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. DUR-
BIN) as a member of the National Coun-
cil on the Arts. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to section 2761 of title 22, 
United States Code, as amended, the 
Chair, on behalf of the President pro 
tempore, and upon the recommenda-
tion of the Democratic Leader, ap-
points the Senator from West Virginia 
(Mr. BYRD) as Co-Chairman of the Sen-
ate Delegation to the British-American 
Interparliamentary Group during the 
One Hundred Seventh Congress. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to Public Law 106–550, the 
Chair, on behalf of the Majority Lead-
er, announces the appointment of the 
following Senators to serve as members 
of the James Madison Commemoration 
Commission— 

the Senator from Virginia (Mr. WAR-
NER); and 

the Senator from Alabama (Mr. SES-
SIONS). 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to Public Law 106–398, the 
Chair, on behalf of the Majority Lead-
er, announces the appointment of the 
following individuals to serve as mem-
bers of the Commission on the Future 
of the United States Aerospace Indus-
try— 

William Schneider, Jr., of New York; 
and] 

Robert J. Stevens, of Maryland. 
f 

PUBLICATION OF THE RULES OF 
THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICI-
ARY 107TH CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam Speaker, 
pursuant to clause 2(a)(2) of Rule XI of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, I here-
by submit the rules of the Committee on the 
Judiciary for the 107th Congress for publica-
tion in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. These 
rules were adopted by the Committee on Jan-
uary 31, 2001, in a meeting that was open to 
the public. 
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COMMITTEE 

ON THE JUDICIARY, RULES OF PROCEDURE, 
ONE HUNDRED SEVENTH CONGRESS, ADOPTED 
JANUARY 31, 2001 

MEMBERS OF COMMITTEE—ONE HUNDRED 
SEVENTH CONGRESS 

F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr., Wisconsin, 
Chairman, Henry J. Hyde, Illinois, George W. 
Gekas, Pennsylvania, Howard Coble, North 

Carolina, Lamar S. Smith, Texas, Elton 
Gallegly, California, Bob Goodlatte, Vir-
ginia, Steve Chabot, Ohio, Bob Barr, Geor-
gia, William L. Jenkins, Tennessee, Asa 
Hutchinson, Arkansas, Chris Cannon, Utah, 
Lindsey O. Graham, South Carolina, Spencer 
Bachus, Alabama, Joe Scarborough, Florida, 
John N. Hostettler, Indiana, Mark Green, 
Wisconsin, Ric Keller, Florida, Darrell E. 
Issa, California, Melissa A. Hart, Pennsyl-
vania, and Jeff Flake, Arizona. 

John Conyers, Jr., Michigan, Barney 
Frank, Massachusetts, Howard L. Berman, 
California, Rick Boucher, Virginia, Jerrold 
Nadler, New York, Robert C. Scott, Virginia, 
Melvin L. Watt, North Carolina, Zoe 
Lofgren, California, Sheila Jackson Lee, 
Texas, Maxine Waters, California, Martin T. 
Meehan, Massachusetts, William D. 
Delahunt, Massachusetts, Robert Wexler, 
Florida, Steven R. Rothman, New Jersey, 
Tammy Baldwin, Wisconsin, and Anthony D. 
Weiner, New York. 

RULES OF PROCEDURE 
Rule I 

The Rules of the House of Representatives 
are the rules of the Committee on the Judici-
ary and its subcommittees with the fol-
lowing specific additions thereto. 
Rule II. Committee Meetings 

(a) The regular meeting day of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary for the conduct of 
its business shall be on Tuesday of each week 
while the House is in session. 

(b) Additional meetings may be called by 
the Chairman and a regular meeting of the 
Committee may be dispensed with when, in 
the judgment of the Chairman, there is no 
need therefor. 

(c) At least 24 hours (excluding Saturdays, 
Sundays and legal holidays when the House 
is not in session) before each scheduled Com-
mittee or subcommittee meeting, each Mem-
ber of the Committee or subcommittee shall 
be furnished a list of the bill(s) and subject(s) 
to be considered and/or acted upon at the 
meeting. Bills or subjects not listed shall be 
subject to a point of order, unless their con-
sideration is agreed to by a two-thirds vote 
of the Committee or subcommittee. 

(d) The Chairman, with such notice to the 
ranking Minority Member as is practicable, 
may call and convene, as he considers nec-
essary, additional meetings of the Com-
mittee for the consideration of any bill or 
resolution pending before the Committee or 
for the conduct of other Committee business. 
The Committee shall meet for such purpose 
pursuant to that call of the Chairman. 

(e) Committee and subcommittee meetings 
for the transaction of business, i.e., meetings 
other than those held for the purpose of tak-
ing testimony, shall be open to the public ex-
cept when the Committee or subcommittee 
determines by majority vote to close the 
meeting because disclosure of matters to be 
considered would endanger national security, 
would compromise sensitive law enforcement 
information, or would tend to defame, de-
grade or incriminate any person or otherwise 
would violate any law or rule of the House. 

(f) Every motion made to the Committee 
and entertained by the Chairman shall be re-
duced to writing upon demand of any Mem-
ber, and a copy made available to each Mem-
ber present. 

(g) For purposes of taking any action at a 
meeting of the full Committee or any sub-
committee thereof, a quorum shall be con-
stituted by the presence of not less than one- 
third of the Members of the Committee or 
subcommittee, except that a full majority of 
the Members of the Committee or sub-

committee shall constitute a quorum for 
purposes of reporting a measure or rec-
ommendation from the Committee or sub-
committee, closing a meeting to the public, 
or authorizing the issuance of a subpoena. 

(h) Transcripts of markups shall be re-
corded and may be published in the same 
manner as hearings before the committee 
and shall be included as part of the legisla-
tive report unless waived by the Chairman. 
Rule III. Hearings 

(a) The Committee Chairman or any sub-
committee chairman shall make public an-
nouncement of the date, place, and subject 
matter of any hearing to be conducted by it 
on any measure or matter at least one week 
before the commencement of that hearing. If 
the Chairman of the Committee, or sub-
committee, with the concurrence of the 
ranking Minority Member, determines there 
is good cause to begin the hearing sooner, or 
if the Committee or subcommittee so deter-
mines by majority vote, a quorum being 
present for the transaction of business, the 
Chairman or subcommittee chairman shall 
make the announcement at the earliest pos-
sible date. 

(b) Committee and subcommittee hearings 
shall be open to the public except when the 
Committee or subcommittee determines by 
majority vote to close the meeting because 
disclosure of matters to be considered would 
endanger national security, would com-
promise sensitive law enforcement informa-
tion, or would tend to defame, degrade or in-
criminate any person or otherwise would vio-
late any law or rule of the House. 

(c) For purposes of taking testimony and 
receiving evidence before the Committee or 
any subcommittee, a quorum shall be con-
stituted by the presence of two Members. 

(d) In the course of any hearing each Mem-
ber shall be allowed five minutes for the in-
terrogation of a witness until such time as 
each Member who so desires has had an op-
portunity to question the witness. 

(e) The transcripts of those hearings con-
ducted by the committee which are decided 
to be printed shall be published in verbatim 
form, with the material requested for the 
record inserted at that place requested, or at 
the end of the record, as appropriate. Indi-
viduals, including Members of Congress, 
whose comments are to be published as part 
of a committee document shall be given the 
opportunity to verify the accuracy of the 
transcription in advance of publication. Any 
requests by those Members, staff or wit-
nesses to correct any errors other than er-
rors in the transcription, or disputed errors 
in transcription, shall be appended to the 
record, and the appropriate place where the 
change is requested will be footnoted. Prior 
to approval by the Chairman of hearings con-
ducted jointly with another congressional 
committee, a memorandum of understanding 
shall be prepared which incorporates an 
agreement for the publication of the ver-
batim transcript. 
Rule IV. Broadcasting 

Whenever a hearing or meeting conducted 
by the Committee or any subcommittee is 
open to the public, those proceedings shall be 
open to coverage by television, radio and 
still photography except when the hearing or 
meeting is closed pursuant to the Committee 
Rules of Procedure. 
Rule V. Standing Subcommittees 

(a) The full Committee shall have jurisdic-
tion over the following subject matters: anti-
trust law, tort liability, including medical 
malpractice and product liability, legal re-
form generally, and such other matters as 
determined by the Chairman. 
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(b) There shall be five standing sub-

committees of the Committee on the Judici-
ary, with jurisdictions as follows: 

(1) Subcommittee on Courts, the Internet, and 
Intellectual Property: copyright, patent and 
trademark law, information technology, ad-
ministration of U.S. courts, Federal Rules of 
Evidence, Civil and Appellate Procedure, ju-
dicial ethics, other appropriate matters as 
referred by the Chairman, and relevant over-
sight. 

(2) Subcommittee on the Constitution: con-
stitutional amendments, constitutional 
rights, federal civil rights laws, ethics in 
government, other appropriate matters as 
referred by the Chairman, and relevant over-
sight. 

(3) Subcommittee on Commercial and Adminis-
trative Law: bankruptcy and commercial law, 
bankruptcy judgeships, administrative law, 
independent counsel, state taxation affecting 
interstate commerce, interstate compacts, 
other appropriate matters as referred by the 
Chairman, and relevant oversight. 

(4) Subcommittee on Crime: Federal Criminal 
Code, drug enforcement, sentencing, parole 
and pardons, Federal Rules of Criminal Pro-
cedure, prisons, other appropriate matters as 
referred by the Chairman, and relevant over-
sight. 

(5) Subcommittee on Immigration and Claims: 
immigration and naturalization, admission 
of refugees, treaties, conventions and inter-
national agreements, claims against the 
United States, federal charters of incorpora-
tion, private immigration and claims bills, 
other appropriate matters as referred by the 
Chairman, and relevant oversight. 

(c) The Chairman of the Committee and 
ranking Minority Member thereof shall be ex 
officio Members, but not voting Members, of 
each subcommittee to which such Chairman 
or ranking Minority member has not been 
assigned by resolution of the Committee. Ex 
officio Members shall not be counted as 
present for purposes of constituting a 
quorum at any hearing or meeting of such 
subcommittee. 
Rule VI. Powers and Duties of Subcommittees 

Each subcommittee is authorized to meet, 
hold hearings, receive evidence, and report 
to the full Committee on all mattes referred 
to it or under its jurisdiction. Subcommittee 
chairmen shall set dates for hearings and 
meetings of their respective subcommittees 
after consultation with the Chairman and 
other subcommittee chairmen with a view 
toward avoiding simultaneous scheduling of 
full Committee and subcommittee meetings 
or hearings whenever possible. 
Rule VII. Non-Legislative Reports 

No report of the Committee or sub-
committee which does not accompany a 
measure or matter for consideration by the 
House shall be published unless all Members 
of the Committee or subcommittee issuing 
the report shall have been apprised of such 
report and given the opportunity to give no-
tice of intention to file supplemental, addi-
tional, or dissenting views as part of the re-
port. In no case shall the time in which to 
file such views be less than three calendar 
days (excluding Saturdays, Sundays and 
legal holidays when the House is not in ses-
sion). 
Rule VIII. Committee Records 

The records of the Committee at the Na-
tional Archives and Records Administration 
shall be made available for public use ac-
cording to the Rules of the House. The Chair-
man shall notify the ranking Minority Mem-
ber of any decision to withhold a record oth-
erwise available, and the matter shall be pre-

sented to the Committee for a determination 
on the written request of any Member of the 
Committee. 

f 

PROTECTING OUR GREATEST MILI-
TARY ASSET: OUR MILITARY 
PERSONNEL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Speaker, as 
we begin the 107th Congress and our de-
bate turns to our national security, I 
want to remind our colleagues that we 
must remain vigilant in protecting the 
greatest asset in our defense arsenal, 
our military personnel. Without our 
soldiers, sailors, airmen and Marines, 
we cannot sail our ships, fly our fight-
ers, or put boots on the ground to pro-
tect our Nation’s interests here and 
abroad. 

Our highly qualified, well-trained 
military personnel are the core of our 
Nation’s defense. I am concerned that 
the new administration will rush to 
fund high visibility weapons systems 
with important political constitu-
encies, like the National Missile De-
fense, at the expense of ensuring that 
our military personnel remain the best 
in the world. 

I believe we must make every effort 
to continue to recruit quality service 
members to ensure the continued suc-
cess of our Armed Forces. With the 
good economic times, rising numbers 
of high school graduates going on to 
college, low unemployment, myriad job 
opportunities in the private sector, and 
a whole host of other factors, it is no 
secret that the military services have 
been experiencing difficulties in re-
cruiting and retaining enough qualified 
individuals. 

Last year, all of the services reached 
their yearly recruiting goals for en-
listed active duty personnel, but this 
success was not easily achieved. For 
example, the Air Force, which histori-
cally has an easier time recruiting, had 
to establish a special task force in 
order to improve its recruiting pro-
gram. This year, the services are fore-
casting that they will each make their 
active duty recruiting goals for en-
listed personnel. Time will tell. 

Active duty recruiting is not the 
only challenge facing the services. 
Maintaining a suitable reserve force to 
provide the additional support for our 
military is also a daunting challenge. 
Last year, two of the seven reserve 
components, the Navy Reserve and the 
Air Force Reserve, missed their en-
listed recruiting goals. 

Currently, the Army National Guard 
and the Naval Reserve are both on a 
path to miss their projected goals for 
this fiscal year. Both the Army and the 
Air National Guard are struggling to 
meet a higher recruiting mission with 
fewer recruiters than last year. With 

our growing dependence on the Guard 
and the Reserve, these difficulties are a 
cause for serious concern. Unlike years 
past, our military cannot operate effec-
tively without the participation of the 
National Guard and Reserve. So we 
must do everything possible to ensure 
that we devote sufficient resources to 
Reserve and Guard recruiting. 

Retaining those highly trained serv-
ice members who are already in the 
military is also vitally important. We 
cannot afford to lose the investment 
we make in our service members by 
failing to provide adequate education, 
training, working conditions and qual-
ity of life to make military service an 
attractive career option. Today, highly 
skilled, motivated individuals are 
being enticed to leave the military and 
to use their skills and expertise in the 
private sector. We simply cannot allow 
this trend to continue if we hope to re-
main the world’s most foremost mili-
tary power. 

Last year, enlisted retention was a 
particularly acute problem for the Air 
Force. In the officer corps, the Army 
missed its officer retention goal by 
1,069 while the Air Force was short 523. 
Many officers who leave are in the jun-
ior officer ranks. These are the leaders 
of tomorrow; and if we hope to keep 
them in the military, we must be re-
sponsive to their needs and concerns. 

Spending on high-tech weapons sys-
tems is important, but we simply can-
not afford to neglect the people side of 
our defense equation. The personnel 
and compensation systems of today are 
based on outdated notions which do not 
make sense for the 21st Century. For 
example, the up or out promotion sys-
tem may not make the most sense in 
an era where we have computer experts 
who aspire only to work with com-
puters for their entire careers. 

We need to revisit how the services 
fill critical specialty positions. The 
current retirement system, which pe-
nalizes those who do not stay for a full 
20-year career, clearly merits scrutiny. 
And although the Committee on Armed 
Services addressed retiree health care 
last year, it is clear to me that the 
TRICARE system, which also serves 
the active duty and reserve commu-
nities, is broken and needs to be fixed. 

If we do not attend to these people 
programs, all the sophisticated weap-
ons systems in the world will not do us 
any good because we will not have 
enough people who are smart enough 
and well trained enough to operate 
them. 

We simply cannot afford to let that 
happen. Therefore, as we begin this 
new millennium, let us renew our com-
mitment to the dedicated men and 
women who serve in our Nation’s mili-
tary and to ensuring that our Nation’s 
Armed Forces continue to be the best 
trained, most highly qualified force in 
the 21st Century. 
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HONORING FORMER PRESIDENT 

RONALD REAGAN ON HIS 90TH 
BIRTHDAY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

AKIN). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. KINGSTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, on this 
90th birthday of Ronald Reagan, I 
think all of us should be inspired; and 
we unfortunately are a country that 
has grown so cynical that, okay, it is 
not cool to say something nice about 
Ronald Reagan because I am a Demo-
crat or it is not good to say something 
about Jimmy Carter because I am a 
Republican. Yet, I think all people who 
have served in public service in the 
courthouses, in the school boards and 
in the Nation’s Capital, in the State 
legislatures around the country de-
serve respect for their contributions 
and for their attempts to make the 
world a better place. 

I was a college student when I first 
knew of Ronald Reagan. He was run-
ning for President in 1976. I was in the 
Ford camp, but I listened to his speech-
es very carefully and realized over the 
next several years that he, in fact, had 
something to contribute and something 
to say. 

Reagan’s ideas, I would say, were 
probably basic conservative philoso-
phies of less government, of individ-
ualism, of people solving problems and 
not government solving problems, and 
yet beyond that there seemed to be 
something else in him, a little twinkle 
in the eye that maybe captured our 
imagination; in the words of a poet, 
maybe took the ordinary and made 
them extraordinary, and had this abil-
ity to galvanize the people of America 
to try to do their best. In his inaugural 
address, his closing line was, ‘‘Good 
Morning, America.’’ And he would say 
repeatedly, after all, we are America; 
America, where great things happen. 

I had the opportunity this weekend 
to hear our new President, George W. 
Bush, speak, and I saw a lot of the 
same tendencies, a sincerity. The ideas 
are ideas that we in this Congress have 
debated many, many times, and yet 
there seems to be something new. 
There seems right now to be a new en-
ergy, a new chemistry in this town. 

People, I think, Democrat and Re-
publicans, are excited. Here we have a 
President of the United States who 
went to the Republican retreat this 
weekend, where we were doing our 
budget planning. No big deal, a Repub-
lican President going to a Republican 
retreat. Yet, after that he went to the 
Democrat retreat to talk to them, to 
reach out to them. Indeed, he has met 
several times over the past couple of 
weeks with Democrat group after Dem-
ocrat group, Democrat leader after 
Democrat leader, holding out his 
hands. 

In that Republican retreat this week-
end, rather than taking a partisan 

swing at the Democrats, who often 
were not so kind to him and did not 
show the same benevolent spirit or the 
magnanimity that he has, he held ev-
erything up with high integrity. He re-
ferred to Mr. DASCHLE with great re-
spect. He referred to the institution of 
Congress and the passing of legislation 
with great respect. 

I am looking forward to working 
with this gentleman. I like his ideas on 
education, local control for local 
school boards, the teacher in the class-
room who knows the kids’ names, 
where she will have a lot more input in 
the process. After all, that teacher 
knows what the needs of the classroom 
are. More professionals, more com-
puters, more classroom space, more 
bricks and mortar. The teacher who 
knows the children’s names, who 
knows which ones need a hugging and 
which ones need an A or a B; they are 
the ones who should be leading edu-
cation, not the bureaucracy out of 
Washington, D.C. 

I am very interested in his passion 
for education. 

On the subject of taxes, it is just this 
easy: If you knew that the Federal 
Government could operate, pay all of 
our obligations and all of our normal 
functions of government on your con-
tribution as a taxpayer, you would 
probably say, okay, I do not like pay-
ing my taxes but you need the money, 
fine. But if you found out we could do 
it on less than what you were paying 
in, you would probably want the money 
back. 

I had the opportunity to talk to a lit-
tle girl at Johnson High School over 
the break. She had a job, senior in high 
school, made $7.00 an hour. So I said to 
her, Julie, if you work for two hours, 
you make $14. Do you get to take it all 
home? 

She said, no. I have to pay about $4 in 
taxes. 

I said, okay. On the $14 you earn, you 
have to pay $4 in taxes. If you knew 
that I could run the government on 
$3.50 of that money, what would you 
want me to do with the extra 50 cents? 

She said, give it back to me. 
Now, why does she want it back and 

what is she going to do with that 
money? She is going to buy more CDs, 
more hamburgers, fill up her tank a 
few more times; and when she does 
that, she stimulates the economy, busi-
nesses expand, jobs are created, more 
opportunities, more people are work-
ing. Therefore, less people are on wel-
fare, more are paying taxes, more pay-
ing into the system than taking out of 
the system, and it is a win/win. It is 
what Adam Smith, the great econo-
mist, called the invisible hand of 
America that makes the whole engine 
thrive. 

If this senior in high school at John-
son High in Savannah, Georgia, could 
understand that, why is it so many 
people in Washington are confused 

about it? The surplus does not belong 
to the government. It belongs to the 17- 
year-old Julies around the country, 
and Bush understands this. I am look-
ing forward to working with the new 
President on this. 

On Social Security, he supports a 
lockbox. He says, we are going to save 
Social Security, not just for the next 
election but for the next generation. 
And in doing so, we are not going to 
change benefits for near-retirees or for 
retirees. We are not going to have a tax 
increase, and that is important. And 
from there on we are going to work on 
a bipartisan basis to do what is best for 
the American people. 

The reason I believe that we have a 
new President and a new administra-
tion in the White House is because 
George Bush dared to stick his foot in 
the water of issues. Rather than skirt-
ing around the edge, he got into the 
water. I think the American people are 
ready for a substantive debate on real 
issues that affect all of us. 

So on this birthday of Ronald 
Reagan, let me wish the Reagan family 
the best, but let me also wish the best 
to the Bush family and make a pledge 
that this Member of Congress is ready 
to work. 

f 

b 1915 

TRIBUTE TO RONALD REAGAN ON 
HIS 90TH BIRTHDAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
AKIN). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 3, 2001, the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. SCHAFFER) 
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and submit extraneous material 
on the following Special Order. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, this 

leadership Special Order is one that we 
dedicate to and devote the time to our 
40th President of the United States, 
Ronald Reagan, on the occasion of his 
90th birthday. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a number of 
Members on the majority side who 
have indicated a desire to speak during 
a portion of this Special Order. I have 
got a number of remarks I would like 
to make; but others here are here now, 
so I will immediately yield to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. CRANE). 

Mr. CRANE. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
express appreciation to my distin-
guished colleague from Colorado for 
taking this time this evening to honor 
a man who has had a profound impact 
on the lives of all of us, and a very 
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positive impact in my estimation, and 
I am a former U.S. history professor, I 
think the greatest impact of anybody 
in the lifetime of anyone today, a posi-
tive impact that has had a rever-
berating positive effect, not just here 
in the United States, but worldwide. 

I was familiar, of course, with Ronald 
Reagan, as one of the most popular and 
handsome movie actors growing up as a 
child and going to the movies; but it 
was not that Ronald Reagan that I got 
really attached to. Rather, it was dur-
ing the 1964 campaign. 

I was teaching history at Bradley 
University in Peoria, Illinois, at the 
time, and got involved. One of the 
things that was frustrating in that 
campaign was we were not commu-
nicating our message well on behalf of 
Barry Goldwater. But something that 
happened during that campaign was 
Ronald Reagan delivered a speech that 
was taped, and that taped message that 
Ronald Reagan delivered for Barry 
Goldwater in the 1964 campaign was far 
and away the most effective message in 
getting our word out to the people at 
the grassroots. It certainly turned me 
on. 

I was then intrigued to learn that 
Ronald Reagan had only been a Repub-
lican for 2 years. He had been a Demo-
crat until 1962; and he became a Repub-
lican that year, so he had been working 
on behalf of the values that he believed 
in, which extended beyond party lines. 

Ronald Reagan believed in the same 
values that he had believed in when he 
was still a registered Democrat, but he 
communicated them effectively, and 
that resounding message was some-
thing that we took from that 1964 cam-
paign on into future elections. It was 
something that got so many of us that 
were involved in the Goldwater cam-
paign excited that we pushed to try to 
get Ronald Reagan the nomination at 
the 1968 convention down in Miami. 

I know there was tribute paid for him 
getting elected Governor of California. 
That was demoralizing to us, because 
Ronald Reagan felt that to continue to 
go from the election of governor to 
seeking the Presidential nomination 
was not proper. So we were dis-
appointed that our troops were split 
down in Miami, and I was down there 
working behind the scenes for Ronald 
Reagan at that time. 

In 1976 again we had that window of 
opportunity, and we all got charged up 
and excited. I must confess to you that 
the biggest disappointment I have ever 
experienced in politics was when Ron-
ald Reagan, by that very narrow mar-
gin, lost the nomination in 1976. I re-
member standing on a balcony at one 
of the hotels down there with tears in 
my eyes, because I was fearful that was 
the end of the Ronald Reagan can-
didacy. 

Because of that, I got in that Presi-
dential race in 1980, in the summer of 
1978, because it was the principles I be-

lieved in; and I was fearful that Ronald 
Reagan might wait until the end of 1979 
and then say, Well, Mommy and I have 
looked at it and decided to go to the 
ranch. I figured there was no way I 
could get name identification between 
the end of 1979 and getting into that 
Presidential cycle. As a result, I en-
tered that race. 

Ronald Reagan ended up getting in 
that race, as you all know, and I told 
him at the time, because I only got 2 
percent of the vote in the New Hamp-
shire primary, I knew it was all his-
tory, I was going to stick it out 
through the Illinois primary in mid- 
March because our candidates out 
there were on the ballot indicating who 
they were going to support at the con-
vention, and they were all going to 
take a bath if they had my name after 
theirs, and I figured I had an obligation 
to take a bath with them. But I reas-
sured Ronald Reagan that all of those 
people would support him and I would 
support him as soon as we got Illinois 
behind us. That is exactly what hap-
pened. 

We went on, as you well know, to the 
most exciting victory, at a time in our 
history when Jimmy Carter, the retir-
ing President at that time, was looking 
to the future of this country with total 
despair. But those of you that remem-
ber back to that era remember that we 
suffered an inflation rate of 14 percent, 
14 percent, that last year. We had un-
employment rates and interest rates 
that were staggering, and, sad to say, 
President Carter looking to the future 
was despondent and thought this coun-
try had peaked. 

Ronald Reagan saw it from a totally 
different perspective, and he took it 
and ran with it and started to elevate 
this country and the world on the right 
path. That includes not only the big-
gest tax cut in history, that we are 
still benefiting from, but I want to also 
read from some remarks that Ronald 
Reagan made when he was over at the 
Brandenburg Gate at that time. That is 
when the Wall was still there in Berlin. 

He pointed out that Kruschev had 
predicted that he is going to bury us. 
Mr. Reagan said, ‘‘But in the West 
today, we see a free world that has 
achieved a level of prosperity and well- 
being unprecedented in all human his-
tory. In the communist world, we see 
failure, technological backwardness, 
declining standards of health, even 
want of the most basic kind, too little 
food. Even today, the Soviet Union 
still cannot feed itself.’’ 

He went on to say, ‘‘We welcome 
change and openness; for we believe 
that freedom and security go together, 
that the advance of human liberty can 
only strengthen the cause of world 
peace. There is one sign the Soviets 
can make that would be unmistakable 
that would advance dramatically the 
cause of freedom and peace. 

‘‘General Secretary Gorbachev, if you 
seek peace, if you seek prosperity for 

the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe, 
if you seek liberalization; come here to 
this gate. Mr. Gorbachev, open this 
gate. Mr. Gorbachev, tear down this 
wall.’’ 

Amen. And we know the Wall came 
down. 

I had a meeting in my office today 
with 12 businessmen from Russia com-
ing to talk about expanded trade op-
portunities between us and them. It is 
exciting to hear them expressing their 
interest in pursuing those values and 
those principles that Ronald Reagan 
played such a key role in achieving. 

It is something that has brought our 
Nation to a peak that is unprecedented 
in history, and it simultaneously has 
brought the world to a peak unprece-
dented in history. It is not that we still 
do not have a lot more to accomplish, 
we do indeed; but we can be excited 
about this. 

Let me just conclude with one final 
word. Ronald Reagan, and I say this as 
an Illinoisan, Ronald Reagan is the 
only President we have ever had from 
the State of Illinois. He was born in the 
little town of Tampico. He grew up in 
Dixon, Illinois. In high school and 
while he was going to college, he used 
to serve as a lifeguard at a park there 
every summer, and he pointed out that 
he did that for 7 years. He was working 
for like $15 or $20 a week in those days. 
But he pointed out that during the 7 
years that he served in the capacity of 
lifeguard, that he saved 77 lives, 77 
lives. 

I just want to pay tribute to the man 
who has saved more than 77 lives as he 
remarkably did in his years as a life-
guard. He has saved millions and mil-
lions of lives, and he has left his per-
manent stamp on the course of history. 
We salute that gentleman who has 
turned 90 today and pay tribute to him. 

God bless you, President Reagan. We 
are all eternally grateful for that un-
precedented role that you played in our 
national experience and which will 
never be forgotten. 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I now 
yield to the gentleman from Nevada 
(Mr. GIBBONS). 

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, first I 
want to thank my friend and colleague 
from Colorado for granting me the 
time to speak on this very important 
issue this evening. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a great honor for 
me to join my colleagues this evening 
in recognition of former President Ron-
ald Reagan’s 90th birthday. Last year, 
for his 89th birthday, the gentlewoman 
from Washington (Ms. DUNN), the late 
Senator Paul Coverdell from Georgia 
and I introduced legislation to bestow 
the Congressional Gold Medal to Presi-
dent Ronald Reagan and his beloved 
wife, Nancy, in honor for their indi-
vidual, and, may I say, combined dedi-
cated service to the United States. I 
would like, Mr. Speaker, once again to 
thank my colleagues on both sides of 
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the aisle for joining with me in that 
tribute, a tribute which touched both 
President Reagan and Mrs. Reagan 
very deeply. 

Upon passage of the Reagan Congres-
sional Gold Medal bill, Mrs. Reagan re-
marked personally to me, ‘‘It means a 
lot to us to receive so much support at 
this difficult time, and we are very 
honored.’’ 

Yet, Mr. Speaker, and may I say not 
surprisingly, honor and fame were 
never the priorities of Ronald Reagan, 
and his journey to the White House was 
not marked by a desire for personal 
power or position of personal privilege. 
He preferred to see himself, however, as 
just a simple citizen who was called 
upon to serve the Nation he so loved. 

Ronald Reagan truly is a great Amer-
ican in every sense. Led by his belief in 
the limitless potential of Americans, 
President Reagan turned the tide of 
public cynicism and sparked a national 
renewal. 

During his 8-year tenure, the United 
States enjoyed a period of astonishing 
economic growth, renewed military su-
periority and international respect. 
Ronald Reagan’s contagious optimism 
and passionate patriotism served as an 
inspiration to the entire Nation. Under 
his leadership, Americans believed 
once again in that American dream. 

As we enter the 21st century, Mr. 
Speaker, our Nation still finds its 
strength in President Reagan’s ideals 
and his steadfast confidence in democ-
racy, freedom, and America. Often as 
Americans we look back at our history 
to learn from our mistakes, but as well 
as Americans we look back and cele-
brate our triumphs. 

The leadership and accomplishments 
of President Reagan certainly will not 
be forgotten, for they shaped the coun-
try we call home and the world today 
as we know it. 

Thank you, President Reagan, for 
your commitment, dedication, and 
faith in America and her people. Today 
as you celebrate your 90th birthday, 
please know that we wish you and Mrs. 
Reagan the very best, and we also 
thank you for distinguished service to 
our great Nation. 

Mr. SCHAFFER. I thank the gen-
tleman for joining us tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield the floor to 
my good friend and colleague from the 
great State of Colorado (Mr. 
TANCREDO), who a few years before 
coming to Congress was an appointee 
in the Reagan administration and 
served with distinction in our region 
out in the West in the Department of 
Education. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my good friend and colleague, 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
SCHAFFER). 

It is true, as has been cited here by 
other Members, that there was one 
time in history, about 1966 or 1967, at 
the time I was in college in Colorado, 

and I happened to see a television re-
broadcast of a speech that, again, as I 
say, has been cited here, by Ronald 
Reagan. It was at a campaign rally for 
Goldwater. I was mesmerized by that 
speech. It was the first time I had 
heard that man speak. I was amazed at 
his ability to capture the imagination 
of the audience he was speaking to di-
rectly and of the millions of people he 
was speaking to through the power of 
television. 

I was later privileged to be a delegate 
to the national convention, a Reagan 
delegate in the 1980 election, and short-
ly thereafter was asked to serve, as the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. SCHAF-
FER) mentioned, in the Reagan admin-
istration. 

Although I am truly humbled and 
proud of my service here in this body, 
it is a wonderful experience; it is an in-
credible experience for anyone. I must 
say that I have never cherished any-
thing in my public life more than I 
have cherished the time I spent in Mr. 
Reagan’s administration, because I was 
serving in the Reagan revolution and 
he made me feel like a revolutionary, 
and he gave me the zeal and the ardor 
and the enthusiasm for the cause. 

