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TRIBUTE TO FOWLER SCHOOL
DISTRICT NO. 45

HON. ED PASTOR

OF ARIZONA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, October 31, 1995

Mr. PASTOR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
pay tribute to the Fowler School District No.
45 in Phoenix, AZ, on the occasion of its
100th anniversary.

The year was 1895, Grover Cleveland was
President of the United States and Arizona
was a territory. Phoenix was a ranching and
farming community with a population of about
4,500. On the west side of the Valley, F.M.
Fowler established a home, butcher shop, and
freighting business in the 1880s. The Fowler
family donated land to build a new, brick
school building on the present-day corner of
67th Avenue and Van Buren Street in Phoenix
after the old wood-frame building burned.
Phoenix School District No. 45 was renamed
and will always be known as the Fowler
School District.

By today’s standards, the school’s beginning
was modest. But for its time, the Fowler
School was considered to be the best country-
side school in Arizona Territory. On Friday,
November 1, 1895, the Phoenix Daily Herald
reported on “An Elegant School House”. The
article stated:

The main class room of the school house is
30 x 50 feet inside with ceiling 14 feet high. It
is well lighted on all sides and the ventila-
tion is perfect. The main entrance to the
building is approached by a flight of stone
steps and is 6% feet wide with an arch over-
head. Inside is a short hall with cloak and
hat rooms at either ends one of the lads and
other for the lasses. Over the left cloak room
which has an elegant bay window is the bell
tower surmounted with a flag pole from
which the stars and stripes will float on
every school day. The building is surrounded
by play grounds of four acres donated to the
district by the Fowler brothers.

There are about forty-six scholars in the
district who will be welcomed to the new
school house about the 20th of the month.

Fowler family members served on the
school’s trustee board into the 20th Century.
In 1916, the Fowler Women’s Club organized.
Beginning in 1933, the club sponsored free
meals for children during the depression era.
The Fowler PTA began in 1926 and continues
today without interruption.

The school district purchased 3%4 acres of
land in 1929. A new schoolhouse was con-
structed with six classrooms, four small rooms,
an auditorium, a basement for heating facilities
which also provided a place for teachers to re-
treat and smoke that forbidden cigarette. As
Phoenix grew, so did the Fowler School Dis-
trict.

In 1942, new classrooms, a kitchen, and
dining hall were added to the grounds. A bus
barn and new classrooms were built after
World War Il. The 1950s and 1960s were dec-
ades of tremendous growth for the historic
school district. New laboratories, eight new
classrooms, administrative offices, a school
nurse and teachers lounge were constructed
on this bulging campus. Portable buildings
were added in the 1970s to meet the students’
needs until 1983.

Sunridge School was built in 1983 to house
the kindergarten, first, second, and third
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grades while new classrooms and laboratories
were added at the old Fowler school site. By
1987, the old main building was declared un-
safe and was torn down. A new building with
a kitchen/cafetorium and five new classrooms
were built in its stead. Ever expanding, the
Fowler School District opened Santa Maria
Middle School for sixth, seventh, and eighth
grade students in 1994.

A school that opened with 46 students in
1895 educates 1350 students in 1995. This
1895 modern, one-room school house on four
acres of desert land grew to 29 classrooms,
auditoriums, laboratories, and new schools on
20 acres of land. The Fowler School District
has produced many local community members
whose entire lives center around it.

| am proud of the continuing success of the
Fowler School District and salute them on the
100th anniversary. | hope that my colleagues
will join with me today in wishing them and the
people of the Fowler School District the best
of anniversaries.

TRIBUTE TO MARION WINSTEAD
HON. MIKE WARD

OF KENTUCKY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, October 31, 1995

Mr. WARD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor Marion Winstead and to commemorate
the establishment of Marion Winstead Drive,
dedicated on October 17, 1995 at Riverport in
my district of Louisville, KY.

In February of 1945, Marion Winstead be-
came a member of the Teamsters, Local 89
and, in April of 1952, he became an assistant
business agent of that same chapter. In De-
cember of 1955, Mr. Winstead was elected
secretary and treasurer of the Teamsters,
Local 89 and in 1976, he was elected presi-
dent of this chapter.