His words inspired me. His integrity 
illuminated the American spirit. How 
wonderful it was to be proud of the 
President of the United States. How 
wonderful it was to see him up there on 
that dais when he spoke to the assem-
bled Congress of the United States, or 
when he spoke at the Berlin Wall or 
when he spoke at Normandy. How won-
derful it was to recognize that this 
man, the leader of the free world, was 
in fact a man with as great a heart as 
anyone who has ever occupied that of-
fice. 

b 1930 

I have in our office in Denver, our re-
gional office, I have almost a shrine to 
Ronald Reagan. We have everything, 
every imaginable picture that has ever 
been taken, we have all of the Christ-
mas cards that they sent us from the 
White House in those days, and every 
time I walk into my office, I look back 
and see that and I am just again re-
inspired for what he did for us. 

Mr. Speaker, Michaelangelo, I believe 
it was, stated once, when they asked 
him about his particular talent as a 
sculptor, and I am certainly para-
phrasing here, I know I am not 
quoting, but he said something like, I 
am just the person that takes away all 
of the exterior rock from this form 
that God has put inside that thing. I 
can see it in there. I am just moving 
the rock away, that is all I am doing. 
I often think of Ronald Reagan in that 
way. I think that Ronald Reagan saw 
the beauty of America and the Amer-
ican spirit. He saw it inside a complex 
and somewhat rough mold that we 
would see it as, someone without his 
insight, and he saw the opportunity of 

America, the greatness of America, and 
he expressed it eloquently. And, in 
doing so, he let us all see inside that 
rock. He let us all see that form. He 
made us all part of that incredible ex-
perience. 

Mr. President, you made us proud. 
You made me proud to be part of the 
Reagan revolution. And even as you 
said good-bye to America, you, once 
again, inspired me personally in your 
message to the country when you told 
us of your debilitating disease, of Alz-
heimer’s, and I say you inspired me 
personally because my father is strick-
en with the same affliction. 

This is the way the President left us; 
these are the words he gave us in this 
letter: ‘‘I have recently been told that 
I am one of the millions of Americans 
who will be afflicted with Alzheimer’s 
disease. 

‘‘Upon learning this news, Nancy and 
I had to decide whether as private citi-
zens we would keep this a private mat-
ter or whether we would make this 
news known in a public way. In the 
past, Nancy suffered from breast can-
cer and I had my cancer surgeries. We 
found through our open disclosures we 
were able to raise public awareness. We 
were happy that as a result, many 
more people underwent testing, they 
were treated in early stages and able to 
return to normal, healthy lives. So now 
we feel it is important to share it with 
you. In opening our hearts, we hope 
this might promote greater awareness 
of this condition. Perhaps it will en-
courage a clearer understanding of the 
individuals and families who are af-
fected by it. 

‘‘At the moment I feel just fine and I 
intend to live the remainder of the 
years God gives me on this earth doing 
the things I have always done. I will 
continue to share life’s journey with 
my beloved Nancy and my family. I 
plan to enjoy the great outdoors and 
stay in touch with my friends and sup-
porters. 

‘‘Unfortunately, as Alzheimer’s dis-
ease progresses, the family often bears 
a heavy burden. I only wish there was 
some way I could spare Nancy from 
this painful experience. When the time 
comes, I am confident that with your 
help, she will face it with courage and 
faith. 

‘‘In closing, let me thank you, the 
American people, for giving me the 
great honor of allowing me to serve as 
your President. When the Lord calls 
me home, whenever that may be, I will 
leave with the greatest love for this 
country of ours and eternal optimism 
for this future. 

‘‘I now begin the journey that will 
lead me into the sunset of my life. I 
know that for America there will al-
ways be a bright dawn ahead. 

‘‘Thank you, my friends. May God al-
ways bless you.’’ 

And may God always bless you, Mr. 
President, and happy birthday. 
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Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I now 

yield to the gentlewoman from Penn-
sylvania (Ms. HART). 

Ms. HART. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from Colorado for allowing 
me the time to honor this great states-
man. I am pleased to see that so many 
of my colleagues have thoughts about 
the gentleman, President Reagan. 

Interestingly, from a different per-
spective, as a college freshman, I did 
have the opportunity, Mr. Speaker, to 
travel to Cleveland to witness the pres-
idential debate in Cleveland, Ohio be-
tween President Jimmy Carter and 
Ronald Reagan. That evening, I saw 
what so many of us came to know as 
the quintessential Reagan, the perfect 
mix of humor and sincerity, while still 
being able to communicate the pas-
sions that he felt inside, the passions 
and desires of our Nation. Most people 
remember that debate for his famous 
challenge to President Carter over 
Medicare. However, my memories focus 
more on the hope that he presented for 
America that night. I saw a man who 
sought to govern this Nation not for 
self-serving reasons or for power, but 
for the chance to restore the con-
fidence and the spirit to all Americans, 
a vision which all of us shared, regard-
less of our party affiliation. 

While President Reagan’s policies, 
once he was in office, guided our coun-
try to a brighter future, it was his 
leadership skills that brought us to-
gether as a people. He possessed the 
unique ability to express our emotions 
during both times of sorrow and cele-
bration, whether he was soothing our 
distraught public during the time after 
the Challenger Space Shuttle disaster, 
or his fiery cry to Mikhail Gorbachev 
to tear down the Berlin wall, he was 
both comfortable and confident in his 
role as the voice of America, but he al-
ways took it very seriously. 

It is important to note that his phi-
losophies evolved from a lifetime spent 
on both sides of the political spectrum. 
He was not a partisan. He was con-
victed. In his early years he was a 
staunch supporter of F.D.R., cam-
paigned for Harry Truman, while years 
later delivered a rousing speech in sup-
port of Barry Goldwater. His message, 
though, from that speech is one that 
really rings true today, and that is 
that government had gotten too big 
and too intrusive. His message is one 
that was carefully formulated through 
his life experiences as a union Presi-
dent and as governor of California. His 
ideological evolution is the personifica-
tion of the man. He carefully studied 
both sides of the issue before he took a 
stand. He always had principles. He al-
ways stood by them, regardless of their 
popularity. He was a true leader, never 
one who would settle for the path of 
least resistance. 

Many of the issues that we find our-
selves discussing on the floor of the 
House today are those that were first 

suggested by President Reagan, such as 
his Strategic Defense Initiative or Star 
Wars. Perhaps most notably, he pre-
dicted the demise of the communist re-
gime years before scholars and pundits 
would even acknowledge that his claim 
was plausible. As early as 1942, he fore-
saw that the ‘‘march of freedom and 
democracy’’ would leave communism 
on the ash heap of history where it be-
longs, and where a lot of us thought it 
belonged, but where we were not so 
sure to believe that it could actually 
happen. His words were dismissed as 
out of touch. I am very pleased that he 
was able to see that prediction come 
true. 

Overall, Ronald Reagan’s greatest 
gift was his unbridled optimism. It en-
abled him to transcend the partisan-
ship of Washington, which I am just 
starting to experience, and unite our 
Nation. He realized that the strengths 
and principles of our democracy are 
more powerful than any adversity or 
obstacle that we could ever be faced 
with. When he was asked in 1991 wheth-
er he was responsible for the end of the 
cold war and the revitalization of our 
economy, he humbly said that people 
should believe in themselves, and he 
was pleased that he was able to get us 
to believe in ourselves again. He did 
not take credit for the great accom-
plishments that he really deserved 
credit for. It is that ability, that ‘‘aw, 
shucks’’ sort of manner that I think 
endeared him to a lot of people across 
the Nation, Republicans, Democrats, 
Independents, people who were not in-
terested in politics at all. Those who 
knew him as an actor loved him still. 

It is his faith in Americans and the 
resilience of our great Nation that I re-
member most about President Reagan. 
Twenty-one years ago, he taught me 
about the honor and importance of 
public service to our country. Today, 
he continues to inspire a new genera-
tion of Americans, as all of the writers 
and people who knew him place before 
a new generation stories of his life, sto-
ries of his goals, stories of his leader-
ship. 

I am pleased that a younger genera-
tion is going to be able to experience 
Ronald Reagan again. I am just sorry 
that they are not going to be able to 
experience him in the personal way 
that we did. My prayers go out to Ron-
ald Reagan and his family tonight on 
his birthday. My hopes are that the 
Lord will be with him, and I wish him 
the happy birthday we all hope we can 
have. 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman. I yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PLATTS). 

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

I rise tonight to join my colleagues 
in paying tribute to our Nation’s 40th 
President, Ronald Wilson Reagan on 
this, his 90th birthday. 

When Ronald Reagan was elected 
President in 1980, I had just graduated 
high school. Already involved in poli-
tics, I followed and admired President 
Reagan over the next 8 years in office, 
and certainly ever since. 

In that time, the world changed a lot. 
President Reagan challenged the So-
viet Union to ‘‘tear down this wall,’’ 
and the wall came down. He saw a day 
when Eastern Europe would join the 
Free World, and it did. He stayed firm 
at Reykjavik and, for the first time, 
Russia and America stopped building, 
and started destroying, nuclear weap-
ons. 

Over those 8 years, America itself 
changed. 

Ronald Wilson Reagan was the eter-
nal optimist, a believer in America’s 
abilities, ideals, and innate goodness. 
His faith in the greatness of our Nation 
was best expressed when he said, ‘‘In 
this land of dreams fulfilled where 
greater dreams may be imagined, noth-
ing is impossible, no victory is beyond 
our reach, and no glory will ever be too 
great.’’ 

Ronald Reagan restored America’s 
confidence in itself. 

Three years ago, in commemoration 
of President Reagan’s 87th birthday, I 
had the pleasure of joining First Lady 
Nancy Reagan at the Reagan Library 
in California. I was there as an elected 
official at that time with the Pennsyl-
vania General Assembly, a step that 
helped lead me here to becoming a 
member of this great institution. But I 
was there, most importantly, to pay 
tribute to, and to express my deep 
gratitude to President Reagan for his 
tremendous service to our Nation. In 
my conversation with Nancy Reagan 
that day, my message was simply one 
of thanks. Thanks to her and, through 
her, to President Reagan for their dedi-
cated, hard-working and outstanding 
service to our great Nation and its citi-
zens. 

President Reagan’s conduct in office 
and his statesmanship, his love of 
country, were great role models for all 
of us citizens, and they were very in-
spiring to countless citizens. His exam-
ple helped to reaffirm my commitment 
to the ideals of public service, to the 
ideals of giving back to one’s Nation, 
and certainly helped to reaffirm my in-
terest in serving in office and to serv-
ing here in Congress. 

I am greatly honored to join with my 
colleagues tonight in saying, Mr. Presi-
dent, happy birthday, and God bless 
you and this great Nation of ours, the 
United States of America. 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania for joining us tonight and for his 
fine remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in honor of 
President Ronald Reagan on the occa-
sion of his 90th birthday. 

More than 12 years having passed 
since Mr. Reagan left the White House 
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in Washington, the passing of time 
only magnifies his greatness as a lead-
er and as a human being. I ask our col-
leagues to recall those early days of 
the Reagan era. 

I remember all too well that January 
20, 1981, President Reagan inherited a 
nation wallowing in pessimism pro-
duced by the previous decade. I also re-
member how Mr. Reagan strode into 
Washington, confident of America’s 
promise and ideals, and quickly revived 
this country’s morale. By reminding 
Americans, we are the most able people 
in the world, he reinvigorated our pa-
triotism like no other President of the 
postwar era. 

Mr. Reagan’s tenure in the oval office 
was underscored by his amazing life 
story, a tale of one of America’s most 
popular leaders. Most of us remember 
Mr. Reagan as President. But if we ex-
amine his earlier years, we learn a lot 
about Mr. Reagan, the man, and what 
fueled the vision he brought to Wash-
ington, D.C. 

What is often overlooked is that long 
before he became our 40th President, 
Mr. Reagan was a liberal Democrat, 
and just like his father, he cast the 
first presidential vote that he ever cast 
for Franklin Delano Roosevelt in 1984, 
and he campaigned for Harry Truman 
in 1948. 

b 1945 

Perhaps Mr. Reagan felt obliged to be 
liberal in his younger days. After all, 
at 26 Mr. Reagan left the great Midwest 
and his promising radio career to go to 
Hollywood. The work ethic instilled in 
him as a young boy growing up in Illi-
nois paid off. He earned a reputation as 
a solid, dependable performer, even 
though he appeared in mostly less- 
than-memorable films. 

Despite the environs of Hollywood, 
Mr. Reagan’s political philosophy 
evolved as the years passed. While the 
sixties brought a new era of liberal rule 
to America, from the Kennedys to the 
Great Society, Mr. Reagan became 
more troubled by what he perceived as 
the erosion of American liberties. 

He found himself siding with the 
country’s new conservative movement. 
Granted, it was not the popular thing 
to do, especially given his trendy Cali-
fornia backdrop. But by 1964, Mr. 
Reagan was backing Barry Goldwater 
for President, campaigning vigorously 
for the Arizona Republican. 

It was a mighty display of political 
courage, and at the same time, it was 
the courage that brought Mr. Reagan a 
change of political thought and affili-
ation which eventually won the former 
actor two terms as California’s gov-
ernor, and of course 8 years as our 
President, 8 glorious years that 
changed America. 

How did he do it? Some say it was his 
vision and his unmatched ability to 
communicate. Others credit his 
warmth and congeniality. Still others 

attribute his success to his strength 
and his determination. 

Whatever the case, no one can dis-
pute the gravity of Mr. Reagan’s ac-
complishments. No one can argue the 
greatness of his years as our Nation’s 
chief executive. Given the mess he in-
herited, Reagan’s legacy is one to be-
hold. 

Remember 1979? The country had 
fallen victim to the days of malaise, 
with 21 percent interest rates, 14 per-
cent inflation rates, skyrocketing un-
employment, and long gas lines. It was 
Ronald Reagan who restored the Amer-
ican economy by setting it on a course 
for long-term success. 

With dramatic tax cuts and other 
measures, Reaganomics produced the 
longest peacetime economic expansion 
in the history of the United States. 
Since 1981, when President Reagan’s 
economic programs were first enacted, 
we have had less than 2 years of reces-
sion. Mr. Reagan understood that if we 
motivate good people, successful, pro-
ductive people, instead of punishing 
them, the whole country would fare 
better. More than anyone else in the 
last half century, he brought that con-
cept home and empowered millions of 
Americans to reach new heights of ex-
cellence. 

We all reap the rewards of Mr. Rea-
gan’s leadership still today. In addition 
to his economic legacy, we remember 
Ronald Reagan for conducting the 
most successful foreign policy in the 
20th century. He presided over the con-
quest of communism and brought the 
Cold War to a conclusion, all because 
he never lost faith in the virtues of the 
American free market and our demo-
cratic gospel. 

When dealing with the Soviets, Mr. 
Reagan put aside his affability and la-
beled the evil empire for what it was. 
By confronting the Soviet Union with 
massive rearmament, he gave Ameri-
cans the upper hand. By replacing de-
tente with the policy of containment 
and rollback, he was the first President 
to reach an arms reduction accord with 
the Soviets. He broke the debilitating 
grip of the Nation’s post-Vietnam syn-
drome, and restored our confidence in 
the American military. 

In the realm of social issues, Presi-
dent Reagan was a conservative of the 
heart. He sided with and supported at 
every turn the traditionalists. He con-
vinced us that smaller government was 
a good thing. He waged with unprece-
dented stamina the national war on 
drugs and crime, and without apology, 
he valiantly defended the sanctity of 
the unborn. 

No focus groups, no poll-driven 
shifts, no triangulation, Reagan was 
driven by what was in his heart and 
what he perceived to be right. Opposed 
by a hostile Congress and a rabidly lib-
eral news media, Mr. Reagan stood up 
for what he believed was correct, and 
stood up to those who he opposed. 

Indeed, the Reagan years were revo-
lutionary years. Looking back, that 
revolution was not only a shift in the 
legislative priorities and White House 
personnel, it was an intellectual chal-
lenge to the status quo that had 
reigned for a generation prior. Sud-
denly, because of Mr. Reagan, no seri-
ous national politician wanted to be 
identified as a ‘‘liberal.’’ Of course, the 
same holds true even for today. 

With a perfect blend of realism and 
idealism, this courageous man single- 
handedly overhauled our system of pol-
itics, as well as our collective outlook. 
The greatest communicator of all time, 
he reaffirmed with eloquence the value 
and validity of the American dream. 
Most of all, he trusted his fellow Amer-
icans like no other. 

As he said in his farewell address, by 
appealing to our best hopes, not our 
worst fears, to our confidence rather 
than to our doubts, he made us con-
scious of our own potential. He re-
stored our optimism, and brought to-
gether his party and his countrymen in 
an unprecedented manner. Never were 
we as proud to be Americans as when 
the Gipper was at the helm. 

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

Mr. SCHAFFER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Arizona. 

Mr. HAYWORTH. I thank the gen-
tleman from Colorado, Mr. Speaker, for 
yielding to me. 

Mr. Speaker, on the occasion of his 
90th birthday, this Congress remembers 
President Ronald Reagan, celebrating 
his life and his legacy. 

In the current time, where some con-
fuse legacy with licentiousness; when 
some confuse notoriety with being no-
torious; when some, regardless of par-
tisan stripe or political philosophy, so 
confuse the notion of leadership to be 
poll-driven rather than principle-based, 
we celebrate the life of Ronald Wilson 
Reagan. 

Prime Minister Thatcher said that 
one man more than any other was re-
sponsible for the spread of freedom and 
the embrace of democracy in the world. 
His name is Ronald Reagan. 

It is interesting, Mr. Speaker, at a 
time when the dominant media culture 
castigates simplicity for lacking in in-
tellectual rigor, the triumph of Ronald 
Reagan is the notion that simple be-
liefs sincerely held are not only elo-
quent, they are eminently practical: 
faith, family, freedom; the notion that 
individual spirit outweighs the heavy 
hand of bureaucratic government; the 
notion to first provide for the common 
defense to ensure not only national se-
curity, not only personal security, but 
financial security. These are the les-
sons of Ronald Reagan. 

Mr. Speaker, those who hear me 
come to the well from time to time 
note my fondness for an observation of 
Mark Twain. Quoting Mark Twain, 
now, ‘‘History does not repeat itself, 
but it rhymes.’’ 
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Our greatest leaders, regardless of 

political pedigree, were those brave 
souls who unflinchingly embraced a set 
of principles and knew the true mean-
ing of leadership: that leadership is not 
the searching for a legacy, it is the cre-
ation of a record; that history is best 
served by working with the energy and 
intellect and all we can bring at this 
time, in this place, in the cir-
cumstances in which we find ourselves, 
understanding that the Constitution is 
not just a document to be put on the 
shelf to collect dust, but the very cor-
nerstone of our liberty, and if you will, 
in the parlance of the 21st century, the 
mission statement that defines us. 

Ronald Wilson Reagan, called by 
some a revolutionary, instead went 
about the business of restoration, re-
storing more than our pride, restoring 
a sense of national purpose. That is 
what we celebrate, and that is what we 
remember, and that is what will sus-
tain us in the days ahead, celebrating 
his life and his accomplishments, and 
learning from the rhythm and rhyme of 
his days in Washington the example 
that can motivate us in what he called 
the last best hope of mankind. 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for joining me to-
night on the floor. I was in college, 
starting my freshman year, it was 1980, 
during the campaign between President 
Reagan and President Carter, and I re-
member the first debate, I think it was 
the debate in Cleveland, that was tele-
vised. 

All of my friends who I had just met 
at the University of Dayton met in my 
dormitory room, so imagine 10 or 15 
people packed into a small little cell 
and watching this debate on television. 
For many of us at that time, we were 
just starting to figure out where we 
stood politically in America. 

We were just youngsters, graduated 
from high school and moving on to col-
lege. President Carter, as you know, 
was a very honorable man, a very well 
respected President, in his personal 
qualities. He might have caused some, 
those of us who ended up being pretty 
conservative in Washington, to be at 
least open and attracted in some ways 
to the liberal thought governing the 
country at that time. 

But it was that debate that stated 
with such clear terms the distinction 
between liberal leadership in America 
and a conservative vision for America’s 
future. It was at that point in time, 
after watching the whole debate, that I 
was inspired in a way that is almost 
beyond description. I not only decided 
that I wanted to become an active Re-
publican, but signed up that very day 
with the Republican organization there 
at the University of Dayton, and that 
was the beginning of my political ac-
tivism. 

That was what really radicalized me 
on this concept of American liberty 
and American freedom, and conserv-

ative from the standpoint that Presi-
dent Reagan harkened back to the 
early days of our Nation’s founding. He 
quoted Washington, Jefferson, Adams, 
Madison, Franklin, and all the rest, 
and applied the wisdom of those Found-
ers to every modern problem that con-
fronted America at the time. 

It was that sense of continuity, that 
sense of American purpose, that firm 
belief that God has blessed the United 
States of America with a destiny that 
is truly the hope for the world, that 
was something that I wanted to be part 
of. That was the America that at-
tracted my grandparents as immi-
grants to this country. That was the 
America that I wanted to be part of. 
That was the America that I wanted to 
work for. That was the America that I 
wanted to entrust my children to as I 
raised my family, and raised them up 
in a glorious Nation that Ronald 
Reagan has delivered to them. 

Ronald Reagan’s speeches through-
out the course of his Presidency, and 
even after his retirement, have had 
that kind of effect on American after 
American after American. To this day 
when we speak with Members of the 
Congress, our colleagues, it is remark-
able the number of times core beliefs, 
the fundamentals of philosophy that 
people bring to this Congress, have 
been inspired by President Reagan, by 
some speech that he made, by some ac-
tion he took, by some moment of cour-
age when, against all odds, he stood up 
not for what was politically expedient, 
not for what pollsters might have ad-
vised him, but stood up for what was 
right and what was just and what was 
fair. 

That is the kind of courage that I 
think about often on this House floor. 
It is something that I know many of us 
think about, not just on the Presi-
dent’s birthday. We think about Presi-
dent Reagan every day as we carry out 
the business of the United States Con-
gress. 

b 2000 
Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, as the 

gentleman from Colorado is caught up 
in collegiate revery for what was for 
the gentleman a political epiphany in 
the campaign debates of 1980, I thought 
back in my own memory to a bril-
liantly beautiful day in late October in 
1992 when former President Reagan, an-
swering the call of duty to his party 
and to his Nation, hit the campaign 
trail. 

It was my honor to serve as a master 
of ceremonies at a time, while as a pub-
lic figure, as a broadcaster, still osten-
sibly was a private citizen, not a can-
didate for political office, not an office 
holder. In that appearance, one of his 
last public campaign appearances, the 
genius of Ronald Reagan came 
through. And, again, it was not some-
thing that would please the intellec-
tual elite, but it was the simplicity of 
his optimism. 

Another great President, Dwight 
David Eisenhower, noted that the most 
important component of leadership is 
optimism. In contrast to those who 
came before who, in a moment of intro-
spection and personal disappointment, 
referred to a national malaise, Ronald 
Reagan championed the essential good-
ness of the American people. That no-
tion that tomorrow would bring a bet-
ter day, that notion that this constitu-
tional republic represented the last, 
best hope of mankind, that vision of a 
shining city on a hill was more than 
poetic license. For Ronald Reagan, it 
was a vision that he championed every 
day to make reality. 

The lessons are legion and the exam-
ples are great. When professional dip-
lomats of the State Department said, 
‘‘Oh, no, do not give that speech,’’ Ron-
ald Reagan went to West Berlin and in 
the sight of the terrible wall, Mr. 
Speaker, said, to the general secretary 
of what was then the Soviet Union, 
‘‘Mr. Gorbachev, tear down this wall.’’ 

His sense of purpose and his clear and 
unmistakable call led eventually to 
The Wall coming down and opportunity 
and freedom being swept up, not only 
across what was called East Germany, 
but all of Eastern Europe. 

When he said the Soviet Union would 
be relegated to the dustbin of history, 
he was not disdainful of the Russian 
people but instead of the tyranny and 
the ultimate unworkability of their 
system. And Ronald Reagan was right. 

When those in this town championed, 
oh, we must have a nuclear freeze, we 
must be subservient to the Soviet 
Union, we must throw up our hands in 
hopelessness and despair, Ronald 
Reagan believed in the goodness of the 
American people and the constitu-
tional charge of this unique, grand ex-
periment. And his vision, his prophecy 
was correct. 

A British writer today put it, talking 
about other contemporary leaders, say-
ing of those who may have sat in seats 
of power here or in the halls of Par-
liament from our British allies, lesser 
men who easily enjoy the fruits and la-
bors of a greater man with firm convic-
tion. 

That is what we remember and that 
is what we champion and that is why 
the American people, regardless of po-
litical party, rise as one, Mr. Speaker, 
to say’’ ‘‘Happy Birthday, President 
Reagan.’’ 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, that 
vision of the shining city on the hill is 
one that the President did make a re-
ality. And despite the fact that in the 
1984 Democrat National Convention it 
was Governor Cuomo whose job it was 
to discredit the President in the course 
of his reelection campaign, stood there 
before the convened assembly and ridi-
culed that vision of the shining city on 
a hill and said that it was unsuitable 
for an American ideal, for an American 
understanding of itself. 
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But as I have since learned and had a 

chance to meet many people through 
the course of being a Member of Con-
gress around the world, I have come to 
realize just how prophetic Ronald 
Reagan was and that these words were 
not merely words. These were not hol-
low statements. These were not just a 
pretty collection of syllables. America 
really is the shining city on the hill. 
And at the time, was the hill to which, 
the city to which people around the 
world in some very dire circumstances 
looked toward with hope and with opti-
mism. Sometimes that vision of Amer-
ica was all they had. 

Mr. Speaker, I am reminded of a trip 
I took to Israel. I met with Mr. 
Scharansky who had grown up in the 
old Soviet Union and who had spent a 
number of years in the Russian gulags 
being oppressed as a political prisoner, 
as a Jew, and in a very antireligious 
society in the Soviet Union. He said 
that when word passed through the 
prison cells that Ronald Reagan had 
publicly and emphatically described 
the Soviet Union as an ‘‘evil empire,’’ 
that was the day their hearts began to 
pound, because they knew that it was 
just a matter of time before they were 
released. 

As I stood there in Jerusalem listen-
ing to this story years later about a 
former Soviet prisoner, it made me ex-
traordinarily proud, not just to be an 
American, but to be one who voted for, 
supported, worked for Ronald Reagan 
and his candidacy, because it was a vic-
tory that did more than set the United 
States of America on the proper 
course. It was a victory that did rep-
resent that shining city on the hill 
that shone bright to the darkest corner 
of the globe and represented real hope 
and opportunity and optimism for 
those who saw no other source of opti-
mism. 

Mr. Speaker, I have heard lots of sto-
ries like that. I have heard stories like 
that from people who have spent time 
in Chinese prisons suffering behind 
bars as a result of religious persecu-
tion. That the words of President 
Reagan, the firmness with which he 
would deal when it came to com-
munism and the oppressive nature of 
communism, it has inspired revolution-
aries across the planet. It has inspired 
those whose thirst for democracy has 
been fulfilled. It has inspired those who 
have run for office in countries where 
pro-democracy, pro-free markets, pro- 
religious expression, those kinds of 
sentiments are all but abolished. And 
we see President Reagan’s firm com-
mitment to these concepts taking root 
in some of the most unlikely places. 

Here in the United States, as I men-
tioned before, there are many, many 
people who have come to Congress for 
the first time this year who have won 
seats in the State legislatures around 
the Nation, who have campaigned and 
won titles as county commissioner and 

city council member and school board 
member, who are inspired in their vi-
sion of a constitutional government of 
local strength, of a Nation that defines 
itself from within, inspired to run for 
office in the first place, to be active in 
their communities, and to lead as real 
Americans lead. 

Mr. Speaker, Ronald Reagan taught 
us that character means the world. 
With his unwavering moral sense, 
steeped in selflessness and decency, 
President Reagan offered a vision, a vi-
sion to all America, and then he fol-
lowed through. For that I am grateful, 
as is this Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, I say to the former 
President, ‘‘Mr. President, I thank you 
and happy birthday. America and the 
world are better because of you, be-
cause of your courage, and because of 
your sacrifice. We shall never forget 
you.’’ 

If we have time left, I yield to the 
gentleman from Arizona. 

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Colorado for 
yielding. As the gentleman discussed, 
those who have crossed his path who 
have run for public office, whether in 
this country or beyond these borders, I 
think of the scores of young people who 
apply for internships or that first job 
here in Washington or back in our dis-
tricts who unfailingly cite the example 
of Ronald Reagan coming to political 
awareness, whether in elementary 
school or junior high, looking to that 
example of leadership. It is an example 
which will continue to inspire and mo-
tivate what he called the last, best 
hope of mankind. 

Mr. Speaker, it is the optimism that 
this noble experiment would continue. 
That despite the travails and the chal-
lenges we face, our basic goodness as a 
people and our reliance on principle 
and the notion of limited government 
will prevail. We shall not see his like 
again, though he will be emulated, 
though he always will be remembered. 

Mr. Speaker, the special nature of 
the leadership of Ronald Reagan, his 
optimism, his eloquence, his leadership 
ability, his foresight give us all reason 
to pause on this, his 90th birthday, not 
only to remember the past, but to 
pledge ourselves to work in the 
present, to provide for a glorious fu-
ture. For as he said, America’s greatest 
days are still to come. 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to close with three quotes 
from President Reagan. In his first in-
augural address in January of 1981, he 
said, ‘‘No arsenal or no weapon in the 
arsenals of the world is so formidable 
as the will and moral courage of free 
men and women.’’ 

Later that year, in September of 1981, 
he said, ‘‘We who live in free market 
societies believe that growth, pros-
perity, and ultimately human fulfill-
ment are created from the bottom up, 
not the government down. Trust the 
people.’’ 

And, finally, in a speech to the Re-
publican National Committee, August 
23, 1984, President Reagan said this: ‘‘In 
this springtime of hope, some lights 
seem eternal; America’s is.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for recog-
nizing me for this special order and for 
all of my colleagues who joined in this 
special order tonight in wishing Presi-
dent Reagan a happy 90th birthday. 
The country is grateful for the Presi-
dent’s service and for his optimism and 
passion for the country. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York (at the 
request of Mr. GEPHARDT) for today on 
account of personal business. 

Mr. BECERRA (at the request of Mr. 
GEPHARDT) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of business in the 
district. 

Mr. GRUCCI (at the request of Mr. 
ARMEY) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of a death in the 
family. 

f 

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 re-
quest of Mr. SHOWS) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. SHOWS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SKELTON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. MINK of Hawaii, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BERRY, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. ROGERS of Michigan) to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:) 

Mrs. BIGGERT, for 5 minutes, Feb-
ruary 7. 

Mr. GUTKNECHT, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. LEWIS of California, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
(The following Member (at his own 

request) to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:) 

Mr. KINGSTON, for 5 minutes, today. 

f 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 

Mr. Trandahl, Clerk of the House, re-
ported and found truly enrolled a joint 
resolution of the House of the following 
title, which was thereupon signed by 
the Speaker: 

H.J. Res. recognizing the 90th birthday of 
Ronald Reagan. 
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ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 14 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, February 7, 2001, 
at 10 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

527. A letter from the Administrator, Food 
Safety and Inspection Service, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Retained Water in Raw 
Meat and Poultry Products; Poultry Chilling 
Requirements [Docket No. 97–054F] (RIN: 
0583–AC26) received January 26, 2001, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

528. A letter from the Administrator, Rural 
Utilities Service, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule— 
Post-loan Policies and Procedures Common 
to Guaranteed and Insured Loans (RIN: 0572– 
AB53) received January 17, 2001, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

529. A letter from the Administrator, Rural 
Utilities Service, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule— 
Policy on Audits of RUS Borrowers; Manage-
ment Letter (RIN: 0572–AB66) received Janu-
ary 17, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

530. A letter from the Under Secretary of 
Defense, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting a report of a violation of the 
Antideficiency Act by the Department of the 
Air Force which occurred in the fiscal year 
(FY) 1986, FY 1987, and FY 1988 Aircraft Pro-
curement, and the FY 1988 Operation and 
Maintenance (O&M), Air Force appropria-
tions, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1351; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. 

531. A letter from the Under Secretary of 
Defense, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting a report of a violation of the 
Antideficiency Act by the Department of the 
Air Force which occurred at the 438th Air 
Mobility Wing (now the 305th Air Mobility 
Wing), located at the McGuire Air Force 
Base, New Jersey, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1351; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

532. A letter from the Chief, Programs and 
Legislation Division, Office of Legislative 
Liaison, Department of the Air Force, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting notifica-
tion that Headquarters Air Mobility Com-
mand has conducted a Business Analysis to 
reduce the cost of the Andrews Air Force 
Base (AFB), Maryland, 89th Airlift Wing Air-
craft Maintenance and Base Supply function, 
pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 2461; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

533. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Navy, Department of Defense, transmitting 
the Secretary’s determination and findings 
that it is in the public interest to use other 
than competitive procedures for a particular 
procurement, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 2304(c)(7); 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

534. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting the approved 
retirement and advancement to the grade of 
general on the retired list of General Patrick 
K. Gamble, United States Air Force; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

535. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a report 
entitled, ‘‘The Community Reinvestment 
Act After Financial Modernization: A Final 
Report’’ pursuant to section 715 of the 
GRAMM–Leach-Bliley Act; to the Committee 
on Financial Services. 

536. A letter from the Associate General 
Counsel for Legislation and Regulations, De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule—Determining Adjusted Income in HUD 
Programs Serving Persons With Disabilities: 
Requiring Mandatory Deductions For Cer-
tain Expenses; and Disallowance for Earned 
Income; Delay of Effective Date [Docket No. 
FR–4608–F–03] (RIN: 2501–AC72) received Feb-
ruary 2, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

537. A letter from the Associate General 
Counsel for Legislation and Regulations, De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule—Revision to the Application Process for 
Community Development Block Grants for 
Indian Tribes and Alaska Native Villages; 
Delay of Effective Date [Docket No. FR–4612– 
F–03] (RIN: 2577–AC22) received February 2, 
2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

538. A letter from the Associate General 
Counsel for Legislation and Regulations, De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule—Discontinuation of the Section 221(d)(2) 
Mortgage Insurance Program; Delay of Ef-
fective Date [Docket No. FR–4588–F–03] (RIN: 
2505–AH50) received February 2, 2001, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Financial Services. 

539. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Federal Emergency Management Agency, 
transmitting the Agency’s final rule— 
Changes in Flood Elevation Determinations 
[Docket No. FEMA-P–7600] received January 
17, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

540. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury and Chairman of the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, trans-
mitting a report on the feasibility and desir-
ability of mandatory subordinated debt, pur-
suant to Section 108 of the GRAMM–Leach- 
Bliley Act, P.L. 106–102; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

541. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Management and Budget, transmitting the 
pay-as-you-go report, as required by the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985, as amended; to the Committee on 
the Budget. 

542. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Management and Budget, transmitting a re-
port on the Cost Estimate For Pay-As-You- 
Go Calculations; to the Committee on the 
Budget. 

543. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
General Counsel for Regulations, Office of 
Special Education and Rehabilitative Serv-
ices, Department of Education, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule—State Voca-
tional Rehabilitation Services Program; 
Delay of Effective Date—received January 
31, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force. 

544. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
General Counsel for Regulations, Office of 
Special Education and Rehabilitative Serv-
ices, Department of Education, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule—State Voca-
tional Rehabilitation Services Program; 
Delay of Effective Date—received January 

31, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force. 

545. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
General Counsel for Regulations, Office of 
Special Education and Rehabilitative Serv-
ices, Department of Education, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule—Assistance to 
States for the Education of Children With 
Disabilities; Delay of Effective Date— re-
ceived January 31, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

546. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
General Counsel for Regulations, Office of 
Postsecondary Education, Department of 
Education, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule—Developing Hispanic-Serving In-
stitutions Program; Delay of Effective 
Date—received January 31, 2001, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

547. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Employment Standards, Department of 
Labor, transmitting a report entitled, ‘‘Min-
imum Wage and Overtime Hours Report’’; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force. 

548. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Energy Information Administration, 
Department of Energy, transmitting the De-
partment’s report entitled ‘‘Performance 
Profiles of Major Energy Producers 1999,’’ 
pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 7267; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

549. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the annual financial report to Con-
gress required by the Prescription Drug User 
Fee Act (PDUFA), as amended (section 
104(b)), pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 379g nt; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

550. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a report entitled, ‘‘Demonstration 
Projects to Study the Effect of Allowing 
States to Extend Medicaid to Pregnant 
Women and Children Not Otherwise Quali-
fied to Receive Medicaid Benefits,’’ pursuant 
to Public Law 101—239, section 6407(g)(2) (103 
Stat. 2267); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

551. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting a report on 
the Anticybersquatting Consumer Protec-
tion Act of 1999, section 3006 concerning the 
abusive registration of domain names; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

552. A letter from the Chief Counsel, Na-
tional Telecommunications and Information 
Administration, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule— 
Technology Opportunities Program [Docket 
No. 981203295–0355–05] (RIN: 0660–ZA06) re-
ceived January 9, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

553. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Regulatory Law, Office of En-
ergy Efficiency and Renewable Energy, De-
partment of Energy, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Weatherization As-
sistance Program for Low-Income Persons 
(RIN: 1904–AB05) received December 18, 2000, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

554. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a report entitled ‘‘Performance Im-
provement 2000: Evaluation Activities of the 
U.S. Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices’’; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

555. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a study concerning any safeguards 
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needed to ensure that the health care of indi-
viduals with special health care needs and 
chronic conditions, enrolled with Medicaid 
managed care organizations are adequately 
met, pursuant to Section 4705(c)(2) of the 
Balanced Budget Act; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

556. A letter from the Deputy Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Office of Diversion Control, 
Drug Enforcement Administration, Depart-
ment of Justice, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Facsimile Transmission of 
Prescriptions for Patients Enrolled in Hos-
pice Programs [DEA–190F] (RIN: 1117–AA54) 
received January 17, 2001, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

557. A letter from the Director, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting a 
report on Sensitive Subpopulations and 
Drinking Water Contaminants; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

558. A letter from the Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s report entitled, ‘‘Response to 
Section 6102(e) of the Transportation Equity 
Act for the 21st Century’’; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

559. A letter from the Associate Bureau 
Chief, Wireless Telecommunications Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s final rule—Revi-
sion of the Commission’s Rules to Ensure 
Compatibility with Enhanced 911 Emergency 
Calling Systems [CC Docket No. 94–102] re-
ceived February 2, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

560. A letter from the Chief, Network Serv-
ices Division, Common Carrier Bureau, Fed-
eral Communications Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s final rule—Numbering 
Resource Optimization [CC Docket No. 99– 
200] Petition for Declaratory Ruling and Re-
quest For Expedited Action on the July 15, 
1997 Order of the Pennsylvania Public Utility 
Commission Regarding Area Codes 412, 610, 
215, and 717 [CC Docket No, 96–98] received 
February 2, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

561. A letter from the Special Assistant to 
the Bureau Chief, Mass Media Bureau, Fed-
eral Communications Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s final rule—Creation 
of Low Power Radio Service [MM Docket No. 
99–25; RM–9208; RM–9242] received February 2, 
2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

562. A letter from the Special Assistant to 
the Bureau Chief, Mass Media Bureau, Fed-
eral Communications Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s final rule—Amend-
ment of Section 73.622(b), Table of Allot-
ments, Digital Television Broadcast Stations 
(Charlotte, North Carolina) [MM Docket No. 
00–178; RM–9914] received February 2, 2001, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

563. A letter from the Deputy Chief, Net-
work Services Division, Common Carrier Bu-
reau, Federal Communications Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s final rule— 
2000 Biennial Regulatory Review of Part 68 of 
the Commission’s Rules and Regulations [CC 
Docket No. 99–216] received February, 2, 2001, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

564. A letter from the Chairman, Nuclear 
Waste Technical Review Board, transmitting 
a report on the Board’s technical and sci-
entific review of the Department of Energy’s 
program to characterize a site at Yucca 
Mountain, Nevada, for its suitability as the 

possible location of a repository; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

565. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting the final 
report on the national emergency declared 
by Executive Order 12924 of August 19, 1994, 
to deal with the threat to the national secu-
rity, foreign policy, and economy of the 
United States caused by the lapse of the Ex-
port Administration Act of 1979, pursuant to 
50 U.S.C. 1641(c); (H. Doc. No. 107—38); to the 
Committee on International Relations and 
ordered to be printed. 

566. A letter from the Acting Director, De-
fense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting a report containing an analysis and 
description of services performed by full- 
time USG employees during Fiscal Year 2000, 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2765(a); to the Com-
mittee on International Relations. 

567. A letter from the Under Secretary of 
Defense, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting a copy of Transmittal No. 27–0 to certify 
the the Memorandum of Understanding 
(MOU) among Canada, France, Germany, 
Italy, Norway, the United Kingdom and the 
United States for Coalition Surveillance and 
Reconnaissance (CSR), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 
2767(f); to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

568. A letter from the Secretary of Defense, 
transmitting the FY 1999 Report on Account-
ing for United States Assistance under the 
Cooperative Threat Reduction (CTR) Pro-
gram, pursuant to 37 U.S.C. 403(b) nt; to the 
Committee on International Relations. 

569. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of the 
State, transmitting the final report from the 
White House Conference on Culture and Di-
plomacy; to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

570. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting certification that the Republic 
of Turkmenistan and the Republic of 
Tajikistan are committed to the courses of 
action described in Section 502 of the FREE-
DOM Support Act (Public Law 102–511); to 
the Committee on International Relations. 

571. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Amendments to the Inter-
national Traffic in Arms Regulation: Cana-
dian Exemption—received January 30, 2001, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on International Relations. 

572. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–396, ‘‘Seniors Protection 
Amendment Act of 2000’’ received February 
2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 1— 
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Government 
Reform. 

573. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–552, ‘‘Protections from 
Predatory Lending and Mortgage Fore-
closure Improvement Act of 2000’’ received 
February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code sec-
tion 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

574. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–501, ‘‘Tax Clarity Act of 
2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursuant to 
D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

575. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–547, ‘‘Washington Con-
vention Center Marketing Amendment Act 
of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursuant 

to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

576. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–543, ‘‘New E-Conomy 
Transformation Act of 2000’’ received Feb-
ruary 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 
1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform. 

577. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–559, ‘‘Child Support and 
Welfare Reform Compliance Amendment Act 
of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursuant 
to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

578. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–518, ‘‘Closing of a Public 
Alley in Square 4335, S.O. 98–245 Act of 2000’’ 
received February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee 
on Government Reform. 

579. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–469, ‘‘Board of Education 
Campaign Contribution Clarification Tem-
porary Amendment Act of 2000’’ received 
February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code sec-
tion 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

580. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–549, ‘‘Liquor Sales Tem-
porary Amendment Act of 2000’’ received 
February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code sec-
tion 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

581. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–558, ‘‘International 
Banking Act of 2000’’ received February 2, 
2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 1— 
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Government 
Reform. 

582. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–468, ‘‘Equal Opportunity 
for Local, Small, or Disadvantaged Business 
Enterprises Temporary Amendment Act of 
2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursuant to 
D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

583. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–482, ‘‘Bishop Samuel 
Kelsey Way Clarification Temporary Amend-
ment Act of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, 
pursuant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

584. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–505, ‘‘Sales Tax Holiday 
Act of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursu-
ant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

585. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–506, ‘‘Workers’ Com-
pensation Administrative Law Judges 
Amendment Act of 2000’’ received February 
2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 1— 
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Government 
Reform. 

586. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–507, ‘‘Make a Difference 
Temporary Amendment Act of 2000’’ received 
February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code sec-
tion 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

587. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–508, ‘‘Uniform 
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Unicorporated Nonprofit Association Act of 
2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursuant to 
D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

588. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–510, ‘‘Banner Amend-
ment Act of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, 
pursuant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

589. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–481, ‘‘Snow and Ice Con-
trol Program Temporary Act of 2000’’ re-
ceived February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee 
on Government Reform. 

590. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–470, ‘‘Moratorium on the 
Construction of Certain Telecommunications 
Towers Temporary Amendment Act of 2000’’ 
received February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee 
on Government Reform. 

591. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–478, ‘‘Lovejoy School 
New Housing and Economic Development 
Temporary Act of 2000’’ received February 2, 
2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 1— 
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Government 
Reform. 

592. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–477, ‘‘Funeral Services 
Temporary Amendment Act of 2000’’ received 
February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code sec-
tion 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

593. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–479, ‘‘Health and Hos-
pitals Public Benefit Corporation Temporary 
Amendment Act of 2000’’ received February 
2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 1— 
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Government 
Reform. 

594. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–511, ‘‘Estate Tax Tech-
nical Amendment Act of 2000’’ received Feb-
ruary 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 
1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform. 

595. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–512, ‘‘Soil and Water 
Conservation Amendment Act of 2000’’ re-
ceived February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee 
on Government Reform. 

596. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–554, ‘‘Motor Vehicle Ex-
cessive Idling Exemption Temporary Amend-
ment Act of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, 
pursuant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

597. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–544, ‘‘Information Tech-
nology Apprenticeship Amendment Act of 
2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursuant to 
D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

598. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–545, ‘‘Street Festival 
One Day Public Space Rental Amendment 
Act of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursu-
ant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

599. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 

copy of D.C. ACT 13–541, ‘‘Women’s Health 
and Cancer Rights Federal Law Conformity 
Act of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursu-
ant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

600. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–542, ‘‘Convention Center 
Authority Shaw Community Development 
Fund Amendment Act of 2000’’ received Feb-
ruary 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 
1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform. 

601. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–551, ‘‘Uniform Per Stu-
dent Funding Formula Temporary Amend-
ment Act of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, 
pursuant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

602. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–550, ‘‘Off-Premises Wall 
Sign Moratorium Temporary Act of 2000’’ re-
ceived February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee 
on Government Reform. 

603. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–540, ‘‘Comprehensive An-
nual Financial Report Scheduling and Notice 
Requirement Act 2000’’ received February 2, 
2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 1— 
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Government 
Reform. 

604. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–539, ‘‘Interim Disability 
Assistance Amendment Act of 2000’’ received 
February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code sec-
tion 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

605. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–514, ‘‘District of Colum-
bia Emancipation Day Amendment Act of 
2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursuant to 
D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

606. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–487, ‘‘Gray Market Ciga-
rette Prohibition Act of 2000’’ received Feb-
ruary 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 
1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform. 

607. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–533, ‘‘Retirement Re-
form Amendment Act of 2000’’ received Feb-
ruary 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 
1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform. 

608. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–486, ‘‘Emergency Med-
ical Services Non-Resuscitation Procedures 
Act of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursu-
ant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

609. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–538, ‘‘Election Day Chal-
lenge Procedures Amendment Act of 2000’’ 
received February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee 
on Government Reform. 

610. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–509, ‘‘District of Colum-
bia Municipal Regulations Publication Im-
provement Amendment Act of 2000’’ received 
February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code sec-
tion 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

611. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–515, ‘‘Taxicab Drivers 
Protection Act of 2000’’ received February 2, 
2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 1— 
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Government 
Reform. 

612. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–532, ‘‘Closing of Public 
Alleys in Square 236, S.O. 00–36 Act of 2000’’ 
received February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee 
on Government Reform. 

613. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. Act 13–466, ‘‘Insurance 
Demutualization Amendment Act of 2000’’ 
received February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee 
on Government Reform. 

614. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–537, ‘‘Nonprofit Corpora-
tion Voting Amendment Act of 2000’’ re-
ceived February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee 
on Government Reform. 

615. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–536, ‘‘Administrative 
Procedure Amendment Act of 2000’’ received 
February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code sec-
tion 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

616. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–522, ‘‘Mandatory Au-
topsy for Deceased Wards of the District of 
Columbia and Mandatory Unusual Incident 
Report Temporary Act of 2000’’ received Feb-
ruary 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 
1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform. 

617. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–531, ‘‘Closing of O 
Street, N.E., S.O. 98–124, and Closing of Pub-
lic Alleys in Square 670, S.O. 90–235, Act of 
2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursuant to 
D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

618. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–530, ‘‘Wage-Hour En-
forcement Amendment Act of 2000’’ received 
February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code sec-
tion 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

619. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–520, ‘‘Disposal of District 
Owned Surplus Real Property Temporary 
Act of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursu-
ant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

620. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–521, ‘‘Noise Control 
Temporary Amendment Act of 2000’’ received 
February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code sec-
tion 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

621. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–519, ‘‘Gallery Place Eco-
nomic Development Amendment Act of 2000’’ 
received February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee 
on Government Reform. 

622. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–516, ‘‘Driving Under the 
Influence Repeat Offenders Amendment Act 
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of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursuant 
to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

623. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–504, ‘‘ANC Procurement 
Exclusion Amendment Act of 2000’’ received 
February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code sec-
tion 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

624. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–502, ‘‘Service Improve-
ment and Fiscal Year 2000 Budget Support 
Special Education Student Funding Increase 
Non-service Nonprofit Provider Clarifying 
and Technical Temporary Amendment Act of 
2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursuant to 
D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

625. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–467, ‘‘Public Disclosure 
of Findings and Information in Cases of 
Child Fatality or Near Fatality Temporary 
Amendment Act of 2000’’ received February 
2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 1— 
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Government 
Reform. 

626. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–480, ‘‘Citizens with Men-
tal Retardation Substituted Consent for 
Health Care Decisions Temporary Amend-
ment Act of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, 
pursuant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

627. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–498, ‘‘Redevelopment 
Land Agency Disposition Review Amend-
ment Act of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, 
pursuant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

628. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–517, ‘‘Mortgage Lender 
and Broker License Renewal Amendment 
Act of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursu-
ant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

629. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–555, ‘‘Insurance Trade 
and Economic Development Amendment Act 
of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, pursuant 
to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

630. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–513, ‘‘Government Em-
ployer-Assisted Housing Program Teacher, 
Police Officer, and Firefighter Hiring Incen-
tive Amendment Act of 2000’’ received Feb-
ruary 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 
1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform. 

631. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–557, ‘‘Prohibition on 
Abandoned Vehicles Amendment Act of 2000’’ 
received February 2, 2001, pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee 
on Government Reform. 

632. A letter from the Comptroller General, 
General Accounting Office, transmitting a 
list of all reports issued by GAO during De-
cember 2000, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 719(h); to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

633. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 13–556, ‘‘Opportunity Ac-
counts Act of 2000’’ received February 2, 2001, 
pursuant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

634. A letter from the Associate General 
Counsel for Legislation and Regulations, De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule—Revision of Freedom of Information 
Act Regulations; Delay of Effective Date 
[Docket No. FR–4292–F–03] (RIN: 2501–AC51) 
received February 2, 2001, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

635. A letter from the Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
notification that the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA) plans to submit an An-
nual Report for FY 2000 that consolidates a 
number of statutorily required financial and 
performance management reports; to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

636. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Election Commission, transmitting a report 
pursuant to the Federal Managers’ Financial 
Integrity Act, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
3512(c)(3); to the Committee on Government 
Reform. 

637. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, transmit-
ting an annual report on commercial activi-
ties inventory list; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

638. A letter from the Director, Financial 
Management, General Accounting Office, 
transmitting the FY 2000 annual report of 
the Comptroller General’s Retirement Sys-
tem, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 9503(a)(1)(B); to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

639. A letter from the Chairman, Merit 
Systems Protection Board, transmitting a 
copy of the annual report in compliance with 
the Government in the Sunshine Act during 
the calendar year 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
552b(j); to the Committee on Government Re-
form. 

640. A letter from the Inspector General, 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion, transmitting a report on the list of 
commercial activities for 2000; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

641. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Management and Budget, transmitting the 
FY 2000 Annual Performance Report; to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

642. A letter from the Director, Office of 
National Drug Control Policy, transmitting 
a report on the ‘‘FY 2000 Accounting of Drug 
Control Funds’’; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

643. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Personnel Management, transmitting the Of-
fice’s final rule—Prevailing Rate Systems; 
Redefinition of the Los Angeles, CA, Appro-
priated Fund Wage Area (RIN: 3206–AJ23) re-
ceived December 19, 2000, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

644. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Personnel Management, transmitting the Of-
fice’s final rule—Prevailing Rate Systems; 
Abolishment of the St. Louis, MO, Special 
Wage Schedule for Printing Positions (RIN: 
3206–AJ24) received December 19, 2000, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Government Reform. 

645. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Personnel Management, transmitting the Of-
fice’s final rule—Prevailing Rate Systems; 
Abolishment of the Philadelphia, PA, Spe-
cial Wage Schedule for Printing Positions 
(RIN: 3206–AJ22) received December 19, 2000, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

646. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Peace Corps, transmitting the Strategic 
Plan under the Government Performance 
and Results Act for FY 2000–2005; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

647. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting notifica-
tion of the intention to accept a 360-acre 
land donation to be added to wilderness 
areas, pursuant to 16 U.S.C. 1135(a); to the 
Committee on Resources. 

648. A letter from the Director, Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Department of the Interior, 
transmitting a report entitled, ‘‘Status and 
Trends of Wetlands in the United States 1986 
to 1997’’; to the Committee on Resources. 

649. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Surface Mining, Department of the In-
terior, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule—New Mexico Regulatory Program [NM– 
041–FOR] received January 17, 2001, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Resources. 

650. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting the bien-
nial report on the Coastal Zone Management 
Act (CZMA) of the Office of Ocean and Coast-
al Resource Management, National Ocean 
Service, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration (NOAA) for fiscal years 1998 
and 1999; to the Committee on Resources. 

651. A letter from the Assistant Adminis-
trator for Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule— 
Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Prohibited Species Donation 
Program [Docket No. 000905252–0339–02; I.D. 
080700D] (RIN: 0648–AN98) received December 
19, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Resources. 

652. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule—Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Catcher 
Processor Vessels Using Hook-and-line in the 
Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands [Docket No. 
000211040–0040–01; I.D. 120800B] received De-
cember 19, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

653. A letter from the Assistant Adminis-
trator for Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting a report on the Apportionment of 
Regional Fishery Management Council 
(RFMC) Membership in 2000, pursuant to sec-
tion 302 (b)(2)(B) of the Magnuson-STEVENS 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act; 
to the Committee on Resources. 

654. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting a report entitled, ‘‘The Sexual Victim-
ization of College Women,’’ pursuant to Sec-
tion 40506 of the Violent Crime Control and 
Law Enforcement Act of 1994; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

655. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—VISAS: Reissuance of O 
and P Nonimmigrant Visas (RIN: 1400 AA–96) 
received January 30, 2001, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

656. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a report 
entitled, ‘‘The Unfinished Work of Building 
One America’’; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

657. A letter from the Deputy Secretary, 
Office of the General Counsel, Securities and 
Exchange Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s final rule— Adjustments to 
Civil Monetary Penalty Amounts [Release 
Nos. 33–7946; 34–43897; IA–1921; IC–24846] re-
ceived January 31, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 
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658. A letter from the Regulations Officer, 

FMCSA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule— 
Sanctions Against Motor Carriers, Brokers, 
and Freight Forwarders for Failure To Pay 
Civil Penalties [Docket No. FMCSA–00–7332] 
(RIN: 2126–AA54) received January 8, 2001, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

659. A letter from the Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s report entitled, ‘‘The Super-
fund Innovative Technology Evaluation Pro-
gram: Annual Report to Congress FY 1999,’’ 
pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 9604i(D); to the Com-
mittee on Science. 

660. A letter from the Director, National 
Science Foundation, transmitting a report 
entitled, ‘‘Women, Minorities, and Persons 
With Disabilities in Science and Engineer-
ing: 2000,’’ pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 1885d; to the 
Committee on Science. 

661. A letter from the Deputy General 
Counsel, Small Business Administration, 
transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule—Small Business Investment Compa-
nies—received December 19, 2000, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Small Business. 

662. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting the 
United States Government Annual Report 
for the Fiscal Year ended September 30, 2000, 
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 331(c); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

663. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting 
the Service’s final rule—Comments on Re-
search Credit Regulations [Notice 2001–19] re-
ceived January 31, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

664. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting 
the Service’s final rule—Liabilities Assumed 
in Certain Corporate Transactions [TD 8924] 
(RIN: 1545–AY63) received January 8, 2001, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

665. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting 
the Service’s final rule—Guidance on Report-
ing of Deposit Interest Paid to Nonresident 
Aliens [REG–126100–00] (RIN: 1545–AY62) re-
ceived January 16, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

666. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting 
the Service’s final rule—Notice to Interested 
Parties [REG–129608–00] (RIN: 1545–AY68) re-
ceived January 16, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

667. A letter from the Chairman, Inter-
national Trade Commission, transmitting a 
report on Investigation No. TA–204–3 enti-
tled, ‘‘Lamb Meat: Monitoring Developments 
in the Domestic Industry’’ pursuant to sec-
tion 204(a)(2) of the Trade Act of 1974; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

668. A letter from the Regulations Officer, 
Social Security Administration, transmit-
ting the Administration’s final rule—Federal 
Old-Age, Survivors and Disability Insurance; 
Determining Disability and Blindness; Revi-
sion to Medical-Vocational Guidelines (RIN: 
0960–AE42) received January 17, 2001, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

669. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Election Commission, transmitting a supple-
mental FY 2001 request for additional funds, 
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 437d(d)(1); jointly to the 
Committees on House Administration and 
Appropriations. 

670. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting the 
Second Edition of the Research and Develop-
ment Plan, required by Section 5108 of the 
Transportation Equity Act for the Twenty- 
First Century (PL 105–178); jointly to the 
Committees on Transportation and Infra-
structure and Science. 

671. A letter from the Assistant Adminis-
trator, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting a report entitled, ‘‘Action Plan 
for Reducing, Mitigating, and Controlling, 
Hypoxia in the Northern Gulf of Mexico’’; 

jointly to the Committees on Science, Re-
sources, and Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

672. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting His report 
to increase investment in and access to as-
sistive technologies and a quality education, 
and help integrate Americans with disabil-
ities into the workforce and into community 
life; (H. Doc. No. 107—39); jointly to the Com-
mittees on Education and the Workforce, Fi-
nancial Services, Ways and Means, Energy 
and Commerce, Transportation and Infra-
structure, the Judiciary, and House Adminis-
tration and ordered to be printed. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

[Omitted from the Record of January 30, 2001] 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS (for himself, Mr. 
CONDIT, Mr. SHOWS, and Mr. KOLBE): 

H.R. 303. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to permit retired members of 
the Armed Forces who have a service-con-
nected disability to receive both military re-
tired pay by reason of their years of military 
service and disability compensation from the 
Department of Veterans Affairs for their dis-
ability; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, and in addition to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By. Mr. TANCREDO (for himself, Mr. 
CANTOR, and Mr. BAKER): 

H.R. 316. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a refundable credit 
for education expenses of children receiving 
or eligible to receive free or reduced price 
school meals; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
INTRODUCTION OF THE MOUNT 

NEBO WILDERNESS BOUNDARY 
ADJUSTMENT ACT 

HON. JAMES V. HANSEN 
OF UTAH 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, today I am in-
troducing the Mount Nebo Wilderness Bound-
ary Adjustment Act. 

The Mount Nebo Wilderness Area is located 
in the Uinta National Forest in Juab County, 
Utah. This is a very beautiful area, rich in bio-
logical diversity. Inside the Wilderness Area 
are streams teeming with Rainbow Trout, col-
lages of wildflowers during Spring and Sum-
mer, and beautiful mountain scenery. This 
area is also home to mule deer, elk, and 
moose. The Mount Nebo area undoubtedly 
deserves Wilderness protection. 

Mount Nebo was designated a Wilderness 
Area in the Utah Wilderness Act of 1984, 
which I sponsored. However, during the legis-
lative process, various oversights occurred be-
cause a map of the area was not adequately 
reviewed at the committee level. Erroneously 
included inside the boundaries were various 
preexisting developments to the water sys-
tems that have supplied clean water to Juab 
County since the late 1800s. These systems 
are in need of constant maintenance and care, 
and due to the restrictions on motorized vehi-
cles in Wilderness Areas, it became very dif-
ficult—and sometimes impossible—to ade-
quately maintain these facilities. In addition to 
these maintenance problems, the Wilderness 
Area includes a very small portion of private 
land that should not be inside the boundaries. 

This bill will remedy this situation by adjust-
ing the current boundary to exclude these 
water developments, and the small portion of 
private land. The boundary will then be modi-
fied to include an area of roadless Forest 
Service land to compensate for the boundary 
adjustment, resulting in a ten acre net-gain in 
the Wilderness Area. Thus, this bill results in 
a net gain of Wilderness acreage within the 
Mount Nebo Wilderness Area. 

As this bill is non-controversial, I urge all of 
my colleagues to support the Mount Nebo Wil-
derness Boundary Adjustment Act. 

f 

STATEMENT BY CONGRESSMAN 
ALCEE L. HASTINGS IN TRIBUTE 
TO AND IN MEMORY OF MRS. 
EULA GANDY JOHNSON 

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today in order to express condolences for 

one of Florida’s best known and most re-
spected civil rights activists who passed away 
earlier this month. I am deeply saddened by 
the loss of Mrs. Eula Gandy Johnson, a long- 
time personal friend and confidant, political 
supporter, and civil rights mentor. 

Eula Gandy Johnson, well known to many 
as ‘‘Miss Eula,’’ started her pioneering leader-
ship in civil rights in Statenville, Georgia. A 
short time after, she moved on to Fort Lauder-
dale where she then lived for 62 years, bring-
ing with her strong beliefs and passion for pol-
itics. She was simply a bold woman, who 
through her many contributions to human dig-
nity, became an educator, opening our minds 
to the endless possibilities of an educated 
community. She was an immense resource for 
the National Conference of Community and 
Justice, to which she served as a strong sup-
porter. Additionally, she was quite a strong 
force behind aspects of racial desegregation 
and discrimination to the African American 
community in Broward County. 

Miss Eula was a graceful lady who epito-
mized dignity and charm. She had a deep, 
abiding faith in God, being a Sunday School 
teacher at First Baptist Church in Piney Grove 
and always enlightened those with her words 
of inspiration. She will always be remembered 
as having a keen mind with a way of achiev-
ing her goals with a certain fearless attitude. 

It is often said that everyone is expendable, 
no matter their greatness. Eula Gandy John-
son, for her greatness, for the unselfish con-
tributions that she made to the African Amer-
ican community throughout Florida, to her 
friends, and to all those who had the privilege 
to know her, is uniquely irreplaceable. 

f 

RECOGNIZING CONSTITUENT SUR-
VEY RESULTS FROM COLORADO 

HON. BOB SCHAFFER 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, today I 
speak about Colorado’s Fourth Congressional 
District and the opinions of my constituents 
concerning the direction their country is taking. 
The Fourth Congressional District covers the 
21 counties of Colorado’s eastern plains, and 
approximately half of the State. I would like to 
share with you the thoughts of thousands of 
citizens from Eastern Colorado by reporting 
the results of an opinion survey I sent to 
Fourth District constituents. On December 29, 
2000 I asked each registered household in my 
district to respond to a mail-return opinion sur-
vey. 

The survey asked, ‘‘What is the single most 
important issue facing our country today?’’ Re-
spondents came back with a whole host of an-
swers including preserving social security, the 
need for an effective missile defense system, 

our country’s moral deterioration and the lack 
of immigration law enforcement. 

An overwhelming majority of Colorado’s 
Fourth District constituents believe taxes and 
education are the two most important issues 
facing American families today. In separate 
questions, they voiced their opinions citing 
problems and solutions to these tough issues. 

Responses concerning education included 
the need for parental involvement; smaller 
classroom sizes; school funds not reaching 
the classroom; worries over drugs and vio-
lence in schools and the demand for more 
local control. While the answers are varied, 
the message is the same: Parents expect 
quality public education and deserve to get the 
most for their tax dollar. 

Colorado constituents are also concerned 
with a number of different tax issues. Last 
year I fought to repeal the death tax and mar-
riage penalty taxes. Despite bipartisan sup-
port, Bill Clinton vetoed both these bills. Re-
cently, I signed the National Taxpayer Protec-
tion Pledge promising to oppose all tax in-
creases and continue opposing any efforts to 
spend Social Security funds on other govern-
ment programs. Tax increases of any shape, 
size or form are wrong at a time when we 
have a budget surplus. My constituents expect 
me to balance the federal budget, provide 
needed tax relief, eliminate government waste, 
and save Social Security. I believe Coloradans 
should keep more of their hard-earned money 
for themselves and their children’s futures, 
and I will continue to fight for this just cause. 