Marion Winstead's election as president of
the Teamsters, Local 89 was only the begin-
ning of his service to Louisville. In 1976, Mr.
Winstead was appointed by then Kentucky
Governor Julian Carroll to the governor's Eco-
nomic Development Commission and one year
later, he was appointed to the Governor's
Commission on Products and Liability. Marion
Winstead also served on the Louisville and
Jefferson County Tourist and Convention
Commission, the Kentucky Labor Management
Advisory Council, the commission’s of correc-
tions and community services, the Governor's
Task Force on Workman’s Compensation, the
Kentucky Job Training Coordinating Council,
the Kentucky Port and River Development
Commission, and, in 1995, he was appointed
to the Enterprise Zone Authority of Kentucky.

Mr. Speaker, this new street marks another
chapter in the growth and job creation which
have made Riverport such a success story for
our community. Marion Winstead, as chairman
of the board of the Louisville/Jefferson County
Riverport Authority, led the authority during
tough times. Fortunately, he had the steadfast-
ness and determination to see this industrial
park through its rougher days. Today, we see
the results of all of the hard work done over
so many years. Our community is benefiting
from the jobs and prosperity created by this
thriving industrial park. Mr. Speaker, it is most
appropriate that future employees and visitors
who come to Riverport will drive on Marion
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Winstead Drive, for it is Marion Winstead, per-
haps more than any other individual, who has
made Riverport what it is today.

IN SUPPORT OF RELOCATING THE
U.S. EMBASSY TO JERUSALEM

HON. MICHAEL F. DOYLE

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, October 31, 1995

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
strong support of the action taken by the
House last week in support of moving the
United States embassy in Israel from its cur-
rent location in Tel Aviv to its rightful place in
Jerusalem. As a cosponsor of the original
House bill on this matter, | am pleased that we
are able to move forward with this legislation
in such a timely manner.

Situating the United States’ embassy in the
Israeli capital is a long overdue acknowledge-
ment that a unified Jerusalem represents the
vitality of the nation of Israel. Jerusalem has
been under the administration of the Israeli
Government for over 25 years, and by moving
our embassy we will add to the stability of this
situation.

Another reason | endorse this action is sim-
ple diplomatic protocol. Of all our hundreds of
embassies throughout the world, from Albania
to Zimbabwe, this is the only instance where
the United States has not located its embassy
in the host nation’s capital. Certainly Israel,
which is one of our closest allies in the world,
deserves the respect that would accompany
having our official diplomatic representation in
their capital city.

Furthermore, the relocation of the U.S. em-
bassy is consistent with the our Nation's sup-
port for the ongoing peace process in the Mid-
dle East. | am a strong supporter of this proc-
ess and am sensitive to any possible adverse
impact that this or any other related action
would have on that process. | am satisfied that
the transfer of our embassy will not have any
negative consequences in that regard.

In conclusion, | am proud to be a supporter
of efforts such as this, which are based on
sound public policy goals and are accom-
plished in a bipartisan manner.

OCTOBER—DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
AWARENESS MONTH

HON. SAM GEJDENSON

OF CONNECTICUT
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, October 31, 1995

Mr. GEJDENSON. Mr. Speaker, October is
Domestic Violence Awareness Month and |
rise today to observe this occasion. By now,
almost everyone has heard the staggering sta-
tistics—6 million women are beaten each year
by their husbands or boyfriends and 4,000
women die as a result, every 15 seconds a
women is beaten by her husband or boyfriend,
20 percent of women who visit emergency
rooms have injuries caused by their husbands
or boyfriends, 28 percent of violence against
women is committed by the victim’s intimate,
and 1 in 4 women in America will be assaulted
by a domestic partner in her lifetime.

Unfortunately, while Congress has made
some progress with passage of the Violence
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Against Women'’s Act [VAWA] last year, fund-
ing for the important programs created by
VAWA has lagged. Earlier this year, the
House approved the Commerce, State, Justice
appropriations bill which provided $124.5 mil-
lion for VAWA programs. This figure is $50
million more than originally recommended by
the House Appropriations Committee, how-
ever, it is still $50 million less than the amount
authorized by VAWA. This is appalling.