Fourth District Coloradans, more than two- 
to-one, oppose partial birth abortions and 
overwhelmingly oppose second amendment 
gun rights being restricted. They also are con-
cerned about our elderly and our veterans. I 
am proud to fight for the soldiers, sailors and 
airmen who valiantly defended our country, 
and I will continue to ensure our nation keeps 
its promise to our veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, I am grateful for the opinion 
survey responses I received. I shall consider 
this valuable input and share it with col-
leagues. As one of my constituents said, 
‘‘P.S.—Thanks for asking.’’ The voice of the 
people is the cornerstone of our political sys-
tem and I encourage constituents throughout 
the country to share their thoughts with their 
elected officials. As a public servant, I asked, 
and as always will listen and work for the bet-
terment of Colorado and this great nation. 
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INTRODUCTION OF THE TAX RE-

LIEF AND MARRIAGE PENALTY 
ELIMINATION ACT OF 2001 

HON. SAM JOHNSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
today I am introducing legislation that will pro-
vide substantial tax relief to all American tax-
payers and entirely eliminate the marriage 
penalty. 

The federal government taxes Americans 
too much. In fact, Washington is taxing our 
citizens at the highest rate ever during peace-
time. This high level of over-taxation is helping 
to generate ever-larger surpluses. Not surpris-
ingly, many Washington politicians want to use 
these tax overcharges to increase the size 
and scope of the federal government. Like 
President Bush, I believe that a government 
with unlimited funds becomes a government 
with unlimited reach. Thus, he is correct when 
he states that the solution is stop taking this 
excess money from the people who earn it in 
the first place. 

At the same time the federal government is 
taking more than its fair share from our hard 
working Americans, our federal tax laws have 
become more and more confusing as special 
interests line up to get tax breaks. What we 
need to do is provide substantial tax relief in 
a simple and fair manner. 

The first part of my bill is based on Presi-
dent Bush’s across-the-board tax cut proposal. 
It will simplify and reduce the existing 15%, 
28%, 31%, 36%, and 39.6% tax rates with 
four lower rates of 10%, 15%, 25%, and 33% 
over a period of 5 years. My tax plan will 
mean lower taxes for all working Americans. 

Time and again, history has demonstrated 
that across-the-board tax relief has significant, 
positive economic benefits. Each time in the 
last century that tax rates were lowered, an 
economic boom followed. This was most re-
cently demonstrated in the last 20 years. 
Under strong leadership, the malaise and 
stagflation of the 1970s melted into the pros-
perity of the 1980s. And the economic growth 
of the 1980s provided the venture capital to 
seed the technology revolution of the 1990s. 
The turning point of this remarkable economic 
transformation came on August 13, 1981, 
when President Reagan signed into law the 
largest tax relief bill in American history. The 
25% across-the-board cut in income taxes, 
combined with prudent deregulation and anti- 
inflation monetary policies, helped unleash the 
longest economic boom in the 20th century. It 
is clear that providing tax relief in this manner 
will generate millions of jobs, raise living 
standards for tens of millions of Americans 
and increase our collective national wealth by 
several trillions of dollars. 

Tax relief should encourage personal oppor-
tunity and economic growth instead of at-
tempting to manipulate individual behavior 
based on Washington values. We must move 
away from Washington picking winners and 
losers by its manipulation of our country’s tax 
laws. Recently, Alan Greenspan, Chairman of 
the Federal Reserve System, reiterated his 
long-standing professional opinion that across- 

the-board tax relief is economically the best 
way to provide tax relief. Importantly, he 
stressed the unarguable point that Washington 
politicians will spend the current national sur-
plus if it is not returned to its rightful owners, 
the American taxpayers. Consequently, Mr. 
Greenspan now agrees that we must make 
across-the-board tax relief a top policy goal. 

The second part of my bill will immediately 
eliminate the marriage penalty in our tax code. 
This legislation rewrites the existing discrimi-
natory tax laws in order to ensure that married 
couples will never be penalized on the ac-
count of their marital status. Married couples 
will be able to get standard deduction that is 
twice the amount of single tax filers. Currently, 
the standard deduction for a single American 
is $4,550 but the married couple only gets 
$7,550. Under my bill the married couple will 
get a standard deduction in the amount of 
$9,100, which is twice the amount of the sin-
gle standard deduction. 

Importantly, my bill will also ensure that all 
income brackets are adjusted so that the mar-
ried brackets are twice the amount of the sin-
gle brackets. Currently, American families pay 
a marginal tax rate of 28% on income above 
$46,000, while an unmarried couple pays a 
marginal tax rate of 15% on total income up 
to $54,000. That’s just plain wrong. My bill will 
ensure that American families never pay a 
higher marginal tax rate than an unmarried 
couple. 

It is simply wrong that Washington is pun-
ishing our American families by taxing our tra-
ditional values. Increasingly, our sons and 
daughters can not afford to marry. Con-
sequently, they are less likely to dedicate 
themselves to their relationship and their chil-
dren. We must eliminate this perverse dis-
incentive for all American families. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in providing 
meaningful tax relief for all taxpayers and im-
mediately eliminating the marriage penalty in 
our tax laws. 

f 

HONORING SENATOR ALAN 
CRANSTSON 

HON. GRACE F. NAPOLITANO 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, today I 
remember an icon in California public service 
and a true role model for elected officials. 
Senator Alan Cranston embodied many at-
tributes that symbol his dedication and com-
mitment to serving the constituents he rep-
resented. 

Senator Cranston spent 32 years in public 
office, including twenty-four as a United States 
Senator and rose to become a powerful force 
in the Democratic Party. After founding the 
California Democratic Council and winning two 
terms as state Controller, Alan Cranston was 
elected to the United States Senate in 1968, 
where he served until his retirement in 1993. 
Always a defender of the less fortunate, Sen-
ator Cranston fought for citizens of all races, 
ethnicities and income brackets, firmly believ-
ing that part of the American Dream was 
equality and opportunity for everyone. 

In recognition of his astute leadership and 
perseverance, Senator Cranston was elected 
Majority Whip by his colleagues from 1977– 
1981 and 1987–1991 and served as Minority 
Whip from 1981–1987. 

One of Senator Cranston’s most admirable 
causes was his passionate advocation of arms 
control. He was a profound believer in the 
United Nations and joined with former Soviet 
leader Mikhail Gorbachev to set up the Gorba-
chev Foundation USA, dedicated to elimi-
nating nuclear weapons. 

On a personal note, Senator Cranston was 
a frequent visitor to my 34th Congressional 
district where he would attend receptions at 
the Whittier home of our mutual constituents 
Kauzo and Mary Miyashita in support of the 
California Democratic Party. That is where my 
husband Frank and I first met the Senator in 
the mid 1980’s. 

Alan Cranston will be remembered as a su-
perb mechanic of the political process and for 
being one of California’s and the nation’s most 
devout public servants. His leadership should 
inspire us all and I am proud to celebrate his 
life and his causes. 

f 

ASHCROFT NOMINATION 

HON. MELVIN L. WATT 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. WATT of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I 
submit the following resolution of the North 
Carolina Association of Black Lawyers regard-
ing the nomination of John D. Ashcroft as At-
torney General of the United States. 

NORTH CAROLINA ASSOCIATION OF BLACK LAW-
YERS ANNOUNCES OPPOSITION TO THE NOMI-
NATION OF JOHN D. ASHCROFT AS ATTORNEY 
GENERAL OF UNITED STATES 

The North Carolina Association of Black 
Lawyers, founded in 1971 and representing 
over 800 African American Lawyers in North 
Carolina is dedicated to the pursuit of equal 
justice for all people. In defense of rights of 
African Americans and all persons believing 
in the pursuit of equal justice, we announce 
our active opposition to the confirmation of 
John A. Ashcroft for Attorney General of the 
United States. Our opposition is based upon 
Mr. Ashcroft’s demonstrated hostility to en-
suring equal justice and access to justice for 
all Americans. 

The Attorney General is responsible for 
vigorous enforcement of our nation’s civil 
rights laws—pursuing those laws in a fair, 
vigorous and consistent manner. 

Ashcroft has opposed appropriately tai-
lored race-conscious measures designed to 
remedy present and past discrimination. He 
even opposes programs that are constitu-
tionally permissible under current Supreme 
Court precedent. 

He repeatedly sponsored legislation to end 
affirmative action programs in employment, 
contracting and public programs. He spon-
sored legislation to end the Department of 
Transportation’s Disadvantaged Minority 
and Women Business Program. He also spon-
sored legislation to make provisions similar 
to California’s Proposition 209—which 
banned affirmative action—a part of federal 
law. 
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He opposed Bill Lann Lee because Mr. Lee 

expressed support for constitutionally per-
missible affirmative action programs—apply-
ing an ideological litmus test to this nomi-
nation as he has with judicial nominations. 
Ashcroft’s efforts helped to prevent a vote 
before the full United States Senate. 

As Attorney General and then as Governor, 
Ashcroft vigorously opposed efforts to deseg-
regate St. Louis’ public schools. His opposi-
tion was so great that the court almost or-
dered the State in contempt citing ‘‘con-
tinual delay and failure to comply’’ with a 
court order to submit a voluntary desegrega-
tion plan. 

Governor Ashcroft vetoed legislation that 
would have allowed private non-profit, civic, 
religious and political groups to register vot-
ers in the City of St. Louis, he later vetoed 
a bill that would have allowed such registra-
tion in all of Missouri. 

During testimony before the Senate Judi-
ciary Committee, Ashcroft said that he be-
lieved in and supported the President’s ideas, 
which he termed ‘‘affirmative access’’—al-
ready at work in California, Texas and Flor-
ida. He calls these programs 

The Attorney General is the gatekeeper to 
the federal judiciary—playing a key role in 
whom the President selects for the federal 
bench. 

Ashcroft has repeatedly blocked the con-
sideration of qualified nominees. His record 
shows that, as a Senator, he has repeatedly 
used tactics to block and delay votes on 
qualified women and minorities nominated 
to the federal courts. 

Senator Ashcroft’s decisive role in sabo-
taging the nomination of a well qualified Af-
rican American, Judge Ronnie White, to the 
federal bench points to his disregard for judi-
cial independence and his willingness to use 
ideological litmus tests in the judicial selec-
tion process. 

Ashcroft spearheaded the party-line vote 
to defeat Judge Ronnie White’s confirmation 
to a federal district court judgeship. He did 
this by misrepresenting Judge White’s 
record, labeling him pro-criminal because of 
his death penalty record even though White 
voted to uphold the death penalty over 70% 
of the time. 

The Attorney General should have the 
temperament, objectivity and commitment 
to fairness necessary to carry the awesome 
responsibilities of Attorney General. 

Ashcroft’s fervent and long-term commit-
ment to his extremist political beliefs call 
into question his ability to suppress those 
political beliefs and enforce the constitu-
tional principles with which he so profoundly 
disagrees. This extremist ideology also 
raises questions about his objectivity. 

As a member of the Senate he made ra-
cially insensitive comments to Southern 
Partisan magazine that were divisive. 
Ashcroft applauded the magazine for its 
‘‘heritage of doing that, of defending South-
ern patriots like [Robert E.] Lee, [Stonewall] 
Jackson, and [Jefferson] Davis.’’ Southern 
Partisan has printed articles stating that Af-
rican Americans, Hispanics, Asians, and 
other immigrants have ‘‘no temperament for 
democracy, never had, [and] never will’’ and 
that these groups have dissipated the na-
tion’s ‘‘genetic race pool.’’ 

He further demonstrated his racial insen-
sitivity when, as a United States Senator 
from a state with over 500,000 African Ameri-
cans, he gave the commencement address 
and received an honorary degree from Bob 
Jones University, a school known for its rac-
ist policies and anti-Catholic bigotry. Al-
though Ashcroft has claimed that he did not 

know about the policies of the University, he 
has refused to return the degree. The credi-
bility of his denial is called into question 
when as governor he declined to appoint a 
professor to a state judgeship who had made 
supportive comments of the University in a 
law review article. 

We are communicating our opposition to 
Senators Helms and Edwards as well as 
members of the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee. We urge our membership to oppose 
vigorously this nomination. We join the mul-
titude of organizations opposing this nomi-
nation. 

f 

EXPRESSING SYMPATHY FOR VIC-
TIMS OF EARTHQUAKE IN INDIA 
ON JANUARY 26, 2001, AND SUP-
PORT FOR ONGOING AID EF-
FORTS 

SPEECH OF 

HON. ROD R. BLAGOJEVICH 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, January 31, 2001 

Mr. BLAGOJEVICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
express my sympathy for the victims of the 
earthquake in Gujarat state in India, and I am 
proud to be a cosponsor of this resolution, 
which demonstrates our commitment here in 
Congress to the victims of this tragedy. 

Over the past few days, Americans have 
been confronted with images of the devasta-
tion in Western India. Of course, Americans of 
Indian descent have been concerned for their 
family and friends. But no American who saw 
the extent of the tragedy in Gujarat could be 
unmoved by the fate of the citizens of our sis-
ter democracy. Americans and Indians share a 
bond forged by shared values. And that bond 
has motivated Americans to ask their govern-
ment to play an active role in assisting the vic-
tims of this earthquake. 

Thankfully, the administration has been 
quick to respond. By Sunday morning, an as-
sessment team from the United States Agency 
for International Development was on the 
ground in Gujarat, determining needs and of-
fering immediate comfort to victims. Since that 
time, the United States has provided genera-
tors, water purification equipment, tents and 
food to assist the survivors. The United States 
is continuing to work with relief agencies to 
get more critical assistance into the crisis zone 
as soon as possible. My colleagues and I in 
the Caucus for India and Indo-Americans have 
been working with the administration to mini-
mize any roadblocks which could prevent the 
delivery of assistance. 

I commend the administration for their quick 
response. But we here in Congress must en-
sure that as the immediate shock of this trag-
edy fades, our commitment to the victims does 
not fade along with it. Long after this earth-
quake passes from the headlines of American 
papers, we need to remember that people in 
Gujarat will be working to rebuild their homes, 
their businesses, and their lives. The leaders 
of our nation, the world’s oldest democracy, 
must never forget our bond with the people of 
India, the world’s largest democracy. I have 
written to the President and the Director of the 
United States Agency for International Devel-

opment to urge them to show their commit-
ment to assist India in the aftermath of this cri-
sis. I will be working over the coming months 
to ensure that the United States provides what 
ever is necessary to ease the suffering of the 
victims of the Gujarat earthquake. 

f 

CONGRATULATIONS TO THE UNI-
VERSITY OF MASSACHUSETTS 
MINUTEMAN MARCHING BAND 

HON. JOHN W. OLVER 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to congratu-
late the University of Massachusetts Minute-
man Marching Band on its appearance in the 
2001 Presidential Inaugural Parade. The Min-
uteman Marching Band was nominated by the 
Governor of Massachusetts and was selected 
by the Inaugural Committee to appear in the 
parade. 

The Minuteman Marching Band has long 
been recognized for its excellence, receiving 
the prestigious Sudler Trophy in 1998. In addi-
tion, the band has a history of participation in 
Presidential inaugural festivities. The Minute-
men marched in the 1981 Presidential Inau-
gural Parade and performed at the Inaugural 
Ceremonies in 1985. 

The band, made up of 300 students, rep-
resents 16 states and over 90 Massachusetts 
communities. These talented students provide 
an invaluable service to the student body of 
Umass-Amherst, and to the citizens of the 
state of Massachusetts. They performed admi-
rably in the 2001 Inaugural Parade, and every-
one from the UMass community is proud of 
their achievement. I am pleased to recognize 
the band’s director, George Parks, and all the 
students in the band for their outstanding per-
formance. 

f 

SUPPORT THE MONTGOMERY G.I. 
BILL IMPROVEMENTS ACT 

HON. JOHN D. DINGELL 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to join my 
colleague and fellow veteran, LANE EVANS, in 
reintroducing the Montgomery G.I. Bill Im-
provements Act. H.R. 1071 had the support of 
160 of my colleagues in the 106th Congress, 
all of whom recognized, like our new Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs Anthony Principi, 
that improving the military’s primary education 
benefit, the Montgomery G.I. Bill, is wise pol-
icy for a number of reasons. It will reverse the 
military’s deteriorating ability to recruit the 
number and quality of individuals it needs; it 
provides veterans the tools necessary to reen-
ter the workforce; and, it expands access to 
higher education to the young men and 
women in uniform. 

In 1999, the Congressional Commission on 
Servicemembers and Veterans Transition As-
sistance, chaired by now Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs Anthony Principi, recommended 
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overhauling and greatly improving the G.I. Bill. 
Our legislation is modeled on the Commis-
sion’s recommendation, and I am encouraged 
and hopeful that the new Administration will 
work with us to pass this important bill. Clear-
ly, Sec. Principi’s appointment is a positive de-
velopment. 

America’s military supremacy has been un-
questioned since the end of the Cold War. In 
the Gulf War, Bosnia, and Kosovo we proved 
that our armed forces set the world standard 
for excellence. While much of our battlefield 
success has to do with the superiority of our 
weapons systems, weapons are only as good 
as the people who operate them. Our success 
on the battlefield boils down to the quality and 
ability of our troops. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, the military is having 
increasing difficulty recruiting the quantity and 
quality of troops it needs to meet today’s chal-
lenges. Recruiting shortfalls are a serious 
problem, and as statistics have grown worse, 
recruiting budgets have soared. In addition to 
new advertising campaigns, the services have 
resorted to gimmicks, including sponsoring 
drag racers, deploying psychedelic humvees, 
and offering emergency cash giveaways. I do 
not criticize the armed forces for these efforts, 
but they highlight the need for a greater, more 
effective recruiting tool. The best recruiting 
tool is education, and we would best help our 
armed forces by modernizing the military’s pri-
mary education benefit, the Montgomery G.I. 
Bill. 

The Department of Defense’s Youth Attitude 
Tracking Studies (YATS) confirm that fewer 
young men and women are considering serv-
ing. This shouldn’t come as a surprise. 
‘‘Money for college’’ is the top reason young 
men and women choose to serve. College 
costs have quadrupled in the last 20 years, 
but the G.I. Bill hasn’t. At the same time, more 
nonservice financial assistance has become 
available, which has benefited society but not 
the military. 

Today’s G.I. Bill does not provide enough 
assistance to attract the number of high qual-
ity high school graduates the armed forces 
need, especially when considering the risks of 
service. This has forced the military to accept 
lower quality recruits. Statistics tell us that 
lower quality recruits, as measured by aptitude 
tests, have a much greater attrition rate. 
Troops that fail to make it through training or 
fulfill their service obligations cost taxpayers 
dearly. 

The Montgomery GI Bill Improvements Act 
ensures that our all volunteer armed forces 
have the ability to attract quality recruits, and 
provides veterans with skills to better our 
economy and their lives. In exchange for four 
years of service, our legislation would provide 
servicemembers a benefit covering the full 
cost of tuition, fees and books and provide a 
subsistence allowance. Those opting for a 
shorter enlistment or enrolled in the current 
program would earn a basic benefit of $900/ 
month. Our legislation is not inexpensive, but 
we must invest to stay the best. The young 
men and women who will benefit from this leg-
islation will have to earn it through service to 
our country. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge my colleagues 
on both sides of the aisle to join us in standing 
up for our armed forces, servicemembers and 

veterans by supporting this much needed leg-
islation. 

f 

HIGH-ACHIEVEMENT FOR SILVER 
GROVE HIGH SCHOOL 

HON. KEN LUCAS 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. LUCAS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in recognition of Silver Grove High 
School. This is a success story about a school 
in a high poverty district that has overcome 
adversity and has become one of the models 
in education reform. 

Silver Grove High School is one of eight 
schools to be recognized by Kentucky’s Com-
missioner of Education for its outstanding per-
formance in Kentucky’s state testing program. 
Silver Grove High performed so well that it 
has become a model of the best Kentucky’s 
public schools have to offer. 

I rise today to commend Silver Grove High 
School and all of the educators, staff and stu-
dents of this fine educational institution. I ask 
you to join me in congratulating Silver Grove 
High School and the entire community of Sil-
ver Grove on their achievements. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MAYOR AND MRS. 
BILL HEXT 

HON. LARRY COMBEST 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. COMBEST. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
commend Mayor Bill Hext and Jane Hext for 
their tremendous contributions to the city of 
Odessa, Texas. They were recently honored 
by being named ‘‘Outstanding Citizen(s) of the 
Year’’ for 2000. 

The ‘‘Outstanding Citizen of the Year’’ 
award was established some 44 years ago to 
recognize those who dedicate their time, talent 
and resources to improve the quality of life for 
the community. Mayor and Mrs. Hext are more 
than civil servants, but also leaders and role- 
models. 

Their commitment to public and community 
service and their adherence to family- and 
faithbased principles truly make them ideal for 
such an honor. Mayor Hext has been actively 
involved in such organizations as the Texas 
Municipal League, the MOTRAN policy advi-
sory committee and Grace Christian Fellow-
ship, serving in various leadership positions. 
He was inducted into the Business Hall of 
Fame in 1995 in recognition of his entrepre-
neurial ventures in two successful businesses 
and served as a member of the City Council 
for two years. Last May Mayor Hext was elect-
ed mayor of Odessa with the focus to continue 
the successes and build upon new opportuni-
ties in education, health care and the econ-
omy. 

Mrs. Hext has dedicated her time and tal-
ents over the years to the Ector County Inde-
pendent School District schools, Meals on 
Wheels, the Girl Scouts, Operation Blessing, 

and the Boys and Girls Club of Odessa. 
Mayor and Mrs. Hext went above and beyond 
the call to service when they established the 
Hext Family Foundation committed to pro-
viding resources to foster educational, medical 
and faith-based organizations in Odessa. 

It is with great pride that I commend Mayor 
Bill Hext and Jane Hext for their active in-
volvement and leadership in the community 
and I congratulate them on being awarded the 
‘‘Outstanding Citizen(s) of the Year.’’ 

f 

CELEBRATING THE CONTRIBUTONS 
OF MRS. MARY COOK, CONGRES-
SIONAL LIAISON, V.A. REGIONAL 
OFFICE, DECATUR, GEORGIA 

HON. MAC COLLINS 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Mrs. Mary Cook for her contributions to 
the veterans of the State of Georgia. Over the 
past 34 years, Mrs. Cook, who works in the 
V.A. Regional Office in Decatur, Georgia, has 
gone above and beyond the call of duty. She 
has always assisted my office and other legis-
lative offices in providing courteous, expedi-
tious and judicial treatment of veterans in the 
Southeast area. 

Mrs. Cook began her career in federal serv-
ice in 1960 with the Federal Aviation Agency. 
In 1970, she came on board with the Veterans 
Administration, where she has remained for 
the last 30 years. 

In all our dealings Mrs. Cook has never al-
lowed cases to languish in government red 
tape. She has always been very aggressive in 
pursuing these cases and making sure our of-
fice was kept informed of all developments. 

She has taken on many special projects 
over the years, including serving as the VA 
Regional Office Women’s Veterans Coordi-
nator from January 1993 to March 2000. As 
the WVC, Mrs. Cook interviewed, counseled 
and provided help to women veterans seeking 
specialized assistance. She also worked with 
the Women Veterans Committees at the Geor-
gia VA Medical Centers to insure coordinated 
services and assistance were provided to 
women veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, we often overlook the daily 
sacrifices and dedication of federal employ-
ees. Mrs. Cook is an example of a federal em-
ployee who not only takes pride in her work, 
but has a true dedication to the people she is 
charged with serving. As she retires from fed-
eral service and goes on to another phase in 
her life, please join me in congratulating her 
on a job well done and wishing her the very 
best in the future. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO RETIRING CARRIER 
EXECUTIVE T. HUME LAIDMAN 

HON. JAMES T. WALSH 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, today I want to 
congratulate a man from my New York’s 25th 
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Congressional District whose distinguished ca-
reer has contributed to the growth and pros-
perity of a major employer in Central New 
York. This month, Mr. T. Hume Laidman will 
retire from the Carrier Corporation division of 
United Technology after 44 dedicated years of 
service. 

Since 1957, Mr. Laidman has served in five 
different divisions of Carrier, participating in 
the company’s growth from a largely domestic 
supplier to a truly global leader in its industry. 
Mr. Laidman has personally overseen the 
opening of manufacturing plants on five con-
tinents, and since 1997 as Vice President of 
Operations for Carrier Refrigeration, he has 
played a key role in establishing its refrigera-
tion division, which has its worldwide head-
quarters in Syracuse, as a $3 billion operation. 

Raised in Florida, Mr. Laidman spent sum-
mers as a youth visiting his godmother in 
Cazenovia, New York. After graduating from 
the University of Miami, Mr. Laidman decided 
to pursue his career and raise his family in 
Central New York. While his vocation fre-
quently took him to various countries, Mr. 
Laidman still found time to volunteer locally for 
the ski patrol at Song Mountain for more than 
40 years. 

Mr. Laidman’s leadership at Carrier has 
contributed greatly to the organization’s suc-
cess and to its ability to support a large em-
ployee base, community organizations and 
civic betterment. On behalf of the people of 
the 25th Congressional District, it is my honor 
to congratulate Mr. Laidman on his well-de-
served retirement and to thank him for 44 
years of service to Central New York. We wish 
him and his family the very best. 

f 

PROBLEMS FOR TEENS WHO 
WORK: WE NEED THE ‘‘YOUNG 
AMERICAN WORKERS BILL OF 
RIGHTS’’ 

HON. TOM LANTOS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, during the 106th 
Congress, over 60 Members of Congress 
joined me in support of comprehensive do-
mestic child labor law reform which would pro-
tect our children in the workplace. This bipar-
tisan legislation—entitled ‘‘The Young Amer-
ican Workers’ Bill of Rights Act’’ (H.R. 2119 in 
the 106th Congress)—would assist both fami-
lies and teenagers’ struggling with the com-
peting interests of holding a job while gaining 
an education. The legislation will also reduce 
the incidence of injuries and deaths of minors 
at the workplace. I look forward to reintro-
ducing this important bill early in the 107th 
Congress. 

As we continue our efforts to combat the in-
justice of international child labor, we must not 
forget our own children here. The exploitation 
of child labor is unfortunately not a thing of the 
past in our country. It has become a growing 
problem that continues to jeopardize the 
health, education, development and lives of 
many of our children. 

People often associate the evils of child 
labor only with Third World countries. But 

American teenagers are also negatively im-
pacted by exploitation on the job. Our econ-
omy has changed considerably since the days 
when teenagers held after school jobs at a 
‘‘Mom and Pop’’ corner drug store or soda 
fountain. In today’s low unemployment econ-
omy, teenagers are hired to work part-time to 
fill-in or to hold jobs previously held by adults 
in full-time positions. Many high-school stu-
dents are working 30 and even 40 hours a 
week, and often they are working well past 
midnight on school nights. Research shows 
that long hours on the job take away time 
needed for schoolwork and family responsibil-
ities. 

Mr. Speaker, studies have shown that the 
majority of children and teenagers who hold 
jobs in the United States are not working to 
support their families, but rather are employed 
to earn extra spending money. Employment is 
important in teaching young people the value 
of work, and I see nothing wrong with minors 
working to earn extra spending money. I think 
it is a serious problem, however, when teen-
agers work more hours for spending money 
than they spend working for their education. It 
is important for children to learn the value of 
work, but a solid education, not after school 
jobs, are the key to a successful future. We 
need to set sensible limits on the hours that 
minors are permitted to work during the school 
year so that our children can focus on their 
primary job—earning a good education. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to call the atten-
tion of my colleagues to an article which ap-
peared in the New York Times recently enti-
tled ‘‘Problems Seen For Teenagers Who Hold 
Jobs’’ which was written by Steven Green-
house. The article discusses some of the 
problems many teenagers face when they 
hold a job during the school year. According to 
the article, a study of the National Academy of 
Sciences found that when teenagers work 
more than 20 hours a week, it often leads to 
lower grades, higher alcohol use and too little 
time with parents and families. 

Mr. Speaker, I will place the entire text of 
this article in the RECORD, but I would like to 
call special attention to a couple of paragraphs 
that are particularly indicative of the problems 
we face: 

‘‘One recent Friday, Alicia, [a] waitress, a 
senior at Governor Livingston Regional High 
School in Berkeley Heights, N.J., acknowl-
edged that she had put in a grueling week. 
Alicia, who works at Johnny Rockets, a 
1950’s-style diner at the Short Hills Mall, had 
missed one day of school that week and ar-
rived late the four other days. The reason 
was that she had to work past midnight on 
Tuesday and Thursday, and that came after 
working from 10:30 a.m. until 12:30 a.m. on 
Saturday and Sunday. 

‘‘It’s fun, and I get a lot of money—I made 
$240 on Saturday alone,’’ she said, noting 
that she sometimes earns $40 in tips in an 
hour when its busy. 

‘‘ ‘I’m not doing good in school this semes-
ter,’ Alicia acknowledged, her tone half rue-
ful, half isn’t-this-cool. ‘Because of work, I 
come into school late or I stay home because 
I’m so tired.’ 

‘‘Joan Tonto, one of Alicia’s teachers, said, 
‘She’s tired when she comes into school, and 
by sixth period she’s too tired to work on 
problems in class. I’ve talked to Alicia about 
how her job is affecting her in school, and 
she says, ‘I’m making a lot of money, Mrs. 
Tonto.’ ’’ 

Mr. Speaker, it is clear to me from reading 
these excerpts and from reviewing a recent 
study by the National Academy of Sciences, 
that it is time for us to carefully weigh the ben-
efits of children working against the costs that 
too much work can take on a child’s academic 
performance and healthy development. At 
what point does the desire to earn extra 
spending money negatively effect the ability of 
a child to perform to her or his learning poten-
tial at school? According to Steven Green-
house, 16- and 17-year-olds are working 40 
hours a week on top of 30 hours in the class-
room and in many cases education is taking a 
back seat to after school employment. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that the entire article 
‘‘Problems Seen For Teenagers Who Hold 
Jobs’’ be placed in the RECORD. I urge my col-
leagues to read this article and to join me in 
cosponsoring ‘‘The Young American Workers’ 
Bill of Rights Act.’’ This legislation will ensure 
that the job opportunities available to our 
youth are meaningful, safe, and healthy, and 
our bill will encourage—not discourage—their 
healthy development and will give them the 
tools to help prepare them for a productive 
adult life. 

[From the New York Times, Jan. 29, 2001] 
PROBLEMS SEEN FOR TEENAGERS WHO HOLD 

JOBS 
(By Steven Greenhouse) 

Some weekdays, Alicia Gunther, 17, works 
past midnight as a waitress at a New Jersey 
mall, and she readily admits that her work 
often hurts her grades and causes her to 
sleep through first period. 

Jason Ferry, a high school junior, loves 
working 30 hours a week as a cashier at a 
Connecticut supermarket, but he acknowl-
edges that when he gets home from work at 
9:30 p.m. he usually does not have enough 
time to study for big tests. 

For decades, the conventional wisdom has 
been that it is great for teenagers like these 
to hold after-school jobs because they teach 
responsibility, provide pocket money and 
keep the teenagers out of trouble. 

But in a nation where more than five mil-
lion teenagers under 18 work, a growing body 
of research is challenging the conventional 
wisdom and concluding that working long 
hours often undermines teenagers’ education 
and overall development. 

In the most important study, two arms of 
the National Academy of Sciences—the Na-
tional Research Council and the Institute of 
Medicine—found that when teenagers work 
more than 20 hours a week, the work often 
leads to lower grades, higher alcohol use and 
too little time with their parents and fami-
lies. 

Influenced by such studies, lawmakers in 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, Alabama and 
other states have pushed in recent years to 
tighten laws regulating how many hours 
teenagers can work and how late they can 
work. In Massachusetts, several lawmakers 
are seeking to limit the maximum amount of 
time 16-year-olds and 17-year-olds can work 
during school weeks to 30 hours, down from 
the current maximum of 48 hours. 

In 1998, Connecticut lawmakers reduced 
the maximum number of hours 16-year-olds 
and 17-year-olds can work during school 
weeks to 32 hours, down from 48, and last 
year they debated imposing fines on employ-
ers who violate those limits. In New York, 
students that age are allowed to work up to 
28 hours during school weeks, while in New 
Jersey the maximum is 40 hours. 
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The impetus to tighten restrictions grows 

largely out of concerns about education, es-
pecially fears that American students are 
falling short on tougher standards and are 
lagging behind foreign students in compara-
tive tests. While there are myriad reasons 
for poor school performance, legislators 
seeking tougher restrictions say American 
students would certainly do better if they 
placed more emphasis on work inside school 
and less emphasis on working outside school. 

‘‘We have 16- and 17-year-olds working 40 
hours a week on top of 30 hours in the class-
room,’’ said Peter J. Larkin, the Massachu-
setts state representative sponsoring the bill 
to reduce the number of hours teenagers can 
work. ‘‘Something has to give, and aca-
demics seems to be taking a back seat. Sure 
there is pressure against the bill from em-
ployers who need teenage workers to help in 
a full-employment economy, but many other 
employers are complaining that the grad-
uates of our high schools are not up to par.’’ 

With the national jobless rate at 4 percent, 
near its lowest point in three decades, many 
employers are eager to hire teenagers and 
say it would be bad for the economy and for 
their businesses to limit the number of hours 
teenagers can work. 

In many states, those pushing for tougher 
restrictions include pediatricians’ groups, 
P.T.A.’s, women’s clubs, teachers’ unions 
and the National Consumer League. Those 
opposing tighter restrictions usually include 
business groups and the many parents who 
see benefits in teenagers’ working, and who 
have warm memories of their own first jobs 
as soda jerks or supermarket clerks. 

Studies by the National Research Council 
and professors at Stanford University, Tem-
ple University and the University of Min-
nesota found negative effects when 16- and 
17-year-olds work more than 20 hours a week. 
These studies concluded that students who 
work long hours often do not have enough 
time or energy for homework and miss out 
on social and intellectual development 
gained from participating in school clubs 
and athletic teams. 

Several studies also found that 16-year-olds 
and 17-year-olds who work long hours tend to 
use alcohol more than others in their age 
group, largely because they have extra pock-
et money and copy older co-workers. 

‘‘It’s probably safe for kids to work 10 
hours or less each week when they’re in 
school, but probably not such a good idea for 
them to work more than 20 hours,’’ said Lau-
rence Steinberg, a professor of psychology at 
Temple University. ‘‘That’s when we and 
other researchers find decreased academic 
performance and decreased engagement in 
school.’’ 

But many child development experts, 
teachers and parents said working a modest 
amount could be valuable for teenagers, 
teaching responsibility and how to work 
with others, as well as contributing money 
to financially strapped households. 

‘‘It’s a positive thing,’’ said Ted Simonelli, 
a guidance counselor at Linden High School 
in New Jersey. ‘‘They’re learning to be on 
time, they’re learning to be good employees, 
they’re learning a skill that they can trade 
on when they graduate. Many of the students 
in the top half of our class work after 
school.’’ 

For teenagers in poor city neighborhoods, 
several studies have found, a job can be espe-
cially beneficial because it fosters discipline 
and provides needed role models. 

Supporters of teenage work point to suc-
cess stories like Josh Hershey, 16, of West 
Hartford, Conn., who took a job at an after- 

school child care center because it would 
help prepare him for the career to which he 
aspires: teaching. His job helped his school-
work, he said, because it forced him to pro-
crastinate less and focus more when doing 
homework. 

‘‘There are a lot of benefits to students’ 
working in moderation,’’ said Jeylan T. 
Mortimer, a sociology professor at the Uni-
versity of Minnesota in Minneapolis. ‘‘But 
most sociologists and psychologists would 
say that it’s an excessive load for full-time 
students to work 25 or 30 hours a week if you 
think it’s important for young people to par-
ticipate in extracurricular activities, de-
velop friendships and spend time with their 
families.’’ 

A newly released study by the Department 
of Labor shows that 58 percent of American 
16-year-olds hold jobs sometime during the 
school year, not including informal work 
like baby-sitting, while another study shows 
that one-third of high-school juniors work 20 
or more hours each week. The Department of 
Labor also found that slightly more than 
two-fifths of 15-year-olds work, as do one in 
five 14-year-olds. 

Several economists said the percentage of 
teenagers who work has remained at the 
same level in recent years. Although the sta-
tistics are sketchy, these experts said they 
believed that the number of hours students 
work has increased, partly because of the 
tight labor market. 

A new study by the International Labor 
Organization showed that American teen-
agers work far more than teenagers in most 
other countries. The study found that 53 per-
cent of American teenagers, from the ages of 
16 to 19, work in any given week. In Japan, 
18 percent of teenagers aged 15 through 19 
work, while in Germany, 30.8 percent of teen-
agers in that age bracket work. 

One recent Friday, Alicia, the waitress, a 
senior at Governor Livingston Regional High 
School in Berkeley Heights, N.J., acknowl-
edged that she had put in a grueling week. 
Alicia, who works at Johnny Rockets, a 
1950’s-style diner at the Short Hills Mall, had 
missed one day of school that week and ar-
rived late the four other days. 

The reason was that she had to work past 
midnight on Tuesday and Thursday, and that 
came after working from 10:30 a.m. until 
12:30 a.m. on Saturday and Sunday. 

‘‘It’s fun, and I get a lot of money—I made 
$240 on Saturday alone,’’ she said, noting 
that she sometimes earns $40 in tips in an 
hour when it is busy. 

‘‘I’m not doing good in school this semes-
ter,’’ Alicia acknowledged, her tone half rue-
ful, half isn’t-this-cool. ‘‘Because of work, I 
come into school late or I stay home because 
I’m so tired.’’ 

Joan Tonto, one of Alicia’s teachers, said, 
‘‘She’s tired when she comes into school, and 
by sixth period she’s too tired to work on 
problems in class. I’ve talked to Alicia about 
how her job is affecting her in school, and 
she says, ‘I’m making a lot of money, Mrs. 
Tonto.’ ’’ 

Teenage labor dates from colonial times, 
when many youths served as apprentices or 
helped sow and harvest. But with the na-
tion’s rapid industrialization came height-
ened concerns about teenage labor because of 
the increased emphasis on education and the 
many exposés about businesses exploiting 
children. 

Still, many parents urge their children to 
work, saying it is better than sitting around 
watching television. 

Laura Stifel, whose son Jason Ferry has 
the 30-hour-a-week supermarket job in 

Southington, Conn., saw a benefit to teen-
agers’ working. ‘‘I think it’s great that kids 
work because it leaves them with less time 
to get in trouble or be out on the street,’’ she 
said. 

But when she began to worry that Jason’s 
$7.75-an-hour job was taking a toll on his 
grades, Ms. Stifel barred him from using his 
car until he got his grades back up. 

In the summer of 1999, a 16-year-old South-
ington High School student working at an 
amusement park died when he stepped too 
close to the amusement ride he was tending 
and was dragged underneath. About 70 teen-
agers die each year in work-related acci-
dents, and safety experts say these accidents 
occur because teenage workers often receive 
little training or supervision. 

Federal regulations bar 12-year-olds and 13- 
year-olds from working in most jobs, with 
one exception being delivering newspapers. 
Federal rules prohibit 14- and 15-year-olds 
from working more than three hours or past 
7 p.m. on school days. The federal govern-
ment places no restrictions on the hours 16- 
and 17-year-olds can work, leaving the mat-
ter to the states. 

Jeffrey Ellenberg, who owns a dry-cleaning 
shop in West Hartford, likes hiring teen-
agers. 

‘‘We used to have quite a few more high 
school students working,’’ he said. ‘‘Unfortu-
nately, in this economy we can’t get more of 
them. The advantage is you can train them 
to do what full-timers do, but you don’t have 
to pay them the full-time wages and bene-
fits.’’ 

At Mr. Ellenberg’s shop, Rebecca Gohsler, 
16, works two or three afternoons a week be-
hind the counter and 10 hours on Saturdays. 
Although Rebecca’s guidance counselor frets 
that Rebecca’s job is pulling down her grades 
and pulling her away from extracurricular 
activities, Rebecca sees her $8-an-hour job as 
one of the best things in her life. She likes 
the spending money, likes chatting with cus-
tomers and likes the sense of independence. 

Rebecca, who hopes to become a marine bi-
ologist, said her job sometimes undercut her 
schoolwork. ‘‘If I just came home from work 
and I have a paper to write, there is a chance 
I might not spend as much time on it or put 
in enough effort,’’ she said. 

Many educators say parents should crack 
down on their teenagers’ jobs if grades start 
to languish. Carol Hawkins did just that last 
spring, ordering her son Jon, 16, a junior at 
Governor Livingston High, to cut back his 20 
hours a week pumping gas when his grades 
started to suffer. 

‘‘This year I’ve been able to manage my 
work and my school better,’’ Jon said. ‘‘But 
sometimes I still have to study until 2 in the 
morning.’’ 

Several studies have found that 20 percent 
to 30 percent of teenage workers contribute 
to family expenses. Most use their earnings 
for cars, gasoline, clothes, cosmetics, cell 
phones, pagers and movies. 

Dawne Naples, a guidance counselor at 
Southington High, said she advised Jason 
Ferry, when his grades were suffering, that 
it was unwise to work 30 hours a week, large-
ly to pay for his car and gasoline. ‘‘ ‘The car 
will get you around town,’ I told him, ‘but 
what’s going to get you beyond Southington 
High?’ ’’ she said. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. RUBÉN HINOJOSA 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, on January 
31, 2001 I was in my Congressional District 
and missed two yea and nay votes and one 
recorded vote. Had I been present I would 
have voted as follows: 

Roll No. 6, H. Con. Res. 14, permitting the 
use of the rotunda of the Capitol for a cere-
mony as part of the commemoration of the 
days of remembrance of victims of the Holo-
caust, ‘‘yea’’. 

Roll No. 7, H. Con. Res. 15, expressing 
sympathy for the victims of the devastating 
earthquake that struck India on January 26, 
2001, and support for ongoing aid efforts, 
‘‘yea’’. 

Roll No. 8, Speaker’s approval of the Jour-
nal of Tuesday, January 30, ‘‘aye’’. 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO STEPHEN J. 
HAWKINS 

HON. CALVIN M. DOOLEY 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. DOOLEY of California. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to pay tribute to Stephen J. Haw-
kins, who is retiring as Postmaster of the city 
of Fresno after more than thirty-five years of 
service to the United States Postal Service. 

Mr. Hawkins arrived in Fresno after a suc-
cessful career with the Postal Service in San 
Francisco, San Diego, and Los Angeles. Mr. 
Hawkins has served the Fresno community in 
numerous ways. 

As the city of Fresno has grown exponen-
tially over the past few years, Mr. Hawkins 
was instrumental in increasing the number of 
postal stations in Fresno. 

Mr. Hawkins’ dedication to public service ex-
tends beyond his professional life. He was the 
chairman of the Fresno/Madera County Com-
bined Federal Campaign from 1994 through 
1999 and helped raise more than five hundred 
thousand dollars for local charities. 

Mr. Hawkins has been a leader in commu-
nity organizations, having served on the Board 
of Directors of Fresno United Way and Presi-
dent of the Federal Executive Association. 

He has also encouraged postal employees 
to volunteer and contribute to the community 
to such events as the Juvenile Diabetes Walk 
and the American Cancer Society Run. 

Mr. Hawkins has helped to raise public 
awareness of commemorative stamps hon-
oring worthy causes and notable Americans, 
including the breast cancer awareness stamp, 
the stamp honoring those who serve, the hos-
pice stamp, and the adoption stamp. 

Mr. Hawkins has been active in Fresno’s 
civic life, working with the Sister Cities Organi-
zation and making a presentation and tour of 
the Fresno postal facilities to Fresno’s sister 
city in China. 

In recognition of Mr. Hawkins’ outstanding 
communications and community outreach, he 

was awarded with the Postal Service’s pres-
tigious Benjamin Award for four years in a 
row. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in congratu-
lating Stephen J. Hawkins on his retirement 
and in wishing him continued success in the 
future. 

f 

LEADERSHIP WILKES-BARRE 
CELEBRATES 20TH ANNIVERSARY 

HON. PAUL E. KANJORSKI 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. KANJORSKI. Mr. Speaker, today I 
honor Leadership Wilkes-Barre on the occa-
sion of its 20th anniversary. The mission of 
this distinguished organization is to develop in-
formed and committed leaders from all seg-
ments of the community who will serve, 
strengthen and improve Northeastern Pennsyl-
vania, and it is doing exactly that. 

Leadership Wilkes-Barre began in 1981, 
when then-Chamber of Commerce Director 
John Sheehan proposed the idea to commu-
nity leaders Tom Bigler, John Conyngham, Ed 
Schechter and the late Tom Kiley, who to-
gether formed the steering committee. 

The inaugural class of 20 graduated in June 
1982. Since then, the program has grown and 
now has 648 graduates, with a depth of expe-
rience and a diversity of backgrounds from 
India and Iran to Clarks Summit and 
Shickshinny. The graduates of Leadership 
Wilkes-Barre are putting their skills to work on 
hundreds of community projects and volunteer 
boards throughout the region and the state. 

Since its founding, the organization has ex-
panded by adding the Junior Leadership 
Wilkes-Barre program for high school students 
in 1986 and the Intercollegiate Leadership 
Wilkes-Barre program in 1987. The Intercolle-
giate program serves students from College 
Misericordia, Keystone College, King’s Col-
lege, Luzerne County Community College, 
Penn State Wilkes-Barre and Wilkes Univer-
sity. 

In 1999, the organization developed Masters 
Leadership Wilkes-Barre, designed to give re-
tired and semi-retired members of the commu-
nity a chance to become more involved in 
community service. Over the 20 years of 
Leadership Wilkes-Barre’s existence, there 
have been 2,013 participants in its programs. 

Mr. Speaker, the driving force behind this 
record of accomplishment and service is Exec-
utive Director Sue Kluger, a founding board 
member who has led the organization since 
1983. I am pleased to call her hard work and 
the many achievements of Leadership Wilkes- 
Barre to the attention of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and I wish her and the fine orga-
nization she leads many more years of suc-
cess. 

RECOGNIZING THE MASSACHU-
SETTS DIVISION I STATE CHAM-
PIONS—LUDLOW HIGH SCHOOL 
BOYS SOCCER TEAM 

HON. RICHARD E. NEAL 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize the accomplishments 
of the 2000 Ludlow High School boys soccer 
team. This past season the Ludlow boys team 
compiled a record of 19–0–3 en route to earn-
ing the Smith Division League Championship, 
the Western Massachusetts Division I Cham-
pionship, and the Massachusetts Division I 
State Championship. Their efforts enabled 
them to earn a top five ranking nationally. 

Not only did the boys team finish the sea-
son undefeated, but their 2000 campaign 
marked the first time in Massachusetts history 
that a boys soccer team won four consecutive 
Western Massachusetts Division I titles. Also, 
the Lions have won back to back State titles, 
the first time this has been done in Massachu-
setts in 35 years. Ludlow High School has a 
fine and proud tradition in boys soccer play. 
The school has earned thirteen State titles 
and twenty-six Western Massachusetts cham-
pionships. 

At the Lions’ coaching helm was Tony 
Goncalves. He and his staff have fine tuned 
their team’s athletic skill and have instilled 
poise, discipline, and sportsmanship into their 
players. Coach Goncalves and his staff have 
certainly earned their reputation as one of the 
finest coaching staffs in all of New England. I 
would also like to note that included in this 
year’s team are seven players that were 
named to the All-Western Massachusetts 
squad, three players named to the All-State 
team, and two players receiving All-New Eng-
land honors. 

Mr. Speaker, allow me to recognize here the 
players, coaches, and managers of the 2000 
Ludlow High School boys soccer team. The 
seniors are: Helder Pires, Jay Devlin, Mike 
Pio, Joey Jorge, Ray Cheria, Brian 
Cochenour, Tim Romansky, Paulo Dias, Den-
nis Carvalho, Paulo Martins, Steve Jorge, 
Manny Goncalves, and Chris Chelo. Juniors 
include: Joe Shanley, Seth Falconer, Kevin 
Keough, and Sebastian Priest. The Sopho-
mores are: Kevin Chelo, Sven Pfefferkorn, Mi-
chael Lima, Tyler Severyn, Josh Naginewicz, 
Casey Siok, and Corey Mange. The Head 
Coach is Tony Goncalves. Assistant Coaches 
are Jack Vilaca, Greg Kolodziey, and Dan 
Pires. Team managers are Sarah Russell, Jill 
Dube, and Jenn Russell. 

Mr. Speaker, once again, allow me to send 
my congratulations to the Ludlow High School 
boys soccer team on their outstanding season. 
I wish them the best of luck in the 2001 sea-
son. 
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EXPRESSING SYMPATHY FOR VIC-

TIMS OF EARTHQUAKE IN INDIA 
ON JANUARY 26, 2001, AND SUP-
PORT FOR ONGOING AID EF-
FORTS 

SPEECH OF 

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, January 31, 2001 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it 
saddens me greatly to have to introduce this 
resolution along with my colleagues, our effort 
to support the victims of the catastrophic 
earthquake that struck India on January 26, 
2001, on the very day the people of India 
were to celebrate the adoption of their first 
constitution as an independent people. 

On January 26, the people of Gujarat in 
western India were hit with an earthquake the 
size and devastation of that which hit San 
Francisco in 1906 killing more than 30,000. 

As a fellow democracy we must provide the 
people of India immediate relief, economic as-
sistance and the reconstruction efforts needed 
to rebuild the lives and the state of Gujarat. 

I have had the pleasure of visiting India on 
a number of occasions and have established 
a candid and sincere relationship with the In-
dian community, both in my congressional dis-
trict in Florida and abroad. 

Several governments have taken action and 
are providing assistance to the people of India 
in determining what needs are to be met dur-
ing this critical time of despair. Notably, the 
government and people of Pakistan have been 
quick to send aid and much needed supplies. 
I am hopeful that their friendship will continue 
far beyond this difficult period. Moreover, I be-
lieve it is America’s duty to lend a helping 
hand to our great neighbors. 

India and its people need us and it is our 
duty to expedite immediate assistance in re-
constructing their lives and concretely showing 
our continued friendship and support. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. MARY BONO 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mrs. BONO. Mr. Speaker, I was necessarily 
absent for all legislative business during the 
week of January 29, 2001 through February 2, 
2001, due to a medical condition. As a result, 
I missed the following votes: On Tuesday, 
January 30, 2001—question ‘‘On Motion to 
Suspend the Rules and Pass, as Amended’’ 
(Roll No. 5) for issue H.R. 93—Federal Fire-
fighters Retirement Age Fairness Act. On 
Wednesday, January 31, 2001—question ‘‘On 
Motion to Suspend the Rules and Agree’’ (Roll 
No. 6) for issue H. Con. Res. 14—Permitting 
the Use of the Rotunda of the Capitol for a 
Ceremony as part of the Commemoration of 
the Days of Remembrance of Victims of the 
Holocaust, question ‘‘On Motion to Suspend 
the Rules and Agree’’ (Roll No. 7) for issue H. 
Con. Res. 15—Expressing Sympathy for the 
Victims of the Devastating Earthquake that 

Struck India, and question ‘‘On Approving the 
Journal’’ (Roll No. 8) for issue Journal. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ for 
the question ‘‘On Motion to Suspend the Rules 
and Pass, as Amended’’ for the issue H.R. 93 
(Roll No. 5), ‘‘yea’’ for the question ‘‘On Mo-
tion to Suspend the Rules and Agree’’ for the 
issue H. Con. Res. 14 (Roll No. 6), ‘‘yea’’ for 
the question ‘‘On Motion to Suspend the Rules 
and Agree’’ for the issue H. Con. Res. 15 (Roll 
No. 7), and ‘‘yea’’ for the question ‘‘On Ap-
proving the Journal’’ (Roll No. 8) for the issue 
Journal. 

f 

REINTRODUCTION OF THE NAMING 
OF THE GARDNER C. GRANT 
POST OFFICE BUILDING 

HON. JOHN ELIAS BALDACCI 
OF MAINE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. BALDACCI. Mr. Speaker, today I re-
introduce legislation to rename the Post Office 
in Cherryfield, Maine after the town’s long-time 
Postmaster, Gardner C. Grant. 

In rural Maine, as in rural areas all across 
the country, the Post Office is more than just 
a place to get your mail, and the Postmaster 
is more than just an employee. The Post Of-
fice is a gathering place, where neighbors 
catch up and exchange information. The Post-
master is part of the community, sharing news 
and helping everyone. 

Gardner Grant served as Postmaster in 
Cherryfield for a remarkable 27 years. He also 
has been an active part of the community, 
serving as a Selectman, Academy Trustee, 
Planning Board member and an assessor. 
Gardner and his family—his wife Virginia and 
their two sons—are part of the very fabric of 
this Down East Maine town. 

Gardner’s service has earned him the admi-
ration and respect of the people of Cherryfield. 
To honor him, I have been asked to submit 
this legislation to designate the Gardner C. 
Grant Post Office Building. I am proud to do 
so. Gardner Grant has served Cherryfield with 
distinction, and I agree that naming the Post 
Office in his honor would be a fitting tribute. I 
look forward to working with my colleagues to 
pass this legislation into law. 

f 

100TH ANNIVERSARY OF ANSON 
IMPLEMENT, CO., OF 
HIGGINSVILLE, MO 

HON. IKE SKELTON 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, let me take 
this means to congratulate the Anson family 
and my friends at Anson Implement, Co., of 
Higginsville, Missouri, who recently celebrated 
the company’s 100th anniversary as a John 
Deere dealership. 

The Anson family has contributed to the bet-
terment of Lafayette County, MO, since they 
migrated from Kentucky and Tennessee in the 
1830s. Born Moses Anson and later named 

‘‘Mode’’, the great grandfather of current co- 
owner Joe Anson cherished all aspects of 
farming. Mode recognized the need for a 
country store that would benefit those who 
worked on farms and other businesses in rural 
Missouri. In 1897, he opened a lumber, hard-
ware, and building materials business in 
Aullville, MO, to assist these individuals. Four 
years later, in 1901, the Anson family, still 
committed to farming, opened a John Deere 
dealership that moved to Higginsville, MO, in 
1917. 

Through the years, Anson Implement, Co., 
has become an important part of the history of 
Higginsville. Established by Mode Anson, the 
implement dealership eventually passed into 
the hands of his son, Leslie Anson, then to his 
son, M.L. Anson. Both Leslie and M.L. worked 
in and learned the family business from a 
young age. In 1979, current co-owner Joe 
Anson began operating the implement com-
pany after attending Westminster College and 
working for six years at the Kansas City John 
Deere branch. 

Indeed, through their commitments to farm-
ing, to their community, and to their country, 
four generations of Ansons have positively im-
pacted the lives of many rural Missourians. As 
the residents of Lafayette County share in 
Anson Implement’s 100th anniversary, I am 
certain that all Members of the House will join 
me in paying tribute to this establishment and 
to the Anson family, Mary Lou Anson, Joe 
Anson, Jill Sutherland, Jan Weycker, and 
Jenny Gockel. 

f 

RECOGNIZING FREDDIE TIDWELL 
FOR HIS MANY YEARS OF SERV-
ICE TO CRAWFORD COUNTY, 
GEORGIA 

HON. SAXBY CHAMBLISS 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to recognize a distinguished gentleman from 
Georgia’s 8th District who has recently passed 
away, Freddie J. Tidwell. 

Mr. Tidwell served four terms as Crawford 
County Commissioner and worked relentlessly 
to bring millions of dollars to Crawford County, 
Georgia. Additionally, he served Crawford 
County as Judge of Small Claims Court for 12 
years, served in the U.S. Navy as an advisor 
to the South Korean Army during the Korean 
Conflict, and served as a Georgia State Rep-
resentative. 

Mr. Tidwell made a career of serving peo-
ple, and we all know this world needs more 
people who are willing to put selfishness aside 
and dedicate themselves to serving their com-
munity and their country. As a Member of 
Congress from Georgia, I am fortunate to 
have known Mr. Tidwell and had many oppor-
tunities to work with him on issues facing both 
Crawford County and the state of Georgia. 

Mr. Speaker, Georgia continues to be home 
to incredible leaders and public servants. Mr. 
Tidwell was one of those people. He was an 
outstanding American, and it is an honor to 
have known him. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:46 Feb 28, 2007 Jkt 029102 PO 00000 Frm 00008 Fmt 0689 Sfmt 9920 E:\BR01\E06FE1.000 E06FE1er
jo

ne
s 

on
 P

R
O

D
P

C
74

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS1438 February 6, 2001 
SAN ANTONIO MOURNS THE LOSS 

OF POLICE OFFICER JOHN AN-
THONY RIOJAS 

HON. CIRO D. RODRIGUEZ 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, today the 
San Antonio community mourns the loss of 
one of its young police officers, John Anthony 
Riojas. As his community grieves this week, 
not only should this officer’s story be remem-
bered, but so should the story of every law en-
forcement officer who takes risks daily to pro-
tect us. 

This past Friday, Officer Riojas, a member 
of the Street Crimes Arrest Team unit and 
eleven-year veteran of the San Antonio Police 
force, was mortally shot while on duty. He was 
one of nine officers participating in an oper-
ation to stop a rash of property crimes plagu-
ing an apartment complex. At the time of his 
fatal injury he was attempting to apprehend an 
individual on foot. He overtook the suspect, 
who reportedly shot the young officer with his 
own weapon. 

Sadly, John Riojas, known to his friends as 
‘‘Rocky,’’ joins 42 other San Antonio police of-
ficers killed in the line of duty and is the fourth 
death of an officer in the past 45 days. We in 
this great House of Representatives join his 
family, fellow officers and many friends in 
mouming this tragic loss. 

This 37-year old father of two was seen as 
a man who was tying to make the community 
a better place by those who worked with him. 
Officer Riojas graduated in 1982 from St. 
Gerard’s Catholic High School in San Antonio. 
A star football player, his friends recall Riojas’ 
excitement upon entering the police force be-
cause he wanted to make a difference. And 
he has. 

Our condolences go out to his widow, two 
young children, and his entire family. His chil-
dren, a two-year old daughter and a son of 
only eight weeks, have lost their father. Hope-
fully, they will always know his devotion and 
sacrifice on behalf of his community. All too 
often, we forget that our sense of safety is 
rooted in the work of law enforcement officers 
like John Riojas. His service and devotion to 
his family, community, and country exemplify 
the best in our society. May his children and 
family always see the work he did in their 
community and be proud of the example he 
set. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF VETERANS 
RESOLUTION 

HON. JOHN ELIAS BALDACCI 
OF MAINE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. BALDACCI. Mr. Speaker, today I offer a 
resolution regarding some of the neediest and 
most deserving citizens of our country: elderly 
veterans. I was pleased to support efforts in 
the 106th Congress to make long-term care 
for our veterans a priority, but more remains to 
be done. My resolution calls for additional re-

sources to be directed towards addressing 
Alzheimer’s in the veteran population. 

Alzheimer’s, a degenerative brain disease, 
gradually causes a person to forget recent 
events or familiar tasks. Attempts to perform 
basic daily functions can turn into dangerous 
situations, and the disease eventually forces 
the afflicted to become totally dependent on 
others. 

Dementia, an umbrella term used to de-
scribe the loss of cognitive or intellectual func-
tion, is commonly associated with Alzheimer’s. 
Caused by a number of diseases, dementia 
refers to memory loss, having difficulty making 
use of simple words, and poor or decreased 
judgement. In addition, dementia creates prob-
lems with abstract thinking and can result in 
personality changes. 

Veterans are widely affected by dementia in 
general and Alzheimer’s specifically. Nearly 8 
million, 37% of the total veterans population, 
suffer from dementia caused by Alzheimer’s. 
Due to the severity of this condition, and the 
inability of those afflicted to care for them-
selves, specialized care is needed. 

Currently the Veterans Alzheimer’s/Demen-
tia Program includes both inpatient and out-
patient clinics. Ranging from short-term behav-
ioral stabilization to long-term comfort and 
supportive care, these clinics are designed to 
treat patients while research is conducted on 
their condition and treatment. However, with 
an aging population and corresponding rise in 
dementia cases, the resources of our veterans 
nursing homes are being strained. Currently 
there are a very small number of facilities 
dedicated to treating patients with Alzheimer’s. 
In addition, the traditional nursing home model 
does not provide the most effective method of 
treatment. 

While Alzheimer’s remains incurable, 
progress is being made. Department of Vet-
erans Affairs (VA) researchers have discov-
ered a genetic association to the development 
of Alzheimer’s and they continue to pioneer 
dementia research. However, there are still 
only three FDA-approved drugs that may tem-
porarily relieve some symptoms of the dis-
ease. Clearly, more dedicated research should 
be encouraged. 

Research and treatment provided through 
dementia-specific nursing homes will enhance 
the development of appropriate care options. 
To encourage such homes to be leased and 
constructed, the Veterans of Foreign Wars has 
urged the VA to establish a demonstration 
project for this purpose. I am pleased to sup-
port the VFW’s Resolution 639 by offering this 
resolution today. I urge my colleagues to join 
me in support of this effort. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO RETIRING MAYOR OF 
CROCKER, MO, THE HONORABLE 
NORMA LEA MIHALEVICH 

HON. IKE SKELTON 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, it has come to 
my attention that a remarkable public servant, 
the Honorable Norma Lea Mihalevich, Mayor 
of Crocker, MO, will retire from her post on 
April 7, 2001. 

A graduate of Waynesville High School and 
the Missouri State Teachers College, Norma 
Lea Mihalevich has dedicated her life to public 
service. For the past 23 years, she has dili-
gently served the citizens of Crocker, MO, as 
their mayor. During her tenure in office, she 
has always unselfishly devoted her time and 
energy to the betterment of her community. 

In addition to her service as mayor, Mrs. 
Mihalevich has been a member of the Crocker 
R-2 Board of Education, first being elected in 
1952. During her time on the School Board, 
she served on the Board of Directors of the 
Missouri School Boards Association, receiving 
their 1998 ‘‘Recognition of Commitment’’ 
award. Additionally, in 1986, she was recog-
nized as a ‘‘Pioneer in Education’’ by the Mis-
souri Department of Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education. 

Mrs. Mihalevich, a member of the Crocker 
Baptist Church for 59 years, has also worked 
for community betterment by serving as a 
member of the Pulaski County Hospital Board, 
the Pulaski County Health Department Home 
Health Agency, and the Pulaski Board for the 
Handicapped. 

Norma Lea Mihalevich is truly a role model 
for young public servants. As she prepares for 
quieter times with her husband, Dr. John 
Mihalevich, I am certain that all Members of 
the House will join me in paying tribute to Mrs. 
Mihalevich’s outstanding commitment to public 
service. 

f 

PRIME RECRUITING GROUND FOR 
ACADEMIES 

HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, every 
year, more high school seniors from the 11th 
Congressional District trade in varsity jackets 
for Navy peacoats, Air Force flight suits, and 
Army brass buckles than any other district in 
the county. But this is nothing new—our area 
has repeatedly sent an above-average propor-
tion of its sons and daughters to the Nation’s 
military academies for decades. 

This shouldn’t come as a surprise. The edu-
cational excellence of our area is well known 
and has long been a magnet for families look-
ing for the best environment in which to raise 
their children. Our graduates are skilled not 
only in mathematics, science, and social stud-
ies, but also have solid backgrounds in sports, 
debate teams, and other extracurricular activi-
ties. This diverse upbringing makes military 
academy recruiters sit up and take note—in-
deed, many recruiters know our towns and 
schools by name. 

Since the 1830’s, Members of Congress 
have enjoyed meeting, talking with, and nomi-
nating these superb young people to our mili-
tary academies. But how did this process 
evolve? 

In 1843, when West Point was the sole 
academy, Congress ratified the nominating 
process and became directly involved in the 
makeup of our military’s leadership. This was 
not an act of an imperial Congress bent on 
controlling every aspect of the Government. 
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Rather, the procedure still used today was, 
and is, one further check and balance in our 
democracy. It was originally designed to weak-
en and divide political coloration in the officer 
corps, provide geographical balance to our 
armed services, and to make the officer corps 
more resilient to unfettered nepotism that 
handicapped European armies. 

In 1854, Representative Gerritt Smith of 
New York added a new component to the 
academy nomination process—the academy 
review board. This was the first time a Mem-
ber of Congress appointed prominent citizens 
from his district to screen applicants and as-
sist with the serious duty of nominating can-
didates for academy admission. Today, I am 
honored to continue this wise tradition in my 
service to the 11th Congressional District. 