Last year, Congress appropriated $10 billion
to help the survivors of the Los Angeles earth-
quake. In 1991, we sent $900 million in aid for
victims of Hurricane Bob. After the Los Ange-
les riots in 1992, the Federal Government con-
tributed to the cleanup efforts. In the same
year, Congress provided assistance for many
victims of Hurricane Andrew. Spending this
money was necessary and | supported it. But
just as we assist victims of periodic natural
disasters, we must also help the victims of the
on-going tragedies which occur in our back-
yards everyday—survivors of domestic vio-
lence.

Domestic Violence Awareness Month is an
opportunity to inform the public about this dev-
astating crime. But more needs to be done.
We, in Congress, have an obligation to ensure
the safety of all women in this country and |
will continue to work toward this goal.

DR. FRANK P. WRIGHT RESIGNS

HON. ANDREW JACOBS, JR.

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, October 31, 1995

Mr. JACOBS. Mr. Speaker, the following
editorial published in the Indianapolis News
this past weekend, does not overstate the ac-
complishments and the goodness of Dr. Frank
P. Lloyd. It would be impossible to say too
much good about this magnificent man.

[From the Indianapolis News, Oct. 28, 1995]

A ONE-IN-A-MILLION LEADER

Too often, the work of a soft-spoken leader
goes without due recognition. Such is the
case with Dr. Frank P. Lloyd, who resigned
last week from the White River State Park
Development Commission.

Lloyd has served tirelessly on that body
since 1979, when it began its work to create
an urban park for the people of Indianapolis.
His work for the commission, however, is
just one of many of his efforts to better this
city.

Upon hearing of Lloyd’s resignation, U.S.
Rep. Andy Jacobs Jr. called him a *“civil
saint’” and one of “‘God’s noblemen.”’

A summary of a few of his accomplish-
ments explains that description.

Lloyd, who will turn 76 this month, re-
ceived his medical degree from Howard Uni-
versity in 1946 and built a career as an obste-
trician. Along the way, he also became in-
volved in many community projects.

In 1968, Lloyd got the idea to give Indian-
apolis its first radio station with a goal to
serve the black community. He and 11 Demo-
crats put their money together and bought a
license and began to broadcast on WTLC-FM.

Lloyd also was the chairman of Midwest
National Bank, where he put high priority
on opening up lending opportunities for mi-
norities.

In a 1993 interview with News reporter
Marion Garmel, he said: ““What | believe as a
black male is that if you’re going to try to
do something in a community at all, you
need three things: access to media, access to
money and access to the political world.”
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He has been successful at all three.

Lloyd has served on the boards of many or-
ganizations, including Indiana Bell Tele-
phone, Ameritech, the Christian Theological
Seminary, Community Leaders Allied for
Superior Schools and the Indiana Advisory
Board of the U.S. Commission on Civil
Rights.

He was president of the Metropolitan Plan-
ning Commission in the 1970s and was chair-
man of the prestigious American Planning
Association, which develops urban policy.

Lloyd also has recognized women deserving
of leadership positions. During his stint at
Methodist Hospital, from which he retired as
president and chief executive officer, Lloyd
promoted two women to senior management
positions, something that had not been done
before.

He also has mustered support for health
programs for women and children. When Sen.
Richard Lugar was in Indianapolis a few
weeks ago, he praised Lloyd during a lunch-
eon speech, crediting him for his work.

“l remember Dr. Frank Lloyd, when | was
mayor, said that the best index of the civili-
zation of this city is the infant mortality
rate. It tells you very rapidly the sense of
concern that people have for each other in a
community sense,” said Sen. Lugar.

Lloyd clearly has a strong sense of concern
for the people of Indianapolis. His accom-
plishments—there have been for to many to
list here—bear that out.

Although he would not seek out recogni-
tion for his good deeds, we choose to ac-
knowledge them here, as well as offer a
heartfelt thank-you on behalf of the entire
community.