The Academy Review Board is composed of 
nine local citizens who have shown exemplary 
service to New Jersey, to their communities, 
and to the continued excellence of education 
in our area—many are veterans. Though from 
diverse backgrounds and professions, they all 
share a common dedication to seeing that the 
best qualified and motivated graduates attend 
our academies. And, as is true for most volun-
teer panels, their service goes largely unno-
ticed. 

I would like to take a moment to recognize 
these men and women and to thank them 
publicly for participating in this important 
panel. Being on the board requires hard work 
and an objective mind. Members have the re-
sponsibility of interviewing upwards of 50 out-
standing high school seniors every year in the 
academy review process. 

The nomination process follows a general 
timetable. High school seniors mail personal 
information directly to the Military Academy, 
the Naval Academy, the Air Force Academy, 
and the Merchant Marine Academy once they 
become interested in attending. Information in-
cludes academic achievement, college entry 
test scores, and other activities. At this time, 
they also inform their Representative of their 
desire to be nominated. 

The academies then assess the applicants, 
rank them based on the data supplied, and re-
turn the files to my office with their notations. 
In mid-December, our Academy Review Board 
interviews all of the applicants over the course 
of 2 days. They assess a student’s qualifica-
tions and analyze character, desire to serve, 
and other talents that may be hidden on 
paper. 

Last year, the board interviewed over 30 ap-
plicants. Nominations included 10 to the Naval 
Academy, 7 to the Military Academy, 4 to the 
Air Force Academy, and 5 to the Merchant 
Marine Academy—the Coast Guard Academy 
does not use the Congressional nomination 
process. The Board then forwards their rec-
ommendations to the academies by January 
31, where recruiters review files and notify ap-
plicants and my office of their final decisions 
on admission. 

It is both reassuring and rewarding to know 
that many of our military officers hail from our 
hometowns or close by. When we consider 
the role of these officers in peace or war, we 
can rest easier knowing that the best and 
brightest are in command. Wherever they are 
sent, be that Bosnia, Somalia, Haiti or the Per-
sian Gulf, many of these officers have acad-
emy training. 

And while a few people may question the 
motivations and ambitions of some young peo-
ple, the academy review process shows that 
the large majority of our graduates are just as 
highly motivated as the guidance from loving 
parents, dedicated teachers and schools, and 
from trusted clergy and rabbis. Indeed, every 
time I visit a school, speak at a college, or 
meet a young academy nominee, I am con-
stantly reminded that we as a nation are 
blessed with fine young men and women. 

Their willingness and desire to serve their 
country is perhaps the most persuasive evi-
dence of all. 

ACADEMY NOMINEES FOR 2001, 11TH 
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT, NEW JERSEY 

AIR FORCE ACADEMY 
Christopher Hill, Pompton Plains, 

Peqannock H.S.; Tin T. Nguyen, Denville, 
Morris Knolls H.S.; Michael Raphel, Jr., 
Bridgewater, Bridgewater-Raritan; and Alex-
ander T. Wong, Montville, Montville H.S. 

MERCHANT MARINE 
Joseph M. Crowley, Randolph, Randolph 

H.S.; Michael Frediani, Morris Plains, Par-
sippany H.S.; James J. Maye, IV, Bridge-
water, Bridgewater-Raritan; Bradley W. 
Schmidt, Mine Hill, Dover H.S.; and Patrick 
H. Uhles, Montville, Montville H.S. 

MILITARY ACADEMY 
Lee W. Barnes, Mendham, West Morris 

Mendham; Robert J. Brougham, Randolph, 
Randolph H.S.; Paul P. Crooke, Long Valley, 
West Morris Central; Bethanne N. Laggy, 
Flanders, Pope John XXIII H.S.; David M. 
Marshall, Jr., Pompton Plains, Pequannock; 
Andrew G. Schmidt, Chester, West Morris 
Mendham; and William Wu, Morris Plains, 
Parsippany Hills H.S. 

NAVAL ACADEMY 
Andrew R. Bradley, Chester, West Morris 

Mendham; John J. Donnelly, III, Randolph, 
Delbarton School; Patrick M. Falvey, Ran-
dolph, Randolph H.S.; Thomas J. Kelly, Lib-
erty Corner, Ridge H.S.; Jerimiah D. Lan-
caster, Lake Hopatcong, Jefferson H.S.; 
Ralph P. Lufkin, Basking Ridge, Ridge H.S.; 
Amy Swiatecki-McCabe, Chatham, Chatham 
H.S.; Adam R. Mueller, Bridgewater, Bridge-
water-Raritan; Amanda M. Orson, Towaco, 
Montville H.S./The Citadel; and Grant M. 
Thompson, Livingston, Livingston H.S. 

f 

HONORING LANNA WALSH OF SAN 
DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 

HON. SUSAN DAVIS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to congratulate and honor a Cali-
fornia student from my district who has 
achieved national recognition for exemplary 
volunteer service in our community. Lanna 
Walsh of San Diego has just been named one 
of California’s top honorees in the 2001 Pru-
dential Spirit of Community Awards program, 
an annual honor conferred on the most im-
pressive student volunteers in the United 
States. 

Lanna Walsh is being recognized for found-
ing a tutoring and mentoring program that 
pairs high school students with elementary 
and middle school students through the county 

public library system. She is a senior at Pat-
rick Henry High School. 

In light of numerous statistics that indicate 
Americans today are less involved in their 
communities than they once were, it’s vital 
that we encourage and support the kind of 
selfless contributions this young citizen is 
making. As a former director of a youth lead-
ership program myself, I know what an incred-
ible difference these programs make in our 
community. Volunteers like Lanna are inspiring 
examples to all of us, and are among our 
brightest hopes for a better tomorrow. 

I heartily applaud Lanna Walsh for making 
San Diego a better place to live, and for the 
positive impact she is making on the lives of 
others. She has demonstrated a level of com-
mitment and accomplishment that is truly ex-
traordinary in today’s world, and deserves our 
sincere admiration and respect. Her actions 
show that young Americans can, and do, play 
important roles in our communities, and that 
America’s community spirit continues to hold 
tremendous promise for the future. 

f 

INTRODUCED LEGISLATION THAT 
WILL IMPROVE VETERAN’S 
HEALTHCARE 

HON. JOHN J. DUNCAN, JR. 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, today I intro-
duced a bill that will improve veterans 
healthcare. 

I speak with veterans in the Second District 
of Tennessee on a regular basis, and I have 
heard time and time again of their frustration 
with scheduling an appointment at a Veterans 
Administration Clinic. Many times, people have 
to wait weeks and months just to see a doctor. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not fair, and it is not 
right. Those who have laid their lives on the 
line for America deserve the utmost respect 
and assistance. They should not have to wait 
weeks and even months to be treated for a 
health problem. 

When our Nation’s veterans signed up to 
serve in the military, they were promised that 
they would be taken care of when they retired. 
We have a responsibility to live up to that 
promise, and to provide veterans with good 
healthcare. 

Under this legislation, if a veteran tried to 
get a doctor’s appointment at a Veterans’ Clin-
ic and had to wait longer than six months, the 
VA would be required to provide healthcare 
outside of the VA Clinics. 

I am sure all veterans would agree that 
something needs to be done to improve their 
access to healthcare at Veterans’ Clinics, and 
I am hopeful that this bill will be a step in the 
right direction. 

I urge my colleagues to support this bill and 
improve healthcare for the loyal and com-
mitted veterans of our Nation. 
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WOMT CELEBRATES 75 YEARS OF 

BROADCASTING 

HON. THOMAS E. PETRI 
OF WISCONSIN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I want to salute 
and congratulate WOMT Radio in Manitowoc, 
Wisconsin, as it celebrates 75 years of com-
munity leadership and local broadcasting. This 
station has become a mainstay of the commu-
nity and we have come to rely on WOMT to 
provide current, useful, and—perhaps most 
important—community-based programming. 
WOMT is relatively unique in the current 
broadcast world by maintaining its local control 
and focus. It prides itself on its ability to pro-
vide programming that centers on talk, news 
and local sports programs. 

The station first went on the air back in 
1926 and at the time was only the third radio 
station in existence in the state of Wisconsin. 
Over its proud 75 year history, WOMT has 
had only three owners. In this era of broad-
casting mega-mergers, WOMT has thrived 
under local ownership, providing the commu-
nity not only news and information, but also 
shows featuring local on-air personalities that 
lakeshore residents have come to know well 
over the years. Throughout its long history, 
WOMT has proven that a radio station can be 
successful without compromising its goal of in-
forming and educating its listeners. 

WOMT has provided hours of listening 
pleasure to lakeshore residents over the years 
as we drive to work, pick up the kids from 
school, run our errands on the weekend, or 
tune in to catch a high school game. I again 
want to congratulate all the people at WOMT, 
including longtime owner Don Seehafer, for 
their dedication and commitment to making 
our lives a little more enjoyable. Congratula-
tions, WOMT, on your first 75 years and we 
look forward to at least 75 more. 

f 

EXPRESSING SYMPATHY FOR VIC-
TIMS OF EARTHQUAKE IN INDIA 
ON JANUARY 26, 2001, AND SUP-
PORT FOR ONGOING AID EF-
FORTS 

SPEECH OF 

HON. E. CLAY SHAW, JR. 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, January 31, 2001 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to ex-
press my deepest sympathy for the victims of 
the earthquake that recently struck the state of 
Gujarat in western India. 

January 26th marked Republic Day for the 
Indian people. The celebration of the fifty-first 
anniversary of the ratification of the Indian 
constitution was overshadowed by an earth-
quake, which although it only lasted sixty sec-
onds, took an incalculable toll on western 
India. 

It measured 7.9 on the Richter Scale. An 
earthquake so forceful and deadly that tremors 
were felt throughout the country and an esti-
mated 25,000 people were killed. Remarkably, 

rescuers continue to find survivors, and we 
are grateful for their work on behalf of the In-
dian people. The slow and arduous process of 
rebuilding both buildings and lives has begun. 
The aftershock of such a calamity will be felt 
for years to come. 

It is therefore my hope that our government 
will provide the necessary and appropriate 
funds that may help alleviate the destruction 
caused by this catastrophe. So far, USAID has 
allotted nine million dollars for relief efforts. 
However, no amount of aid can ever com-
pensate for the anguish and profound loss that 
has been experienced by the Indian people. 

f 

HONORING THE EFFORTS OF ONE 
ACCORD MINISTRY 

HON. WILLIAM L. JENKINS 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, today I honor 
the efforts of a local community organization, 
Of One Accord Ministry, making the lives of 
many people in the First Congressional District 
better. 

This weekend, Of One Accord Ministry will 
hold a celebration dinner in honor of the many 
volunteers who offered their time and assist-
ance to help those who were less fortunate. 
Last year, these efforts helped over 28,000 in-
dividuals in Hawkins and Hancock Counties. 

The true heroes of this organization were 
over 200 volunteers from all walks of life such 
as young scouts, employees from local busi-
nesses and industries, members of civic clubs, 
local schools, and members of various church-
es. These individuals offered their services in 
collecting needed items, taking donations, de-
livering food and other items to needy families, 
serving a free medical clinic for those in need 
of basic medical attention, and many other 
tasks. 

In the Congress, I have often advocated 
that the government cannot be the answer to 
all of the problems that exist in our society. 
We can do many things to help out those who 
need assistance, but real changes come about 
with the help of the local community, neigh-
bors helping neighbors, one individual at a 
time. Local organizations like Of One Accord 
Ministry are our first line of defense against 
these social problems. Their efforts should be 
highlighted and commended for the results 
they have achieved. 

Too often, we only hear and read about the 
negative news in our localities. Positive efforts 
such as those provided by local citizens often 
go unnoticed. I want to take this opportunity to 
recognize, congratulate, and bring to the at-
tention of the Congress the great work that is 
being accomplished by the volunteers of Of 
One Accord Ministry. Tennesseans are long 
known for their selfless devotion, earning us 
the nickname the ‘‘Volunteer State.’’ These 
volunteers carry on that tradition and are truly 
deserving of our thanks today. 

TRIBUTE TO SENATOR ALAN 
CRANSTON 

HON. TOM LANTOS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I invite my col-
leagues to join me in paying tribute to former 
Senator Alan Cranston of California who 
passed away over the holiday break. In a ca-
reer spanning most of the 20th century, both 
as a private citizen and a Member of Con-
gress, he developed a reputation as a tireless 
advocate of worthy causes from the environ-
ment to veterans health, and most notably 
arms control. His passing gives us pause to 
reflect on the legacy of one who fought hard 
his entire life for peace and democratic free-
doms. 

Mr. Speaker, Alan Cranston began his cru-
sade for peace early in his life as a journalist. 
Born in Palo Alto, California in 1914, Cranston 
graduated from Stanford University in 1936 
and he worked for the International News 
Service where he edited the first unaltered 
version of Mein Kampf, laying bare Hitler’s 
racist beliefs, and inviting a lawsuit from the 
Fuehrer over copyright infringement. In 1939, 
Cranston continued his fight against racism as 
an advocate for the Common Council for 
America Unity, an organization opposing dis-
crimination against the foreign born. 

Cranston’s service to his country began dur-
ing World War II, when he enlisted in the 
United States Army and became a private. Be-
cause of his verbal skills, he was assigned to 
lecture to soldiers on war aims. After the war, 
Cranston continued to advocate peace 
through his career in journalism. 

Mr. Speaker, in 1968, he became a United 
States Senator from California. In the U.S. 
Senate, Alan Cranston’s tireless advocacy for 
protecting the California desert and advocating 
the philosophy of arms control and arms re-
duction earned him the reputation of a ‘‘work-
horse,’’ and it is one he rightly deserves. And 
even after leaving the Senate at the age of 82, 
Alan Cranston continued until the time of his 
death to press for arms reduction by chairing 
two San Francisco-based think tanks—the 
Gorbachev Foundation USA and the Global 
Security Institute. 

Mr. Speaker, Senator Alan Cranston worked 
long and hard for peace, and at his passing I 
join his many friends and admirers in paying 
tribute to his distinguished service, and it is 
my hope that we may carry on his work with 
equal strength and conviction. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. SOLOMON P. ORTIZ 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote 
Nos. 5, 6, 7 and 8 on January 30–31, 2001 I 
was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 
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INTRODUCTION OF THE MAKE TAX 

CREDITS WORK—FIX ALTERNA- 
TIVE MINIMUM TAX 

HON. RICHARD E. NEAL 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I 
am introducing today badly needed legislation 
to make permanent the temporary provision of 
current law that allows all nonrefundable per-
sonal tax credits to be used against the alter-
native minimum tax. These credits include the 
child credit, the adoption credit, the HOPE 
credit, the lifelong learning credit, and the de-
pendent child care credit. 

I have introduced this bill in the two pre-
vious Congresses, H.R. 4489 and H.R. 1097. 
In 1998 Congress enacted a 1-year provision 
to solve the problem, and in 1999 Congress 
enacted a 3-year solution. Now is the time to 
permanently fix the problem, if only because 
the problem will get more serious and the rev-
enue cost will increase every year we delay. 
According to the Joint Committee on Taxation, 
a permanent solution to this problem enacted 
in 1999 would have cost $6 billion over 2000– 
2004, and $29.6 billion over 2000–2009. This 
rapid escalation in cost demonstrates why it is 
important to resolve the problem now. It also 
indicates how rapidly this provision will affect 
American families if it is not solved perma-
nently. 

To date, two messages have come out of 
the Bush administration on this issue. The first 
message is that the alternative minimum tax is 
a problem to be thought about. The second 
message is that Congress ought to fix it. Re-
fusing to face this problem directly, and taking 
responsibility for helping resolve it, is a recipe 
for continued temporary solutions in an era 
where budget surpluses demand real tax solu-
tions to real tax problems. I have offered twice 
to work with the administration on permanent 
solutions, and I continue to hope a permanent 
solution will be incorporated into its tax pro-
posals. 

Without these temporary solutions, current 
law would not allow personal tax credits to be 
used against the alternative minimum tax. 
Since taxpayers must pay the higher of their 
regular federal income tax, or the alternative 
minimum tax, many families find some or all of 
these credits disallowed by the AMT. In 1998 
the Department of the Treasury estimated that 
over 800,000 families would have been denied 
the full amount of the child credit or the edu-
cation credits, and that the number would in-
crease annually. 

According to the Internal Revenue Service, 
the estimated average time it takes to fill out 
the alternative minimum tax form was 5 hours 
and 39 minutes. It would, of course, take 
much longer for hundreds of thousands of tax-
payers who may be forced to fill out this form 
for the first time as a result of the credits Con-
gress offered them in the name of child care, 
adoption, and education. And I cannot think of 
anything that would produce greater cynicism 
on the part of the American people than not 
enacting a permanent solution to this problem. 

Mr. Speaker, I have never thought of this 
issue as a partisan issue. I have worked with 

the former chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee Mr. Archer, and with the chairman 
of the Oversight Subcommittee AMO HOUGH-
TON, to bring this issue to the attention of 
Members of Congress, the administration, and 
the American people. I will continue to pursue 
all avenues during the 107th Congress to 
defuse this hidden time bomb permanently. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, let me simply say that 
the AMT presents additional challenges to 
Congress. The interaction of the AMT and the 
nonrefundable personal tax credits is only the 
most immediate, most crucial, problem. A sec-
ond problem is that over the next decade the 
fact that the AMT is not adjusted for inflation 
while the regular federal income tax is ad-
justed, will push millions of families into the 
AMT and that should be dealt with as soon as 
possible. A third problem exists because the 
AMT will slash much of the tax relief that will 
be promised by President Bush this week, if it 
is not dealt with within the Bush proposals. I, 
and others, have proposed various solutions 
to these problems and I will continue to press 
for solutions to all the problems presented by 
the AMT. But the most immediate problem is 
that caused by the interaction of the AMT and 
nonrefundable credits, and that must be dealt 
with no matter what this year. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. KAREN L. THURMAN 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mrs. THURMAN. Mr. Speaker, I was 
present and voting on Wednesday, January 
31. Although my votes on rollcall Nos. 6 and 
8 were registered, I was not registered as hav-
ing voted on rollcall No. 7—the India earth-
quake sympathy resolution. I intended to vote 
‘‘yea’’ on this resolution. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE DISABLED 
WORKERS OPPORTUNITY ACT OF 
2001 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, today I join my 
colleague, Representative MATSUI and several 
other colleagues to introduce the ‘‘Disabled 
Workers Opportunity Act.’’ This bill will remove 
a persistent employment barrier facing people 
with disabilities—the fear of losing their health 
insurance. It builds on the Work Incentives Im-
provement and Ticket to Work Act enacted 
last year. That law extended Medicare cov-
erage for disabled, working beneficiaries who 
qualify for SSDI for eight and a half years. The 
legislation we are introducing today would 
make Medicare coverage permanent for these 
workers. 

According to a recent survey commissioned 
by the National Organization on Disability, 
79% of unemployed people with disabilities 
want to work. Yet, only one-third of them are 
actively working. Despite major advances in 

disability services and technologies, less than 
1% of SSI/SSDI disability enrollees leave the 
rolls each year to return to work. In large part, 
this gap can be explained by the fact that SSI/ 
SSDI disability beneficiaries risk losing health 
insurance coverage if they return to work— 
and many jobs lack the health benefits they 
require to maintain employment. Health insur-
ance is vital for all workers, but for someone 
who is disabled, it can be a matter of life or 
death. 

On December 17, 1999, the ‘‘Ticket to Work 
and Work Incentives Improvement Act’’ was 
signed into law (P.L. 106–170). This important 
piece of legislation extended and improved 
healthcare and vocational rehabilitation oppor-
tunities for people with disabilities. Yet it does 
not go far enough in one fundamental respect. 
Instead of allowing disabled workers to perma-
nently retain access to Medicare, people with 
disabilities who have worked a total of 8.5 
years (whether consecutive or not) will still 
lose their Medicare benefits under existing 
law. 

While 8.5 years may sound like a sufficient 
transition period, let’s not forget an important 
fact—managing a physical or mental disability 
is often a lifelong process. Someone with a 
spinal cord injury or a serious mental illness 
can face health challenges and vulnerabilities 
throughout their lives. The original version of 
the Work Incentives bill—as introduced in the 
House with bi-partisan support—recognized 
this fact and extended Medicare coverage per-
manently. 

Our legislation would improve the Ticket-to- 
Work and Work Incentive Improvement Act by 
making Medicare Part A coverage permanent 
for disabled, working beneficiaries who qualify 
for SSDI. This small but critical fix will help re-
move an ongoing barrier facing disabled work-
ers—the threat of losing healthcare coverage 
after returning to work. It is time to give our 
disabled workers the opportunity to succeed 
by providing permanent Medical coverage. En-
acting this legislation will allow the Ticket to 
Work and Work Incentives Improvement Act to 
live up to its name and really make it possible 
for those on SSDI to become permanent, ac-
tive members of the workforce. 

Last week, President Bush announced his 
‘‘New Freedom Initiative’’ which shares the 
same goal as our disabled workers bill—to 
help people with disabilities becoming working 
members of our community. I look forward to 
working with President Bush and my Congres-
sional colleagues to pass this small, but im-
portant piece of legislation that would make a 
real difference in the lives of those people on 
SSDI who are able and willing to remain in our 
workforce. I submit the following co-sponsor 
listing as well as a letter from the Consortium 
for ‘‘Citizens With Disabilities’’ into the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The full list of original co-sponsors is as fol-
lows: 

1. Mr. Stark. 
2. Mr. Matsui. 
3. Ms. Morella. 
4. Mr. Rangel. 
5. Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 
6. Mr. Cardin. 
7. Mr. Coyne. 
8. Mr. Doggett. 
9. Ms. Thurman. 
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10. Mr. Jefferson. 
11. Mr. McNulty. 
12. Mr. Waxman. 
13. Mr. Bonior. 
14. Mr. Kucinich. 
15. Mr. Frost. 
16. Mr. Murtha. 
17. Mr. Holden. 
18. Mr. Frank. 
19. Mr. Kildee. 
20. Mr. Hilliard. 
21. Ms. McCarthy of Missouri. 
22. Mr. Berman. 
23. Mr. Allen. 
24. Mr. Hinchey. 
25. Mr. Baird. 
26. Mr. Green. 
27. Ms. Christensen. 
28. Mr. Lantos. 
29. Mr. George Miller of California. 
30. Ms. Baldwin. 
31. Mr. Abercrombie. 
32. Mr. McDermott. 
33. Mr. Rush. 
A letter of support from the Consortium for 

Citizens with Disabilities follows: 
CONSORTIUM FOR CITIZENS 

WITH DISABILITIES, 
February 5, 2001. 

Hon. PETE STARK, 
Cannon House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN STARK, The under-
signed members of the Consortium for Citi-
zens with Disabilities (CCD) Work Incentives 
and Social Security Task Forces are pleased 
to support your legislation that allows for 
Social Security Disability beneficiaries who 
go back to work to permanently retain their 
Medicare coverage. 

As you know, the lack of quality affordable 
health care is one of the largest barriers fac-
ing disabled beneficiaries who want to work. 
Witnesses with disabilities have testified be-
fore the House Ways and Means and Com-
merce Committees and the Senate Finance 
Committee that the loss of healthcare or the 
inability to afford healthcare because of lim-
ited incomes prevents them from working. In 
addition, we know that this fear keeps peo-
ple on the rolls who might try to go back to 
work simply because they might lose their 
healthcare coverage. This is wrong and it 
must be changed. 

Congress and the President went to great 
lengths to remedy this problem with P.L. 
106–170, The Ticket-to-Work & Work Incen-
tives Improvement Act. This law improves 
access to rehabilitation services, eliminates 
many disincentives to work with SSA, and 
extends Medicaid and Medicare coverage for 
those who work. 

Unfortunately, during last minute consid-
eration of the bill, a limit was imposed on 
the Medicare coverage despite the fact that 
249 members of the House and 79 Senators co-
sponsored legislation that provided perma-
nent coverage under Medicare. 

We believe that this limit must be lifted so 
that beneficiaries can work without the fear 
that one day they will be left with the choice 
of either working without coverage or being 
forced back onto the disability rolls. That’s 
not fair and it’s not right. We urge Congress 
to support and pass this legislation. 

Sincerely, 
American Association on Mental Retarda-

tion. 
American Association of University Affili-

ated Programs. 
American Congress of Community Sup-

ports and Employment Services. 

American Council of the Blind. 
American Network of Community Options 

and Resources. 
Association for Persons in Supported Em-

ployment. 
Brain Injury Association. 
Inter-National Association of Business, In-

dustry and Rehabilitation. 
International Association of Psychosocial 

Rehabilitation Services. 
National Alliance for the Mentally Ill. 
National Association of Developmental 

Disabilities Councils. 
National Association of Protection and Ad-

vocacy Systems. 
National Council for Community Behav-

ioral Healthcare. 
National Down Syndrome Congress. 
National Mental Health Association. 
National Organization of Social Security 

Claimants’ Representatives. 
NISH. 
Paralyzed Veterans of America. 
The Arc of the United States. 
United Cerebral Palsy. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO BILL AND CLAUDIA 
COLEMAN 

HON. MARK UDALL 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to honor Bill and Claudia Coleman for donat-
ing the largest gift ever given an American 
public university—$250 million—to the Univer-
sity of Colorado to be used to fund advanced 
research and development of innovative tech-
nologies to enhance the lives of people with 
cognitive disabilities. 

Today, approximately 20 million persons, or 
7 percent of the U.S. population experience 
significant cognitive disabilities, such as men-
tal retardation, autism, severe and persistent 
mental illness, traumatic brain injury, stroke, 
and Alzheimer’s disease. 

Based on the Coleman’s generous donation, 
the University of Colorado will establish the 
Coleman Institute for Cognitive Disabilities. 
The Institute will focus on education, research, 
and the development of new technology and 
software programs to improve the quality of 
life for the cognitively disabled. 

The Coleman Institute at the University of 
Colorado, which will include all four campuses 
of the University, will help bring together many 
areas of engineering, medical and biomedical, 
clinical and brain research necessary to make 
a significant advance in understanding cog-
nitive disabilities and developing future gen-
erations of assistive technology devices. 

I commend University of Colorado President 
Elizabeth Hoffman for her vision in making the 
Coleman Institute the international center of 
excellence in developing adaptive assistive 
technologies, based on advanced biomedical 
and computer science research, for people 
with cognitive disabilities. 

This unprecedented gift is a tribute to the 
Colemans’ generosity and vision, as well as to 
the University’s growing reputation for work in 
developmental disabilities and assistive tech-
nology. 

I am proud to represent the University of 
Colorado’s Boulder campus, and I look for-

ward to aiding the Coleman Institute for Cog-
nitive Disabilities in realizing Bill and Claudia 
Coleman’s worthy goal. 

f 

HONORING THE 2001 BEA CHRISTY 
AWARD NOMINEES 

HON. MIKE ROGERS 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize the 2001 Bea Christy 
Award Nominees, who will be honored Friday, 
February 9, 2001 in Lansing, Michigan for 
their contributions to improve their commu-
nities and neighborhoods. 

Bea Christy was a dedicated member of the 
Eastside Neighborhood Organization for more 
than ten years until her death. She also 
worked with other organizations to make the 
neighborhood and community a better place to 
live. She was the kind of individual who volun-
teered to do the ‘‘unglamourous’’ tasks, who 
worked quietly and diligently behind the 
scenes, who never sought recognition for her 
efforts. 

First, she was a good neighbor in her imme-
diate neighborhood, welcoming new people, 
planting flowers in the church yard across the 
street from her house, taking elderly folks to 
the doctor, and noticing where the sidewalk 
needed repairs. She also helped edit and de-
liver the Eastside Neighborhood Organization 
newspaper, made soup for the annual fund- 
raiser, and helped plant flowers in the bed on 
Michigan Avenue. 

Bea was also an active member of her 
church, volunteered with Radio Talking Book, 
as well as helped to initiate the Lansing area 
CROP Walk. She made these contributions in 
addition to being a devoted wife, mother, and 
grandmother. 

It is quiet, committed, unsung people like 
Bea who make neighborhood organizations 
successful, and the community as a whole a 
better place to live. It is in this spirit that indi-
viduals are nominated for an annual award ex-
emplifying the qualities of Bea Christy. The fol-
lowing six criteria must be considered when 
making a nomination for the Bea Christy 
Award: variety of activities in your neighbor-
hood organization; unsung nature of contribu-
tions; overall good neighbor; reliability; willing-
ness to take on tasks; and, other service to 
the community. 

Friday night, ten deserving individuals will 
be recognized as 2001 Bea Christy Award 
Nominees. I salute the following nominees for 
their outstanding service to their communities 
and neighborhoods: Dr. Calvin C. Anderson, 
Northwest Neighborhood Alliance; Chris 
Bobier, Potter/Walsh Neighborhood Associa-
tion; Linda Hartman, River Forest Neighbor-
hood Association; Chad Hutchison, Downtown 
Neighborhood Association; Denise Kelley, As-
sociation for the Bingham Community; Rick 
Kibbey, Eastside Neighborhood Organization; 
Antonia Miernik, Genesee Neighborhood As-
sociation; Kathy Rogers, Old Forest Neighbor-
hood Association; Leonard Earl Salisbury, 
Hosmer Neighborhood Organization; and Jane 
Sawyers, Neighbors United in Action. 
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INTRODUCTION OF THE HOUSING 

PRESERVATION MATCHING 
GRANT ACT OF 2001 

HON. JERROLD NADLER 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, today I am intro-
ducing the Housing Preservation Matching 
Grant Act of 2001 previously championed by 
our esteemed colleague, the late Representa-
tive Bruce Vento. 

With the recent rise in real estate prices, 
many owners of HUD-assisted and insured 
projects are finding it more lucrative to repay 
their mortgages and operate their buildings in 
the private market. The tendency to opt-out of 
Section 8 contracts is placing hundreds of 
thousands of affordable housing units at risk. 
According to the National Housing Trust, there 
are over half a million Section 8 apartments in 
all 50 states that are below market and in dan-
ger of losing affordability. We simply cannot 
allow this vital housing stock to evaporate. 

The Housing Preservation Matching Grant 
Act would provide assistance to states for op-
erating costs, capital expenditures, debt re-
structuring, and acquisition of projects with 
HUD-insured mortgages, Section 8 contracts, 
and resident ownership. This project-based 
assistance is a necessary complement to ten-
ant-based approaches by preserving the units 
that accept vouchers, and ensuring that low- 
income families have a safe and affordable 
place to live. Federal matching grants would 
also give states a much needed incentive to 
either continue or create innovative programs 
to preserve their housing resources. 

Before we can create new affordable hous-
ing we must preserve the resources we al-
ready have, and stop the rising tide of low-in-
come rents to the private market. This legisla-
tion achieves both these goals, and hopefully 
will entice states to appropriate more money 
for public housing programs knowing that the 
federal government will provide a substantial 
share of the cost. By setting up a mechanism 
for federal and state partnership, this legisla-
tion fosters cooperation and coordination be-
tween all those responsible for administering 
and maintaining housing programs. 

Mr. Speaker, the Housing Preservation 
Matching Grant Act of 2001 is an important 
part of any broader strategy to save affordable 
housing, and I ask all my colleagues to sup-
port it. 

f 

THE ANNIVERSARY OF THE FOUR 
CHAPLAINS 

HON. BENJAMIN A. GILMAN 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, this month is the 
57th anniversary of one of the most heart 
touching incidents of World War II, the cov-
erage of the four chaplains. 

We are fortunate in that we are living in an 
era when the sacrifices of what is now called 
‘‘The Greatest Generation’’ are finally being 

fully appreciated. The release of recent films 
and books, the groundbreaking last Veterans 
Day for the official World War Two Memorial, 
and other historic events, are underscoring for 
younger generations the magnitude of the 
commitment of all the American people to their 
task at hand in World War Two. 

However, of the countless incidents of her-
oism during that conflict, none have the emo-
tional impact or the relevance to today’s soci-
ety as the story of the four chaplains. 

It is now 57 years since that fateful night of 
February 3, 1943, when four brave chap-
lains—George I. Fox and Clark V. Poling, 
Protestant ministers; Alexander D. Goode, a 
Rabbi; and John P. Washington, a Roman 
Catholic Priest—laid down their lives abroad 
the U.S.S. Dorchester so that others might live 
on. 

The Dorchester, carrying 902 servicemen, 
merchant seamen, and civilian workers, was 
traveling across the North Atlantic, towards a 
U.S. Army base on the coast of Greenland, 
when it was attacked by a German U-boat. 
The German submarine fired a series of tor-
pedoes toward the Dorchester, which struck 
the transport ship well below the water line, 
and injuring her beyond repair. 

As water began to flood in through the 
ship’s battered hull, chaos set in aboard the 
Dorchester, and it was into the ensuing scene 
of utter hopelessness and despair that the 
Chaplains’ legacy was woven. 

When it was discovered that the supply of 
life jackets aboard the Dorchester was insuffi-
cient, the Chaplains—without hesitation—re-
moved their own, and offered them to four 
frightened young men. 

The Chaplains then stayed with those in-
jured by the initial blast as the ship slanted to-
wards the icy water, and were last seen 
clutching hands together, offering prayers for 
those around them. 

The qualities which the Chaplains em-
bodied—self sacrifice, unity, faith, and respect 
for each other’s creeds—are the qualities 
upon which our nation rests, and which, at the 
dawn of the new millennium, are relevant for 
us today more than ever. It is for this reason 
that the Four Chaplains deserve our respect 
and our honor as true American heroes. 

As we pay homage to the Four Chaplains 
today and throughout this month, let us reflect 
for a moment upon the attributes which de-
fined their actions, and forget not those four 
heroic men. The uniquely American brand of 
heroism which they represented and the 
countless other men and women who gave 
their lives in the name of our country must not 
be forgotten. 

Nathaniel Hawthorne once wrote: ‘‘A hero 
cannot be a hero unless in a heroic world.’’ 
Accordingly, it is fitting to note that the Four 
Chaplain’s sacrifice came in the midst of a 
conflict which called upon all Americans to 
make sacrifices in order to guarantee the 
preservation of our way of life and to eradicate 
tyranny from the world. 

In my Congressional District, many veterans 
and patriotic organizations paid tribute to the 
Four Chaplains this month with appropriate 
ceremonies. 

Mr. Speaker I invite our colleagues to join in 
commemorating these courageous remarkable 
American heroes . . . The Dorchester’s Four 
Chaplains. 

GLOBAL GAG RULE 

HON. MARK UDALL 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, on his 
second day in office—also the 28th anniver-
sary of Roe v. Wade—President Bush acted 
to reimpose the ‘‘global gag rule,’’ a policy 
begun in the Reagan years to restrict inter-
national family planning assistance. I am seri-
ously concerned about what this step will 
mean for the more than 150 million women 
worldwide who currently want access to family 
planning resources. I am concerned as well 
that President Bush’s action might be only the 
first step in a longer-term effort to chip away 
at women’s reproductive rights. 

Not only would the reimposition of the ‘‘glob-
al gag rule,’’ keep women’s rights advocates 
around the world from working to prevent the 
suffering that results from unsafe abortions, 
but such restrictions would also prohibit inter-
national family planning organizations from 
spending their own, non-U.S.-funds to provide 
legal abortion services or to advocate for 
changes in abortion laws in their own coun-
tries. 

In explaining this step, President Bush stat-
ed that he did not want taxpayer dollars to be 
spent to perform or promote abortions over-
seas. This is a misrepresentation of the nature 
of international family planning funding. Cur-
rently, no U.S. funds are spent to perform or 
promote abortions overseas, nor can they be 
under current U.S. law. 

President Bush also stated that he hoped 
the reimposition of restrictions would help 
make abortions more rare. But when the pol-
icy was previously in effect, it didn’t achieve 
this stated goal. Instead, according to the 
Center for Reproductive Law and Politics, it 
reduced access to health care and caused 
more unintended pregnancies and more abor-
tions. 

Anti-abortion activists remain adamantly op-
posed to using U.S. aid for international family 
planning programs. Yet as the Denver Post 
points out, an investment in these programs is 
important ‘‘not only to save women from hor-
rible deaths, but also to quell the population 
explosion in impoverished nations. . . . Using 
tax dollars to prevent unwanted pregnancies is 
far more cost-effective than spending huge 
sums to feed starving populations who remain 
unenlightened about family planning.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I agree, and for the benefit of 
our colleagues, I am submitting for inclusion in 
the RECORD the full editorial from the Denver 
Post, another editorial from the Boulder Daily 
Camera, and a letter to the Denver Post in op-
position to the ‘‘global gag rule’’ written by 
former Colorado first lady Dottie Lamm, who 
also served as a delegate to the UN Con-
ference of Population and Development in 
1994. 

[From the Denver Post, Jan. 24, 2001] 
GLOBAL GAG RULE BACKFIRES 

Nobody likes abortions—not the women 
who have them nor the activists who believe 
in a woman’s right to choose. 

Yet the most adamant anti-abortion activ-
ists were rejoicing Monday when President 
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Bush instituted a ban that likely will spur 
even more abortions in Third World coun-
tries. 

Bush banned federal aid from international 
organizations that perform or ‘‘actively pro-
mote’’ abortion as a family planning method. 

Yet those are the same groups that pro-
mote birth control so women can avoid abor-
tions. And because illegal abortions are 
rampant in Third World countries, those or-
ganizations cannot eliminate abortion dis-
cussions from their services. 

Such groups must be able to counsel 
women who are seeking illegal abortions. 
Without such counsel, many women die dur-
ing illegal abortions—and many don’t learn 
about family planning methods that can 
make abortion unnecessary. 

The only way to stem the high rate of 
abortions in such countries is to make fam-
ily planning readily available. But when the 
U.S. strips money from family planning 
groups, it also strips hope that Third World 
women will have access to birth control. 

So Bush’s action, while oddly satisfying to 
anti-abortion forces, ironically guarantees 
that abortions will continue to increase. 

Opponents denounced it as an ‘‘inter-
national gag rule’’ on discussion of abor-
tions, a move that would be unconstitutional 
if imposed in the United States. 

Yet some anti-abortion activists even 
question why the U.S. should provide any 
family planning to foreign countries. ‘‘I’m 
not sure it’s an effective use of our tax dol-
lars . . .’’ said Chuck Gosnell, president of 
the Colorado Christian Coalition. 

The Post, however, has historically upheld 
the need to support worldwide family plan-
ning—not only to save women from horrible 
deaths, but also to quell the population ex-
plosion in impoverished nations. 

Using tax dollars to prevent unwanted 
pregnancies is far more cost-effective than 
spending huge sums to feed starving popu-
lations who remain unenlightened about 
family planning. 

We deeply regret Bush’s action Monday, 
and we urge the administration to reconsider 
the ultimate effects of such a ban. 

[From the Daily Camera, Jan. 25, 2001] 

Bush the Divider 

During his campaign, President George W. 
Bush sought to keep the hot-button issue of 
abortion off the radar screens of both the 
media and the voters. 

When pressed, he pointed to his long, 
strong anti-abortion record. But often he 
tempered that message by saying ‘‘good peo-
ple can disagree’’ on the issue—as well he 
might, given his wife Laura’s recent remarks 
in favor of keeping abortion legal, and his 
mother’s similar sentiments. He also sug-
gested he might be a moderate on the issue 
when he said repeatedly that many hearts 
and minds would have to be changed before 
the nation was ready to overturn Roe v. 
Wade, the 1973 Supreme Court decision that 
made access to abortion a constitutional 
right. 

Following the disputed election—in which 
pro-choice Al Gore won the popular vote by 
more than a half million votes—many abor-
tion-rights supporters hoped that Bush’s 
lack of a mandate would keep his anti-abor-
tion instincts in check. 

Some of those same optimists even crossed 
their fingers and hoped that John Ashcroft, 
Bush’s profoundly anti-abortion nominee for 
Attorney General, was telling the truth 
when he said his personal views would not af-
fect his enforcement of abortion-related 

laws, from clinic access to Roe v. Wade 
itself. Ashcroft went so far as to declare that 
he considers the landmark case ‘‘the settled 
law of the land.’’ 

Such hopes surely were dashed Monday— 
Bush’s second full day in office—when he 
marked the 28th anniversary of Roe v. Wade 
by reinstating the ‘‘global gag rule,’’ which 
prevents overseas family planning organiza-
tions that receive U.S. aid from even dis-
cussing abortion or lobbying for legalized 
abortion in their countries. 

Using U.S. funds to pay for actual abor-
tions, or even to promote abortion, already 
is prohibited under the annually-renewed 
Helms Amendment, adopted in 1973. This 
‘‘gag rule’’ was tied on by President Reagan 
in 1984 and maintained by President George 
H.W. Bush. It was overturned in the opening 
days of President Clinton’s first term. 

Bush’s reinstatement is mostly a symbolic 
bone thrown to his anti-abortion supporters, 
since statistics show the gag rule hasn’t re-
duced abortions in the past. But forcing fam-
ily planning agencies to choose between des-
perately-needed dollars and providing full 
and accurate information means that many 
women will go without any care at all. 

Bush also took pains to issue encouraging 
words (albeit through a proxy) to an anti- 
abortion protest in the capital Monday: ‘‘. . . 
you are gathered to remind our country that 
one of those ideals is the infinite value of 
every life.’’ 

And, to complete a Monday trifecta, Bush’s 
chief of staff Andrew Card told reporters 
that the new administration is ‘‘reviewing’’ 
the recent Food and Drug Administration 
approval of the abortion pill, RU–486. 

And so, despite recent public opinion polls 
that show about 60 percent of Americans be-
lieve abortion should be legal in all or most 
cases, despite hopeful predictions that he 
would hew to a moderate line in the wake of 
his tenuous election victory, Bush the self- 
declared ‘‘uniter’’ has thrown down the abor-
tion gauntlet from the outset. 

Some political analysts have suggested he 
may be trying to fatten his supporters on the 
socially-conservative right with treats right 
now so they’ll still be sated later on in the 
banquet, when the time comes to reach com-
promise with hungry Democrats. 

That may be. But surely Bush could have 
chosen a less contentious issue to mollify his 
conservative base. By rushing in to dem-
onstrate his allegiance to those who would 
impose their beliefs on the nation and ban 
abortion, he has demonstrated in his first 
week that he missed some important lessons 
of his sketchy victory. 

[From the Denver Post, Jan. 24, 2001] 
GAG RULE DECRIED 

Re: ‘‘Abortion opponents jubilant,’’ Jan. 23 
news story. 

President Bush’s re-instatement of the gag 
rule on international family planning aid is 
the worst example of ‘‘compassionate con-
servatism’’ possible. 

As Sylvia Clark, a life-long Republican and 
president and CEO of Planned Parenthood of 
the Rocky Mountains, said Monday: 

‘‘In short, the U.S. government will be tell-
ing the desperately poor women of the devel-
oping world, ‘Don’t you dare ask about abor-
tion options, because if you do, you will lose 
access to the family planning that could pre-
vent you from ever needing an abortion in 
the first place.’ ’’ 

Some history here: From 1984–1993 Ronald 
Reagan’s ‘‘Mexico City Policy’’ prohibited 
recipients of international family planning 

assistance from providing abortion services 
or offering medical advice to women dealing 
with an unintended pregnancy. 

President Clinton rescinded that policy in 
early 1993. 

Right now, nearly two out of every five 
pregnancies worldwide are still unintended. 
Early and frequent pregnancy contributes 
significantly to the deaths of infants, chil-
dren and women in developing countries, 
where a woman dies literally every minute 
in childbirth or because of complications of 
pregnancy. 

But, when contraceptive prevalence rates 
rise, rates of unintended pregnancies, mater-
nal deaths and abortion go down. 

Restrictions on international family plan-
ning assistance will do nothing to stop abor-
tion. In fact they will increase the number of 
times desperate women turn to abortion as a 
means to control family size. 

Instead of reinstating the gag rule, Bush 
should have made good on his original prom-
ise stated to The New York Times ‘‘to find 
common ground and reduce the number of 
abortions that happen.’’ 

Yet, President Bush’s gag rule policies will 
promote exactly the opposite. It will in-
crease the number of abortions that happen. 
For shame, Mr. President! 

DOTTIE LAMM, 
Denver. 

f 

ARIEL SHARON’S COMMENT 

HON. CYNTHIA A. McKINNEY 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Ms. MCKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, how dare 
Ariel Sharon comment about Condolezza 
Rice’s legs. I wonder what his legs look like. 
And let me go on to say how ‘‘unsexy’’ some 
people might think he looks. But they don’t 
say it out loud! Probably they would be too 
busy thinking about that and unable to keep 
their mind on their work. 

Why would he say such a thing out loud? 
But does that have anything to do with his 

effectiveness as an Israeli leader? No. 
Neither his legs nor his sexiness has any-

thing to do with whether he will stand for 
peace, make war, or whether he is competent 
to do the job for which he has been chosen. 

Likewise, Dr. Rice’s looks have nothing to 
do with her effectiveness as a leader or as 
National Security Advisor to President Bush. 

The press seems to think this episode is 
cute. 

But it’s an insult for all the women out there 
who go to school, study hard, then work long 
hours to break the glass ceiling. The last thing 
we need is for some boorish man who can 
control neither his libido nor his tongue to 
come on publicly to women he finds attractive. 

I think Mr. Sharon owes all women, espe-
cially working women, an apology. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE SENATOR 
ALAN CRANSTON 

HON. JOE BACA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ex-
press my sympathies to the family of the late 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:46 Feb 28, 2007 Jkt 029102 PO 00000 Frm 00015 Fmt 0689 Sfmt 9920 E:\BR01\E06FE1.000 E06FE1er
jo

ne
s 

on
 P

R
O

D
P

C
74

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 1445 February 6, 2001 
Senator Alan Cranston. Senator Cranston 
passed away on New Year’s Eve, 2000. 

Born in California, Senator Cranston hon-
ored our Golden State for many years with his 
service to community and country, serving for 
eight years as State Controller of California, 
and in the United States Senate for twenty- 
four years. 

Senator Cranston will be remembered for 
his fight for human rights in the world. He will 
be remembered for his mastery of the issues, 
his hard work, plain spoken manner, and hu-
mility. 

He fought against fascism and Nazism, 
alerting people to the threat of Hitler, by ex-
posing the virulent nature of Hitler’s writings. 
This act of courage helped to show the world 
the importance of fighting this menace to free-
dom and democracy. Many years later he 
fought with the same level of conviction 
against apartheid in South Africa, helping to 
end that unjust system through economic 
sanctions by the United States. 

He fought to protect federal employees 
against job discrimination, worked for opportu-
nities for women in the workforce, and strove 
to end discrimination against pregnant employ-
ees. 

He championed legislation to expand the 
family planning program, and he helped lead 
the fight for the proposed equal rights amend-
ment. 

Senator Cranston was always eloquent, 
honorable, tenacious in his causes, respected 
even by those who did not share his position 
on the issues. He was gentlemen in the best 
sense of the word, a scholar, a thinker, a 
doer, and a leader. He will be missed. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF SENATOR 
ALAN CRANSTON 

HON. ADAM SCHIFF 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
celebration of the life of the late Senator Alan 
Cranston. Growing up in California, I devel-
oped a strong admiration for the life and work 
of this great leader. As a young man living in 
Northern California and attending Stanford 
University, I came to view Senator Cranston 
as a model for our time and an inspiration to 
young people everywhere. He served a leg-
endary four terms in the United States Senate 
and made history by being the only U.S. Sen-
ator ever to have been elected his Party’s 
Whip seven times. His vibrant intellect, per-
suasive skill, and even-handed approach were 
recognized by leaders here and abroad, and 
Senator Cranston came to be seen as guiding 
hand in shaping many of the important legisla-
tive measures that came up for consideration 
during his 24 years on Capitol Hill. His devo-
tion to the causes he cared about and his ex-
pertise on both domestic policy and inter-
national relations made him one of the most 
talented and well-respected public servants of 
this century. 

The people of California will be forever 
grateful for the many accomplishments of Sen-
ator Alan Cranston. He was a tireless advo-

cate for his constituents, while always being 
mindful of the needs of the entire nation. His 
efforts to provide affordable housing, protect 
our environment, secure a woman’s right to 
choose, and advocate for the disabled paved 
the way for groundbreaking legislation that 
transformed domestic policy in the United 
States. But what Senator Cranston is best 
known for is his lifelong commitment to world 
peace and his conscientious objection to nu-
clear weapons. He played a pivotal role in de-
veloping arms reduction and nuclear arms 
control treaties and traveled the world, building 
relationships with foreign leaders and pro-
moting peace. Senator Cranston will always 
be remembered for his many contributions to 
the global community, and I am proud to rise 
today in celebration of his life of service to the 
State of California, this nation, and our world. 

f 

WELL WISHES TO HON. BUD SHU-
STER ON HIS DEPARTURE FROM 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

SPEECH OF 

HON. WILLIAM J. COYNE 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, January 31, 2001 

Mr. COYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to pay trib-
ute to one of our colleagues, Congressman 
BUD SHUSTER who is retiring this year after 28 
years of service in the House of Representa-
tives. 

BUD SHUSTER has served his constituents 
well in his time in Congress. He has worked 
hard to improve the economic health of Penn-
sylvania’s 9th Congressional District, and he 
has been successful in securing federal infra-
structure funding for Pennsylvania’s 9th Dis-
trict, which is located in the rugged terrain of 
the Allegheny Mountains. He has also hon-
estly and accurately reflected his constituents’ 
views in his many votes in the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

Congressman SHUSTER has also worked 
tirelessly and in a bipartisan fashion as a lead-
er of Pennsylvania’s Congressional delegation 
to address problems facing the Common-
wealth. The collegiality that has marked the 
Pennsylvania delegation’s cooperative efforts 
has stood out as a refreshing contrast to the 
bitter partisanship that has often divided the 
House in recent years, and BUD SHUSTER, as 
one of the senior members of the delegation, 
has had a significant role in setting and main-
taining that tone. I have always appreciated 
the courtesy and attention that he has dis-
played to his delegation colleagues—which, I 
want to emphasize, took no notice of party af-
filiation. 

Congressman SHUSTER’s most important 
legacy will undoubtedly be the leadership that 
he provided on the House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. Congress-
man SHUSTER has long recognized the impor-
tance of government-provided infrastructure in 
promoting economic growth in this country. He 
has led a highly successful fight to provide 
greater resources for investments in our na-
tion’s highways, bridges, mass transit, and 
aviation system. He was actively involved with 
Chairman Robert Roe in crafting the Inter-

modal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act 
(ISTEA) of 1991, which increased federal 
funding for surface transportation infrastruc-
ture. As chairman of the Transportation and 
Infrastructure Committee, Congressman SHU-
STER was the driving force behind the Trans-
portation Efficiency Act for the 21st Century 
(TEA 21) and the Aviation Investment and Re-
form Act for the 21st Century (AIR 21). Amer-
ica will benefit from Congressman SHUSTER’s 
legislative initiatives for decades to come. 

I want to wish Congressman SHUSTER well 
on the occasion of his retirement. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO LATE SENATOR ALAN 
CRANSTON 

HON. SAM FARR 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker, today 
I am proud to pay tribute to one of California’s 
finest and most respected Senators, the late 
Alan Cranston. 

Alan Cranston was born in Palo Alto, Cali-
fornia, on June 19, 1914. He studied at the 
University of Mexico and then continued at 
Stanford University. While he began his pro-
fessional career as a news correspondent, the 
international events of that time led him to join 
the United States Army. At the conclusion of 
the Second World War, he left the Army to be-
come President of the United World Federal-
ists. This, along with his founding of the Cali-
fornia Democratic Council, propelled him into 
the political spotlight. Other positions he held 
during his tenure at the Senate include Chair-
man of the Committee on Veteran Affairs, 
Chairman of the Gorbachev Foundation, Presi-
dent of the United States: Kyrgyz Business 
Council, and Senior International Advisor for 
Schooner Capitol Corporation. 

Those who know him and worked with him 
remember his modesty and true commitment 
towards making the world a safer one. Sen-
ator Cranston was honored with numerous 
awards for outstanding achievements in the 
field of world security, and for his efforts to-
wards global peace. During his 24-year Sen-
ate career, Senator Cranston had a hand in 
developing and promoting some of the most 
influential legislative measures considered by 
Congress. His efforts to end the Vietnam War 
and to improve relations with the Soviet Union 
go unmatched. In addition, he helped shape 
the Senate opinion of the SALT II and START 
treaties. 

After leaving public office, Alan Cranston 
continued his fight to abolish nuclear weap-
ons. He founded and acted as President of 
the Global Security Institute, enabling citizens 
to express their concerns about security 
issues. His expertise was frequently sought in 
treaty negotiation and nuclear arms control, 
and he published many works on these 
issues. 

Mr. Speaker, Alan Cranston did not seek at-
tention for himself nor demanded honor, but 
he deserved it. He honored all living beings by 
serving to promote peace and prevent de-
struction. Please join me in remembering the 
respectable and truly remarkable man, Sen. 
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Alan Cranston. I end with a quote that Senator 
Cranston carried in his wallet for years: 

A leader is best when people barely know 
he exists, less good when they obey and ac-
claim him, worse when they fear and despise 
him. Fail to honor people and they fail to 
honor you. But of a good leader, when his 
work is done, his aim fulfilled, they will all 
say, ‘‘We did this ourselves.’’ 

f 

CELEBRATING THE LIFE OF 
SENATOR ALAN CRANSTON 

HON. MIKE HONDA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, today I honor the 
life of a great American, Senator Alan Cran-
ston. While Senator Cranston left the Con-
gress 8 years ago, after four terms in the Sen-
ate, his legacy remains as strong as ever be-
cause of the depth of his convictions and the 
significance of his accomplishments. 

Senator Cranston was one of only two Cali-
fornia senators to be elected to the Senate 
four times and he served 14 years as the 
Democratic Whip. His accomplishments bear 
great weight. During his service in the United 
States Senate, Alan Cranston had a hand in 
many major pieces of legislation. He was 
deeply involved with arms reduction and nu-
clear arms control and led the debate on 
SALT II and START treaties, worked on ratifi-
cation of the Panama Canal treaty, helped to 
expand trade for California technological and 
agricultural products, and reduced military 
spending. 

Senator Cranston also fought tirelessly to 
build affordable, adequate housing for our 
families and to protect our national environ-
ment for present and future generations. The 
Cranston-Gonzales National Affordable Hous-
ing Act of 1990, was a major housing bill he 
helped pass. He also authored legislation that 
created three major national parks and ex-
panded two others, seven park wilderness 
areas and 51 forest areas and he was the 
original author of the California Desert Protec-
tion Act. 

Senator Cranston’s record of accomplish-
ment in public service spanned 10 Presidents 
and 6 decades, and his thoughtful approach to 
making policy impacted the everyday lives of 
many Americans. He helped formulate legisla-
tion to get more highway money available for 
mass transit, which reduced our dependence 
on oil and helped to reduce air pollution and 
traffic congestion. A champion of civil liberty 
and individual rights, Senator Cranston au-
thored the freedom of choice bill that enacted 
Roe vs. Wade into law and created and fought 
for a ‘‘Bill of Rights’’ for the disabled. 

Senator Cranston’s dedication to public 
service has inspired generations of Califor-
nians and Americans to get involved in public 
service. His integrity and dedication influenced 
my commitment to fight for social justice and 
my decision to run for public office. Senator 
Cranston’s life ended on the night of Decem-
ber 31st 2000—at the conclusion of the 20th 
century. While tragic, this is truly fitting, as it 
is due in no small part to the work of Alan 

Cranston that 20th century will always be 
known as the American Century. 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO ALAN CRANSTON 

HON. BOB FILNER 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, today I pay trib-
ute to Alan Cranston, a man who walked 
among us as world leader, candidate for 
President, Senator, public servant, business-
man, writer, reporter, public speaker, athlete, 
and artist—a true Renaissance man. He had 
a passion for civil rights, freedom of the press, 
nuclear disarmament and environmental 
causes. He worked selflessly to try to make 
the planet a better place for us all. 

I was honored to know Senator Cranston 
personally and fortunate to benefit from his 
advice when I was first elected to Congress. 

We celebrate today his noteworthy efforts 
on the international level for world peace, es-
pecially helping to end the Vietnam War and 
to improve our relations with the Soviet Union. 
He was a leader in Senate consideration of 
the SALT I and SALT II treaties, Middle East 
peace, and reduced military spending. In 
1996, he entered private-sector work on nu-
clear disarmament, as Chairman of the Gorba-
chev/USA Foundation and later founding the 
Global Security Institute, both San Francisco- 
based think tanks. 

Senator Cranston authored bills to create 
three major national parks and to expand two 
others, seven park wilderness areas and 51 
forest areas. He was the original author of the 
California Desert Protection Act, finally en-
acted in 1993. 

He was the second-longest serving U.S. 
Senator from California—and was Democratic 
whip seven times and Chairman of the Vet-
erans’ Affairs Committee. 

His work in the Senate included not only the 
international peace and environmental efforts 
already mentioned, but he was in the forefront 
in the fight for affordable housing, mass transit 
to combat air pollution and traffic congestion, 
reducing our dependence on foreign oil, 
choice and women’s rights, veterans’ rights 
and medical care, education, civil rights and 
civil liberties, immigration reform, and the pre-
vention of drug abuse and crime. 

He was a Stanford University graduate, an 
early San Francisco home builder, a foreign 
correspondent for International News Service 
(now part of the United Press International), 
and an author of ‘‘The Killing of the Peace’’ 
which the New York Times rated one of the 10 
best books of 1945. This book was written 
about the Senate’s decision in 1919 to keep 
the United States out of the League of Na-
tions, in an effort to help the United Nations 
avoid a similar fate. 

He was also athletically gifted. He was a 
world-class quarter-miler in the mid-1930s and 
resumed his sprinting at the age of 55. In 
1984, as one of eight Democrats running for 
President, he could be found sprinting bare-
foot through the hotel hallways. 

He credited his participation in track with 
teaching him the need to focus. He said he 

could have been in the Olympic Games in 
1936 and was good enough but didn’t quite 
make it because he did not concentrate 
enough. That taught him a lesson that stayed 
with him throughout his life: success requires 
discipline and focus. 

His artistic bent was evident by the three of 
his oils that hung in his Senate office. 

When praising someone of such wide and 
varied interests and talents, the tributes often 
end up listing accomplishment after accom-
plishment. And, as impressive as that may be, 
such tributes often miss the soul of the man. 
The life of Alan Cranston presents us with 
these goals. To put the good of country and 
of the people of our nation first. To work tire-
lessly for the causes we believe are important. 
To understand that, working together, we real-
ly can change the world! We will miss him 
deeply, but we pledge to remember his dedi-
cation and to carry on his work. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF SENATOR ALAN 
CRANSTON 

HON. LYNN C. WOOLSEY 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, earlier today 
several of my colleagues gathered in the Sen-
ate to pay tribute and celebrate the life of 
former Senator Alan Cranston. Like my col-
leagues, I marvel at the passion and commit-
ment Senator Cranston brought to the issues 
he cared about during his 86 years. 

Senator Cranston’s wide-ranging life experi-
ences gave him an incredible insight on some 
of the most important events in the 20th cen-
tury. We are fortunate that he shared his ex-
periences and perspective with us as a jour-
nalist and an author, most notably with his 
1946 book, Killing the Peace, which was an 
account of the Senate’s failure to join the 
League of Nations. The Senator’s distin-
guished career also included time as president 
of the World Federalists, comptroller of Cali-
fornia, and as a leading figure in reforming the 
California Democratic party. His contributions 
will always be remembered in these fields by 
those who worked with him and benefitted 
from his work. 

However, I am most thankful for his commit-
ment and leadership on issues of peace and 
nuclear disarmament. As many of my col-
leagues know, Senator Cranston and I share 
a common perspective and commitment to 
these issues. His leadership on disarmament 
and the abolition of nuclear weapons is truly 
admirable. After leaving the Senate in 1993, 
Senator Cranston continued his push for nu-
clear arms reductions. He launched a much- 
needed effort at the 1995 State of the World 
Forum to abolish nuclear weapons worldwide 
through educating U.S. citizens and world 
leaders. Senator Cranston took his message 
and crusade far and wide, including to former 
Soviet Union President Mikhail Gorbachev. Lo-
cally, my congressional district—home to 
many caring and dedicated peace and envi-
ronmental groups—was fortunate enough 2 
years ago to have Senator Cranston join us 
for an event highlighting the need to abolish 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 1447 February 6, 2001 
nuclear weapons. Once again, he reminded us 
all that while nuclear weapons will not be 
eliminated overnight, the United States must 
be a leader and take the first steps toward 
elimination of these weapons. As the founder 
of the Global Security Institute, he was able to 
forge ahead with this dream of abolishing nu-
clear weapons. 

With his passing, the peace and nuclear dis-
armament community certainly lost a true 
friend and leading voice. On behalf of the 
thousands of citizen groups that will continue 
to campaign for the elimination of nuclear 
weapons, I thank him for his ground breaking 
work in this arena. And, everyone should 
know, we will continue in this shared quest to 
make the world safe from the dangers of nu-
clear weapons. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO LATE SENATOR ALAN 
CRANSTON 

HON. DAVID DREIER 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I wish today to 
join my colleagues in paying my respects to 
one of California’s longtime, dedicated public 
servants, the late Senator Alan Cranston, who 
passed away last New Year’s Eve. 

Alan Cranston’s career of public service 
spanned almost half of the 20th century. He 
was first elected State controller of California 
in 1958, and was sent to the Senate by Cali-
fornia voters in 1968. He served there through 
1993. Throughout his career, Cranston dedi-
cated himself to a range of important 
causes—seeking to strengthen federal envi-
ronmental laws, to expand assistance to the 
disadvantaged in society and to bolster civil 
rights. His commitment to arms control led him 
to work closely with President Reagan for the 
Intermediate Range Nuclear Force Treaty, 
even though the two agreed on little else. 
Senator Cranston was also respected for his 
advocacy of the interests of his State—for 
farmers, film makers, aerospace companies, 
financial institutions and independent oil pro-
ducers. 

Throughout his career and throughout his 
life, Alan Cranston distinguished himself with 
his hard work, his tenacity and his self-dis-
cipline. He was an Olympic-class runner who 
kept himself in shape through the end of his 
life. He took the time to make himself an ex-
pert in whatever issue he was working on. 
Whether it was arms control, housing, or the 
views and concerns of his Senate colleagues, 
Alan Cranston took the time to master the 
subject. It was this discipline that made him an 
extremely effective party-builder, coalition 
builder, advocate and legislator. That dedica-
tion and that commitment deserve our respect. 

DEATH OF FORMER MAYOR JOHN 
V. LINDSAY 

HON. MAJOR R. OWENS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, throughout the 
neighborhoods of New York, millions mourn 
the death of former Mayor John Lindsay. He 
is still remembered as the great patron of 
community empowerment who provided the 
opportunity for the people on the bottom to 
enter the mainstream of New York politics as 
well as civil service and government employ-
ment. 

John Lindsay was a highly visible and ar-
ticulate idealist and advocate for greater inclu-
sion of minorities in the American dream. Al-
though his direct impact on policy and practice 
never moved beyond New York City, he be-
longs in the category with Robert and John 
Kennedy and Franklin Roosevelt. 

Assuming great political risks, Lindsay was 
one of the few leaders in the nation who seri-
ously adopted Lyndon Johnson’s ‘‘Maximum 
feasible participation of the poor’’ policy. His 
administration made a Herculean effort to in-
stitutionalize power-sharing down to the local 
level. Instead of siphoning off dollars and re-
sources from federal programs like the Com-
munity Action Program and the Model Cities 
initiative, Lindsay added city support and thus 
increased his own tax and budget burdens. 

With ignorance and incompetence, the peo-
ple on the bottom sometimes betrayed their 
mayoral advocate; however, it was the lack of 
vision and the resistance within the ranks of 
the city’s organized machine Democrats which 
blocked the realization of a new progressive 
base for the governing of New York City. Un-
fortunately, Lindsay never sought to build a 
movement or even his own partisan machine. 
But as a solo force, a lone Achilles of New 
York politics, he left a lasting legacy of new 
leadership within the poor and minority com-
munities. 

After serving as a commissioner appointed 
by John Lindsay, I was elected to the New 
York State Senate in 1974. When I entered 
the legislature for the first time, I noted that 
every minority member of the legislature had 
previously been in some way supported by the 
Community Action Program or the Model Cit-
ies Program, both empowerment vehicles 
sponsored by John V. Lindsay. 

New York City mourns a great visionary 
leader and champion of the poor and power-
less. 