ABUSE OF PROCESS ON OMNIBUS
RECONCILIATION BILL

HON. LEE H. HAMILTON

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, October 31, 1995

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, | am deeply
concerned about the process the House fol-
lowed in considering the omnibus reconcili-
ation bill. Those concerns are outlined in my
statement before the Committee on Rules on
this bill.

| believe that his process represents an un-
precedented attack on this institution. | hope
my colleagues will keep in mind the concerns
outlined in my statement as the House and
Senate meet to conference this bill.

H.R. 2517, THE OMNIBUS RECONCILIATION BILL

Mr. Chairman, Mr. Moakley, and other
members of the Committee on Rules, | appre-
ciate the opportunity to appear before you
on H.R. 2517, the omnibus reconciliation
package.

I am here today because | am troubled by
the pattern of abuse of the legislative proc-
ess that has been developing during this Con-
gress. This bill exemplifies that abuse.

Now | know that reconciliation bills under
Democratic majorities were not pure. Prob-
lems with the process have been growing
over the years, given that the original rec-
onciliation bill dealt with $8 billion, and
today we cannot even estimate the total
sums both “‘reconciled” and authorized in
this package.

This reconciliation bill enters a new uni-
verse in its breadth, the sheer number and
complexity of proposals, and the extent to
which committees of jurisdiction—and thus,
all Members of the minority—were shut out
of developing this package.

The reconciliation package contains three
large items and several smaller provisions
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that fall within the jurisdiction of the Inter-
national Relations Committee.

First, H.R. 2517 contains a major legisla-
tive proposal dramatically changing the con-
figuration of the Commerce Department.
The Committee has jurisdiction over inter-
national trade issues, so the dismantlement
of the Commerce Department causes great
concern. The Committee never considered
the measure.

Second, the bill ““deems’” enacted the en-
tire foreign affairs agencies’ reorganization
bill. Action has not yet been completed in
the Senate.

Third, the bill contains the text of H.R.
927, the Cuban Liberty and Democratic Soli-
darity Act, approved by the House last
month. This bill was altered substantially by
the Senate, and should be scheduled for con-
ference.

The purpose of a reconciliation bill is to
bring direct spending in line with the targets
set by the budget resolution. Among the
many problems with this bill, these items in
the jurisdiction of the International Rela-
tions Committee have nothing to do with
budget reconciliation. These items will cost
money.

Quite simply, this is the wrong way for the
House to go about its business.

PROBLEMS WITH THE PROCESS

(1) This process places enormous power in
the Leadership, who will consult only with
those persons and groups they want to in-
clude.

The Committee is bypassed, an entire
House of the Congress is bypassed. All deci-
sionmaking about the issues occurs behind
closed doors in a group formed by the leaders
of the majority. Final decisions are made by
the Speaker. You have created a largely se-
cret system.

This is a system which reduces account-
ability. It is an entirely closed process. The
average American has no way of learning
which Members are involved, which special
interest groups are consulted or locked out,
and what positions Members have taken on a
proposal until it is too late and the House
has voted.

Many members of both parties with signifi-
cant expertise were simply not welcome to
contribute to the process.

(2) This process bypasses and undermines
the entire committee system.

When the Chairman decides to waive con-
sideration of bills that are central to the
committee’s jurisdiction, most Members—in-
cluding all Members of the minority—are
shut out. The Commerce proposal in a case
in point. Our Committee had no role in de-
veloping that proposal. We held no hearings
on this proposal, there was no debate, we had
no markup, no amendments were permitted,
we did not vote. We defaulted on our respon-
sibilities.

The Committee is also stripped of its re-
sponsibilities when items that it has consid-
ered and moved through the House are in-
cluded in the reconciliation package. Moving
the Committee’s foreign affairs reorganiza-
tion bill or the Cuba bill through the rec-
onciliation bill removes the Committee from
meaningful participation in a conference. It
puts these major foreign policy bills into a
conference with a mix of 1000 other domestic
items. The substance of these bills will not
likely be discussed in a reconciliation con-
ference.

In the last Congress, Republicans and
Democrats working on congressional reform
talked about streamling, modernizing,
rationalizing, and enhancing the committee
system. Congressman Dreier and | worked
many long hours on these issues. But we did
not talk about what has come to be in the
Congress: bypassing committees on major
policy issues.
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