THE LINDSAY TRUMPET STILL SOUNDS 

For the Great John Lindsay 
The grave is not a period, 
But a colon: 
The good comes 
Flowing endlessly afterwards 
In offspring never seen, 
Achievements never footnoted. 
John Lindsay’s trumpet sounds 
In the heads 
Of unknown urban soldiers; 
The posterity of the powerless 
Now hear the beat of new drums; 
The smothering of grassroots fervor 
Is now a gasping scheme; 
Heroes from the neighborhoods 

May still match the Lindsay dream. 
A Socrates for empowerment, 
He spawned Platos and Aristotles; 
Somewhere his Alexanders 
Are mobilizing new young armies. 
For the Great John Lindsay 
The grave is not a decaying period 
But a bright blossoming colon: 
The movement is not yet murdered, 
Its fervor only temporarily stolen; 
The rivers of righteous anger 
Again are fully swollen. 
Alive nailed to an unjust cross 
Big John bled away alone; 
With resurrections of his disciplines 
New Lindsay miracles of the City 
Can still be carved in stone. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF MILTON ROEMER— 
ONE OF THE WORLD’S LEADING 
PUBLIC HEALTH ADVOCATES 
AND HEALTH POLICY THINKERS 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, one of the world’s 
most thoughtful health policy experts and ad-
vocates, Dr. Milton L. Roemer has passed 
away. His brillance and insights will be sorely 
missed by all those who were his students 
and who had the privilege of working with him. 

Few of us in Congress ever get a law 
named after us, and even fewer people 
throughout the world get a law of nature or 
science named after themselves—but Roe-
mer’s law is a law that all of us in health policy 
and finance must live and deal with daily. In 
popular language, Roemer’s law is ‘‘build it 
and they will come’’—which he postulated way 
before the movie was ever dreamed of. In 
health policy, it means that in an insured pop-
ulation, if you add beds to a health care facil-
ity, they will get filled. In medicine and health 
care, supply can drive demand. The implica-
tions for health policy, costs, and financing are 
key to many of the problems we face and will 
be facing in the decades to come. 

Roemer’s law is just one of the innumerable 
contributions he gave the world. Since earning 
his medical degree 60 years ago, he worked 
on public health problems in 71 nations, pub-
lished as sole author 20 books[!!], co-authored 
12 other books, and 430 articles. The doctor 
was obviously possessed of energy and talent 
almost beyond imagination. 

Dr. Roemer earned the MD degree from 
New York University in 1940, along with a 
masters’ degree in sociology from Cornell Uni-
versity in 1939, and a public health degree 
from the University of Michigan in 1943. 

As a medical officer of the New Jersey 
State Health Department, he supervised 92 
venereal disease clinics, as they were called 
in 1943. During World War II as a member of 
the commissioned corps of the US Public 
Health Service, he served as Assistant to the 
Chief Medical Officer of the War Food Admin-
istration and Associate in Medical Care Ad-
ministration to the Chief of the State Relations 
Division. His 1948 book, written with F.D. Mott 
Rural Health and Medical Care was the first to 
analyze systematically rural health care needs 
and services in the United States. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:46 Feb 28, 2007 Jkt 029102 PO 00000 Frm 00018 Fmt 0689 Sfmt 9920 E:\BR01\E06FE1.000 E06FE1er
jo

ne
s 

on
 P

R
O

D
P

C
74

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS1448 February 6, 2001 
As county health officer of Monoghela 

County, West Virginia, he introduced public 
health innovations, including pioneering a can-
cer detection clinic, for this mining community, 
against the objections of organized medicine. 
Dr. Roemer explained to the doctors that this 
screening clinic would provide more patients 
for them to treat. This experience led him later 
to establish a prize for a creative, local public 
health leader who had overcome opposition to 
advances in public health. He early called for 
the integration of public health and medical 
care and launched the Medical Care Section 
of the American Public Health Association. 

Dr. Roemer’s international work began in 
1951 when he served as chief of the Social 
and Occupational Health Section of the newly 
formed World Health Organization (WHO) in 
Geneva, Switzerland. In 1953, in the midst of 
the McCarthy hysteria, he was forced to leave 
Switzerland and his work as an international 
civil servant, when the US government with-
drew approval of his appointment at WHO. 

In 1953 the Province of Saskatchewan, 
Canada, had just introduced hospital insur-
ance for its people in this prairie province and 
was on the verge of extending it to include in-
surance for doctors’ care Dr. Roemer was ap-
pointed Director of Medical and Hospital Serv-
ices of the Saskatchewan Department of Pub-
lic Health, North America’s first social insur-
ance program for hospital care. 

After teaching at Yale and Cornell Univer-
sities, in 1962, Dr. Roemer came to the UCLA 
School of Public Health, where he taught 
health administration for 38 years and served 
as chairman of the Department of Health 
Services for eight years. The capstone of Dr. 
Roemer’s many publications was his 2-volume 
work, National Health Systems of the World, a 
monumental, comparative analysis of national 
health systems of countries of the world set 
within a logical and coherent framework. 

At UCLA, Dr. Roemer’s research encour-
aged the development of not for profit HMOs, 
promoted the use of ambulatory care, and 
documented the need for a national health in-
surance covering the total population. He ad-
vocated the development of doctoral training 
in health administration to prepare students for 
leadership in public health practice and estab-
lished an endowed fellowship to support stu-
dents in this program. 

The American Public Health Association 
awarded Dr. Roemer its International Award 
for Excellence in Promoting and Protecting the 
Health of People in 1977. In 1983, APHA 
awarded him its highest honor—the Sedgwick 
Memorial Medal for Distinguished Service in 
Public Health. In 1992, the Centers for Dis-
ease Control gave Dr. Roemer its Joseph W. 
Mountain Award. In 1997, he was given the 
Lifetime Achievement Award of the APHA 
International Health Section and the Distin-
guished Career Award of the Association for 
Health Services Research. 

Dr. Roemer is survived by his wife of 61 
years, Ruth Roemer, his son, John E. Roe-
mer, of New York City, his daughter, Beth 
Roemer Lewis, of Berkeley, California; and six 
grandchildren. 

A memorial service will be held at UCLA in 
the spring. Contributions in Milton Roemer’s 
memory may be made to the American Public 
Health Association, Washington, DC, the De-

partment of Health Services, UCLA School of 
Public Health, or Physicians for Social Re-
sponsibility. 

To repeat, America and the world have lost 
a wonderful teacher who truly had a sense of 
the whole and of the oneness of mankind— 
and that a just and honorable society should 
join in helping ensure that no member of that 
society goes without health care. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE R.P. ‘‘BOB’’ 
STRINGER 

HON. CHARLES W. ‘‘CHIP’’ PICKERING 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. PICKERING. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life of my friend and constituent 
R.P. ‘‘Bob’’ Stringer who passed away on Jan-
uary 15, 2001, at Scott Regional Hospital in 
Morton, Mississippi. Bob, as he was affection-
ately called by his close friends and col-
leagues, was preceded in death by his wife, 
Mrs. Mary Cooper Stringer, who died on the 
same date as Bob, two years ago. 

Bob was a native of Noxubee County and 
lived in Forest, Mississippi, since 1960. He 
was a World War II veteran and was actively 
involved in veterans activities that enhanced 
and promoted esprit de corps among veteran 
organizations at the local, county, state, and 
national level. He was a member of the Forest 
Presbyterian Church, the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars (VFW) and the American Legion. He 
served as past county and district president of 
the Mississippi State University Alumni Asso-
ciation. He was also a past post commander 
of the VFW. As if this was not enough to keep 
him busy, he was a board member of the 
MF&G Association and served on the Forest 
Board of Aldermen for sixteen years. 

My predecessor, former Congressman G.V. 
‘‘Sonny’’ Montgomery, was a very close friend 
of Bob’s and has been quoted as saying that 
‘‘Bob Stringer was really an All-American. He 
loved his family and country very much. He 
served in the Marine Corp at Iwo Jima and 
after the War he was very active in the VFW 
and the American Legion. He was proud of his 
community and served both the City of Forest 
and Scott County in a commendable manner. 
I have lost one of my closest friends.’’ 

Bob is survived by daughters, Anne Stringer 
Land and Jean Stringer Ellis; sons, Robert P. 
Stringer, Jr., and John Walter Stringer; their 
husbands and wives, thirteen grandchildren, 
one great grandchild, and one brother, John. 

Bob was the originator of the G.V. ‘‘Sonny’’ 
Montgomery Annual Hunters Stew held in For-
est and personally hosted it, along with mem-
bers of the American Legion and VFW, for 
more than twenty-four years. He even contin-
ued this tradition after Congressman Mont-
gomery stepped down from office in 1996 be-
cause he knew how much the community 
loved and respected ‘‘Sonny.’’ 

The legacy that I am sure Bob would want 
us to remember him by is his love for the 
Lord, his family, his friends, his country, his 
state, and by all means his love for the City 
of Forest and Scott County. Thus, it is an 
honor for me to express my appreciation, and 

that of all the citizens of the Third Congres-
sional District, for his life of service and con-
tributions to the betterment of our world. 

f 

HONORING A LIFELONG COMMIT-
MENT TO LAW ENFORCEMENT 

HON. ROY BLUNT 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
commend a law enforcement leader in South-
west Missouri. 

John T. Pierpont has always had law en-
forcement blood running through his veins. 
John’s personal experience with law enforce-
ment began early in life; his father was Sheriff 
of Greene County. During the last two dec-
ades of the 20th century, the Sheriff of Greene 
County in Missouri was again a Pierpont, this 
time John. 

John Pierpont started his law enforcement 
career as the U.S. Marshall for the 66 coun-
ties of western Missouri, a job he held for 
eight years. 

In 1981 voters choose him to be sheriff and 
they re-elected him four more times. During 
that period, the facilities for law enforcement in 
Greene County underwent major trans-
formation and the approach to fighting crime 
got a new more pro-active philosophy. John 
embraced public participation in crime preven-
tion and quickly had in place a county-wide 
series of ‘‘neighborhood watch’’ districts. The 
new sheriff also stepped up regular patrols to 
curb burglaries, thefts and vandalism. He 
made citizens partners with sheriff’s office in 
the fight against criminal activity. 

Perhaps the most startling change guided 
by Sheriff Pierpont was in the Greene County 
jail. The old jail, built more than 40 years ago, 
housed a hundred inmates in 1981. Pierpont 
pushed for more facilities and new technology. 
The last of three major modernizations and 
additions were underway at the time of his re-
tirement. The new jail will house five hundred 
inmates in the most secure environment avail-
able. 

John’s leadership has also won him praise 
among his peers. He was elected President of 
both the Missouri Sheriff’s Association and the 
National Sheriff’s Association. 

John has been an active leader at home, in 
our state and for the nation. You would find 
him in the field working on major crimes, di-
recting manhunts and making sure that inves-
tigators had the tools to be thorough and pro-
fessional. It’s been evident during his time in 
office that John Pierpont has enjoyed being 
the Sheriff of Greene County. It is equally evi-
dent that John’s leadership has provided the 
citizens of this county a higher level of safety, 
law enforcement competence and protection 
for the lives and property of the people he has 
served during his 20 years as sheriff. 

I know that my colleagues from Missouri join 
me in thanking John Pierpont for his years of 
making our state a safer place to live and 
wishing him well as he leaves the Greene 
County Sheriff’s office and opens a new chap-
ter in his life. 
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IN MEMORY OF JUDGE EARL B. 

GILLIAM 

HON. BOB FILNER 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I wish today to 
say a few words in the memory of one of the 
outstanding jurists of our nation who passed 
away on January 28, 2001, after a long ill-
ness. The Honorable Earl B. Gilliam served on 
the United States District Court for the South-
ern District of California, which includes the 
50th Congressional District that I represent. 

Judge Gilliam was born on August 17, 1931, 
in Clovis, New Mexico, and spent his early 
years in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. As a boy, 
he moved to San Diego, California with his 
family where he attended local primary and 
secondary schools before graduating from San 
Diego High School and later San Diego State 
University, with a business degree, in 1953. 

Judge Gilliam’s many years of distinguished 
service to the legal community began in 1957 
when, having just graduated from Hastings 
College of Law, he was admitted to the Cali-
fornia Bar and appointed Deputy District Attor-
ney for the County of San Diego. In 1961, he 
started his own general practice, and two 
years later Judge Gilliam was appointed to the 
Municipal Court, becoming the first African- 
American to sit on the San Diego bench. In 
1971, Judge Gilliam became the Presiding 
Judge of the Municipal Court, and in 1975 he 
was elevated to the Superior Court by Cali-
fornia Governor Jerry Brown. Five years later, 
President Jimmy Carter appointed him to 
serve on the United States District Court for 
the Southern District of California. 

In his long and distinguished career, Judge 
Gilliam presided over numerous noteworthy 
trials of regional and national importance. 
Whether these cases dealt with drug traf-
ficking, fraud, tax evasion, bribery or civil mat-
ters, Judge Gilliam’s fair and professional ap-
proach to the law laid the foundation for his 
solid reputation both within and outside the 
legal community. 

In 1969, Western State School of Law in 
San Diego (presently known as Thomas Jef-
ferson School of Law) recruited Judge Gilliam 
as an adjunct professor. With a background in 
business administration, economics, civil and 
criminal law, and trial practice, Judge Gilliam 
proved to be an inspirational and devoted in-
structor for the Contracts, Torts, Criminal Law, 
Trusts, Community Property and Trial Practice 
courses. 

In civic activities, Judge Gilliam actively pro-
moted the value of education for youth, for 
women, and for his fellow lawyers. He gener-
ously gave time and effort to his community in 
countless ways. He served on the boards of 
numerous civic, professional and charitable or-
ganizations, including the YMCA, the Urban 
League, the Salvation Army, Western State 
University and the University of California at 
San Diego. 

The community in turn, has repeatedly ac-
knowledged his contributions. He was named 
Young Man of the Year by the San Diego Jun-
ior Chamber of Commerce in 1965 and Gold-
en Man of the Year in 1981. In 1982 he was 

honored twice—he was the recipient of the 
prestigious Trial Judge of the Year award by 
the San Diego Trial Lawyer’s Association and 
San Diego’s African American Lawyer’s Orga-
nization honored him by changing its name to 
the Earl B. Gilliam Bar Association. Judge 
Gilliam was named Legal Professional of the 
Year in 1994 by the City Club and Chamber 
of Commerce and in 1995 he earned the 
Sharp Hospital Foundation’s Eagle Spirit 
Award and the NAACP’s Civil Rights Pioneer 
Award. 

Mr. Speaker, we have lost not only one of 
our nation’s great legal minds but a true friend 
who contributed so much to so many. He will 
be truly missed. 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF MIFEPRISTONE 

HON. MICHAEL E. CAPUANO 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today as 
a pro-choice member of Congress who sup-
ports the recent FDA approved use of 
mifepristone, and I strongly oppose any efforts 
that would undermine the availability of 
mifepristone, also known as RU–486, to 
women who are seeking a safe method to ter-
minate a pregnancy. 

I recognize that there is misinformation out 
there on the use and access of this drug. But, 
the truth is mifepristone pills must be pre-
scribed by a doctor, and the treatment is done 
under strict supervision of a medical profes-
sional. The first dose is taken at the doctor’s 
office, and the second dose is taken 48 hours 
later. There are some doctors that allow 
women to take the second dose at home, but 
others require a clinic visit. It is also important 
to note that a woman can only take 
mifepristone up to 49 or 63 days from the date 
of her last menstrual period. This restriction is 
well within the laws of aborting a fetus in the 
first trimester. 

Mifepristone has been laboriously studied 
and tested by FDA for 8 years. Nearly 10,000 
American women have used this drug safely 
and effectively in clinical trials. Furthermore, 
Europeans have been using this drug for over 
12 years. 

Women in this country should have a choice 
to make decisions about their own fate. Abor-
tion is legal, and women should be entitled to 
all medically proven safe options available, in-
cluding mifepristone. Furthermore, I believe 
that women should be able to choose a less 
invasive procedure such as mifepristone rather 
than a surgical abortion. 

Attempts to restrict a woman’s access to 
this drug are not done to protect her safety, 
but rather to influence her choice. By allowing 
mifepristone to be prescribed by her own doc-
tor, a woman can preserve her anonymity and 
be comfortable with her choice. 

I have advocated for the approval of RU– 
486 for several years, in my past and current 
position. I truly believe that all women should 
have the right to make their own choices, and 
I hope that they will not be denied any safe 
and proven methods to make those decisions. 

INTRODUCTION OF THE FEDERAL 
ELECTION STANDARDS ACT OF 
2001 

HON. WILLIAM D. DELAHUNT 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 
to join today with my colleague from South 
Carolina, Mr. GRAHAM, in introducing the Fed-
eral Election Standards Act of 2001. 

Now that the dust has settled over the presi-
dential election of 2000, I hope we will treat 
our recent experience as an opportunity to 
adopt long overdue reforms in the way we run 
our Federal elections. I hope we will enlist our 
best minds in the effort to develop better sys-
tems and procedures that will restore public 
confidence in the accuracy and integrity of the 
electoral process. And I hope we will provide 
State and local election officials with the 
wherewithal to take advantage of these im-
provements. 

The Act seeks to advance these goals by 
establishing a bipartisan commission to study 
the accuracy, integrity, and efficiency of Fed-
eral election procedures and develop stand-
ards of best practice for the conduct of Fed-
eral elections. It further authorizes grants and 
technical assistance to States which wish to 
adopt measures consistent with the standards. 

Title I of the Act establishes the National 
Advisory Commission of Federal Election 
Standards (the ‘‘Commission’’). Twelve of the 
24 voting members of the Commission are ap-
pointed by Congress; the other 12 by leading 
State and local government associations. The 
Attorney General and the Chairman of the 
Federal Election Commission serve ex-officio 
as non-voting members. 

In addition to ensuring a balance among 
Federal, State and local interests, the Act re-
quires that the members of the Commission 
include equal numbers of Republicans and 
Democrats, and that larger and smaller states 
from all geographic regions be fairly rep-
resented. 

The Commission will have three responsibil-
ities which it must discharge within one year of 
its appointment. First, it will examine and re-
port to the President, the Congress, and the 
State Secretaries of State regarding the accu-
racy, integrity, and efficiency of Federal elec-
tion procedures in the several States. 

Second, the Commission will develop a set 
of standards for the conduct of Federal elec-
tions and make recommendations with respect 
to the periodic review and updating of the 
standards. Among the issues to be addressed 
by the standards are (1) procedures for voter 
registration and maintenance of lists of reg-
istered voters; (2) ballot design, voting equip-
ment, the methods employed in counting [and 
recounting] votes, and the procedures for chal-
lenging the results; (3) factors that affect ac-
cess to and the efficient and orderly operation 
of polling places, including hours of voting 
(which may include standards for a uniform 
national poll closing time for presidential elec-
tions); number and accessibility of polling sta-
tions; training of poll workers; methods of re-
ducing delay; and steps to ensure that all vot-
ers who report to the polls have an opportunity 
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to cast their vote; and (4) procedures for mail- 
in and absentee voting (including deadlines for 
receipt of mail-in and absentee ballots). 

Third, the Commission will make additional 
recommendations to Congress in regard to 
certain procedural aspects of Federal elections 
that are governed by Federal law (and would 
therefore require Congressional action to 
alter), such as whether Federal law should be 
amended to authorize Federal elections to be 
conducted (1) on dates other than those pre-
scribed by current Federal law so as to permit 
weekend elections, voting on multiple days, or 
expanded early voting options; or (2) by 
means of the Internet. 

Title II of the Act authorizes the FEC to pro-
vide matching grants and technical assistance 
to the States to improve the accuracy, integ-
rity, and efficiency of Federal election proce-
dures. The Federal share may not exceed 75 
percent of the total costs of the program, 
project, or activity, although the FEC may 
waive this requirement in whole or in part 
where appropriate. 

Grants may be used for programs, projects, 
and other activities whose purpose is to bring 
the conduct of Federal elections into con-
formity with the standards for Federal elec-
tions developed by the National Advisory 
Commission. Specifically, grants may be used 
to (1) hire employees or consultants to design 
and implement systems and procedures that 
meet the standards; (2) procure equipment, 
technology, and administrative and managerial 
support systems that meet the standards; (3) 
provide training or retraining to election offi-
cials, employees and volunteers in the proper 
use and maintenance of new systems and 
procedures that meet the standards; (4) en-
hance public confidence and participation in 
the electoral process by increasing awareness 
of new systems and procedures that meet the 
standards; and (5) evaluate the effectiveness 
of new systems and procedures put in place 
through Federal assistance under the Act. 

The Act would not mandate changes in 
State practices, nor would it federalize election 
procedures. Rather, it would encourage State 
election officials to upgrade and modernize 
their election systems by establishing bench-
marks for the conduct of Federal elections and 
providing the States with the resources need-
ed to meet them. In so doing, the Act gives 
maximum latitude to the states and localities 
in assessing their own needs and determining 
which solutions are most appropriate for their 
circumstances. 

Recent announcements of collaborative ven-
tures among academic researchers and tech-
nology companies have fueled expectations of 
a technological ‘‘fix’’ to our nation’s election 
problems. Such initiatives as the one launched 
this past December by the Massachusetts In-
stitute of Technology and Caltech are a very 
promising development, and ought to be en-
couraged. 

On the other hand, we must resist the temp-
tation to look for attractively simple—and sim-
plistic—solutions. The latest hi-tech equipment 
will be expensive, and the best technology in 
the world will make little difference if voters 
and election workers don’t know how to use it. 
Thus, while some jurisdictions may choose to 
acquire new technologies, others may feel 
their resources would be better spent on voter 
education and training of election workers. 

I am hopeful that the Congress will take 
prompt action on this legislation, so that the 
most advanced nation on earth will have an 
electoral system that is second to none. 

FEDERAL ELECTION STANDARDS ACT OF 2001 
The Act establishes a bipartisan commis-

sion to study the accuracy, integrity, and ef-
ficiency of Federal election procedures and 
develop standards of best practice for the 
conduct of Federal elections. It further au-
thorizes grants and technical assistance to 
States which wish to adopt measures con-
sistent with the standards. 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMISSION ON FEDERAL 
ELECTION STANDARDS 

Title I of the Act establishes the National 
Advisory Commission on Federal Election 
Standards (the ‘‘Commission’’). Twelve of 
the 24 voting members of the Commission 
are appointed by Congress; the other 12 by 
State and local government associations. 
The Attorney General and the Chairman of 
the Federal Election Commission (the 
‘‘FEC’’), or their representatives, serve ex- 
officio as non-voting members of the Com-
mission. 

In addition to ensuring a balance among 
Federal, State and local interests, the Act 
requires that the members of the Commis-
sion include equal numbers of Republicans 
and Democrats, and that larger and smaller 
states from all geographic regions be fairly 
represented. 

The Commission will have three respon-
sibilities which it must discharge within one 
year of its appointment. First, it will exam-
ine and report to the President, the Con-
gress, and the State Secretaries of State re-
garding the accuracy, integrity, and effi-
ciency of Federal election procedures in the 
several States. 

Second, the Commission will develop a set 
of standards for the conduct of Federal elec-
tions and make recommendations with re-
spect to the periodic review and updating of 
the standards. Among the issues to be ad-
dressed by the standards are (1) procedures 
for voter registration and maintenance of 
lists of registered voters; (2) ballot design, 
voting equipment, the methods employed in 
counting [and recounting] votes, and the pro-
cedures for challenging the results; (3) fac-
tors that affect access to and the efficient 
and orderly operation of polling places, in-
cluding hours of voting (which may include 
standards for a uniform national poll closing 
time for presidential elections); number and 
accessibility of polling stations; training of 
poll workers; methods of reducing delay; and 
steps to ensure that all voters who report to 
the polls have an opportunity to cast their 
vote; and (4) procedures for mail-in and ab-
sentee voting (including deadlines for receipt 
of mail-in and absentee ballots). 

Third, the Commission will make addi-
tional recommendations to Congress in re-
gard to certain procedural aspects of Federal 
elections that are governed by Federal law 
(and would therefore require Congressional 
action to alter), such as whether Federal law 
should be amended to authorize Federal elec-
tions to be conducted (1) on dates other than 
those prescribed by current Federal law so as 
to permit weekend elections, voting on mul-
tiple days, or expanded early voting options; 
or (2) by means of the Internet. 

FEDERAL ELECTION STANDARDS 
IMPLEMENTATION GRANTS 

Title II of the Act authorizes the FEC to 
provide matching grants and technical as-
sistance to the States to improve the accu-
racy, integrity, and efficiency of Federal 

election procedures. The Federal share may 
not exceed 75 percent of the total costs of the 
program, project, or activity, although the 
FEC may waive this requirement in whole or 
in part where appropriate. 

Grants may be used for programs, projects 
and other activities whose purpose is to 
bring the conduct of Federal elections into 
conformity with the standards for Federal 
elections developed by the National Advisory 
Commission. Specifically, grants may be 
used to (1) hire employees or consultants to 
design and implement systems and proce-
dures that meet the standards; (2) procure 
equipment, technology, and administrative 
and managerial support systems that meet 
the standards; (3) provide training or retrain-
ing to election officials, employees and vol-
unteers in the proper use and maintenance of 
new systems and procedures that meet the 
standards; (4) enhance public confidence and 
participation in the electoral process by in-
creasing awareness of new systems and pro-
cedures that meet the standards; and (5) 
evaluate the effectiveness of new systems 
and procedures put in place through Federal 
assistance under the Act. 

f 

CONGRATULATING GENE BESS, 
COACH OF THREE RIVERS COM-
MUNITY COLLEGE MEN’S BAS-
KETBALL, ON HIS 880TH WIN AND 
FOR BEING THE WINNINGEST 
COACH IN JUNIOR COLLEGE BAS-
KETBALL 

HON. JO ANN EMERSON 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mrs. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, Vince 
Lombardi once said, ‘‘Leadership rests not 
only upon ability, not only upon capacity; hav-
ing the capacity to lead is not enough. The 
leader must be willing to use it. His leadership 
is then based on truth and character. There 
must be truth in the purpose and will power in 
the character.’’ 

While Vince Lombardi coached football, the 
same thoughts regarding his life and leader-
ship can be applied to Coach Gene Bess of 
Three Rivers Community College. As a coach 
for Three Rivers, Gene has had amazing ca-
reer that has spanned three decades. During 
that time, he has proven that a true leader 
leads not simply with words, but through ex-
ample. Without a doubt, Gene Bess has lived 
his life—on and off the court—as an example 
of what many of us strive to achieve in life. 

Now, Gene stands on the threshold of a re-
markable accomplishment. This month, Gene 
will set a record that only few in coaching 
have reached when he secures his 880th win 
as the coach of the Three Rivers Community 
College Men’s Basketball Team. No longer will 
he be exactly like the 212 other coaches in 
the National JC Athletic Association Division I. 
Sure, like those coaches and the others who 
influence the lives of their players day in and 
day out, he will place a whistle around his 
neck, don a pair of athletic shoes, and stand 
on the sidelines coaching and cheering his 
players on to victory. But unlike those coach-
es, his hard work, determination, and dedica-
tion to being a positive influence in the lives of 
his players, has placed him in a special class 
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that is set aside for coaches like John Wood-
en, Mike Krzyzewski, Dean Smith and 
Mizzou’s own Norm Stewart. 

The leadership and dedication that Gene 
Bess demonstrates on the court does not end 
at the final buzzer. Instead, it translates into 
his personal and public life. He has been mar-
ried for nearly 40 years and is a deacon at 
First Baptist Church of Poplar Bluff where he 
has attended Sunday Service in service to 
God for 30 years. He still lives on his same 
street—Sunset Avenue—that he has jogged 
nearly every morning for more than two dec-
ades. And most of all, he has an unwavering 
code that he lives by which reflects his com-
mon sense, nose to the grindstone attitude. As 
Tony Jimenez noted in the Juco Report, ‘‘Bas-
ketball is not number one in his life, in or out 
of the season, he puts faith first, family sec-
ond, and the game third. ’’ 

In a society where it oftentimes seems so 
difficult to find heroes, I am honored and privi-
leged to have a man who exemplified the 
character of a leader, right here in our own 
community. Gene Bess is that type of a man. 
He is a man of purpose who has a way of un-
derstanding that people, when working to-
gether—on the court, in their church or in their 
community—can have a positive and memo-
rable impact on the lives of each and every-
one they meet throughout the journey of life. 

As the same article by Tony Jimenez men-
tions, Gene Bess has a reputation for winning 
that is build on a foundation of leadership, 
truth, and respect for all those who work with 
him. Jimenez stated, ‘‘What has bode well for 
Bess’ reputation is his unwillingness to bend 
to give certain issues when it comes to his 
team and the players. He doesn’t swear. He 
doesn’t just talk about an open door policy, 
the players know that his door is always open. 
He treats his players with the respect all 
coaches talk about, but not all of them follow 
through on. He carries himself with the aura of 
a major college coach, but he is just as a ac-
cessible, honest and down to earth as, well, a 
juco coach in a small town in Missouri.’’ 

It’s often been said that success is not 
measured by great wealth or material treas-
ures. Instead, success is measured on the 
person you are, the life you live, and how your 
life influences the lives of others. If that is true, 
and I believe that it is, then we are all richer 
for knowing Gene Bess. Mr. Speaker, on this 

very special occasion, I ask that all of my col-
leagues join me in congratulating Coach Bess 
and the Three Rivers Raiders on this mile-
stone and wish them every happiness for the 
future. Thank you. 

f 

PROVIDING GRANTS FOR 100,000 
RESOURCE-BASED STAFF 

HON. PATSY T. MINK 
OF HAWAII 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 6, 2001 

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker, today I 
rise to re-introduce a bill that provides 100,000 
Resource-Based Staff for our public schools to 
help students cope with the stress and anxi-
eties of adolescence. This bill is similar to HR 
2982, which I introduced in the 106th Con-
gress. 

None of us will ever forget the tragedy at 
Columbine High School in Littleton, Colorado, 
where two student gunmen killed 12 class-
mates and a teacher before taking their own 
lives. Why did this happen? What could make 
children from a seemingly typical upbringing 
turn so violent? And what can we do to ensure 
that our children will be safe at school? 

I don’t know if we will ever find all of the an-
swers. I believe that ultimately, we must look 
to our culture and within our own families to 
find some of the answers. Congress owes it to 
our children to work on policies that can bring 
about change. 

First, we must look to substantive preventa-
tive measures. Security guards, metal detec-
tors, and expelling violent students all have 
their place in addressing this problem. But 
they do nothing to prevent tragedies from oc-
curring. 

Ultimately, we must work with children to 
ensure they can handle their anger and emo-
tions without resorting to violence. Many of our 
children enter school with emotional, physical, 
and interpersonal barriers to learning. We 
need more school counselors in our schools, 
not only to help identify these troubled youths, 
but to work on developmental skill building. 

Surgeon General Dr. David Satcher has 
said that appropriate interventions made dur-
ing or prior to adolescence can direct young 
people away from violence toward healthy and 

constructive lives. The window of opportunity 
for effective interventions opens early and 
rarely, if ever, closes. Thus, prevention is the 
best guard against youth violence. 

We have no real infrastructure of support for 
our kids when it comes to mental health serv-
ices in our schools. The most recent statistics 
indicate that there are 90,000 guidance coun-
selors for approximately 41.4 million students 
in our public schools. That translates to 1 
counselor for every 513 students. In Hawaii, 
we have only 1 counselor for every 525 stu-
dents. In California, there is only 1 counselor 
for more than 1,000 students. That is simply 
not enough. 

With current counselors responsible for such 
large numbers of students, they are unable to 
address the students’ personal needs. Instead, 
their role is more often administrative, sched-
uling, and job and college counseling. The 
child is forfeited for different goals. 

My bill will put 100,000 new resource staff 
in our schools to focus on the mental health 
needs of students. This will make it easier for 
children to get the attention they need. 

This resource staff will be hired to address 
the personal, family, peer level, emotional, and 
developmental needs of students, enabling 
them to detect early warning signs of troubled 
youth. They will improve student interaction 
and school safety. In a nutshell, they can help 
save children’s lives. 

The resource staff can also consult with 
teachers and parents about student learning, 
behavior, and emotional problems. They can 
develop and implement prevention programs 
and deal with substance abuse. They can set 
up peer mediation, and they can enhance 
problem solving in schools. Resource staff will 
provide important support services to students, 
and to parents and teachers on behalf of the 
students. 

This legislation should be the cornerstone of 
a much larger proposal. We must address the 
media’s impact on violence and the easy ac-
cessibility of guns. We must strengthen our 
programs for families and early childhood de-
velopment, and we must develop character 
education programs. 

If we really are serious about addressing 
school violence, we must address prevention. 

I urge my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion. 
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