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According to the Tufts University Center 

on Hunger, Poverty and Nutrition Policy, 
evidence from recent research about child 
nutrition shows that, in addition to having a 
detrimental effect on the cognitive develop-
ment of children, undernutrition results in 
lost knowledge, brainpower, and produc-
tivity. 

Hunger and insecurity about whether a 
family will be able to obtain enough food to 
avoid hunger, also have an emotional impact 
on children and their parents. Anxiety, nega-
tive feelings about self-worth, and hostility 
toward the outside world can result from 
chronic hunger and food insecurity. 

The food stamp is designed to reach 
those families most in need and there 
is plenty of evidence that the children 
most at risk of hunger are in poor or 
low-income families. A 1996-study re-
ported about 6.1 million children under 
6 were living in poverty in 1994. An ad-
ditional 4.8 million young children 
lived near the poverty line, according 
to Columbia University’s National Cen-
ter for Children in Poverty. Sixty-two 
percent of poor children lived with at 
least one parent or relative who 
worked. Fewer than one-third of the 
children’s families relied exclusively 
on welfare. The poverty rate grew fast-
est among Hispanic children, rising 43 
percent since 1979, compared with a 38- 
percent rise among white children and 
19 percent among black children. 

Last year’s reform banned legal im-
migrant families with dependent chil-
dren from food stamp benefits. This 
amendment is about restoring critical 
food assistance to those children. We 
cannot say we are for children and then 
turn our backs on legal immigrant 
children. This amendment is reason-
able. It’s paid for and it makes immi-
nent sense.∑ 

f 

DECISION STRIKING DOWN PART 
OF BRADY LAW 

∑ Mr. KOHL. Mr. President, I rise to 
discuss today’s Brady law decision, in 
which a deeply divided Supreme Court 
put judicial activism over public safe-
ty. At a time when the United States 
leads the world in gun carnage, surely 
the Federal Government is entitled to 
enlist the aid of States to keep guns 
out of the hands of felons, illegal immi-
grants, and the criminally insane. Ask-
ing local police to conduct background 
checks—and nothing more—hardly 
amounts to a Federal power grab, as 
the majority has claimed. Instead, the 
majority’s opinion should make us fear 
what the Supreme Court could do next. 

Will the Court prohibit Congress 
from requiring States to report missing 
children? Will it bar Congress from re-
quiring states to get lead out of school 
drinking water? Will it stop Congress 
from requiring States to publicly dis-
close where hazardous waste is being 
stored? 

All of these requirements are now 
current law, and all of them are now in 
peril. 

We will have to consider these trou-
bling issues in the future. But as for 
today, this decision alone is hardly a 

fatal blow to the Brady law itself. 
Since its enactment, Brady background 
checks have stopped over 186,000 per-
sons from obtaining guns. And these 
Brady checks will continue for two rea-
sons. First, virtually all of the police 
officers we have spoken to say they 
will continue to do the Brady check 
voluntarily—even if they are not re-
quired to do so. The reason why is sim-
ple: they know these checks save lives. 
Second, the provision struck down by 
the Court only relates to the so-called 
interim Brady law. By the end of next 
year, Brady requires that a permanent 
instant check system be implemented. 
And that system, operated by Federal 
officials, will be immune from con-
stitutional challenge. 

Still, the Supreme Court’s misguided 
decision opens up the possibility that, 
before the instant check system be-
comes fully operational, a handful of 
rogue police officers will refuse to do 
background checks. As a result of such 
inaction, at least a few felons will com-
mit violent crimes with guns they 
never should have been able to obtain. 

For this reason, we are working with 
the President to draft legislation that 
will ensure 100 percent Brady compli-
ance—for example, by allowing gun 
dealers to obtain background checks 
from any police chief in their State, 
not just the chief in the jurisdiction 
where the buyer resides. Because the 
vast majority of police will continue to 
conduct Brady checks voluntarily, this 
approach will clearly preserve our no 
check, no sale policy. 

Mr. President, today’s Supreme 
Court ruling, while unfortunate, does 
not take away from how effective the 
Brady law has been or will be. But it is 
nevertheless a bad decision that will 
hurt us in our fight against crime. 
We’ll introduce bipartisan legislation 
to fix it, and I hope my colleagues will 
support our efforts.∑ 

f 

GARRETT RUSSELL 

∑ Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to recognize the achievements of 
a remarkable young man from the city 
of Midland, MI. Garrett Russell, an 8- 
year-old second grade student at 
Siebert Elementary School, collected 
more than 100 bicycles and $25,000 
worth of toys to give to victims of the 
flooding in Grand Forks, ND. 

When Garrett saw footage of the 
flooding he was immediately moved 
into action. He asked his classmates to 
help him provide toys to the thousands 
of the children in Grand Forks who 
were forced to leave their belongings 
behind as they fled from their homes. 
Word of Garrett’s ‘‘Kids Helping Kids’’ 
campaign spread quickly and caught 
the imagination of the generous people 
of the Tri-City area. Donations arrived 
daily, reaching a total of more than 
3,000 toys and 100 bicycles. 

Garrett, his sister Elise, and his par-
ents, Dean and Kathy Russell, loaded 
the toys into a truck and drove to 
Grand Forks to distribute them to the 

children there. Lutheran Social Serv-
ices of Grand Forks held a festival on 
Saturday, June 14, 1997, at which Gar-
rett gave away most of the toys to the 
1,200 children who attended. The fol-
lowing day, Garrett and his family 
gave the rest of the toys away as they 
visited the homes of families who had 
lost almost everything they owned. 

Garrett has received praise from 
many people since he began his cam-
paign to brighten the spirits of the 
children of Grand Forks, especially 
from his classmates and from the peo-
ple who benefited from his endeavors. 
The Midland Daily News quoted his 
friend, 7-year-old Anna Brown, who 
said, ‘‘I think it was generous of him 
because most kids don’t start a cam-
paign just because they see something 
on the news.’’ Grand Forks resident 
Judy Holweger, whose son, Joel, re-
ceived a bicycle at the festival, said, 
‘‘It really lifts these kids’ spirits. 
They’ve lost a lot.’’ Garrett’s school-
mate, Claire Liang, may have put it 
best when she said, ‘‘Not everyone has 
a big heart like Garrett.’’ 

We can all take inspiration from Gar-
rett Russell’s example of generosity 
and selflessness. I know my colleagues 
join me in commending Garrett for his 
outstanding accomplishments, and in 
wishing the people of Grand Forks, as 
well as all those affected by the flood-
ing this spring, a speedy and complete 
recovery.∑ 

f 

KIRSTEN FROHNMAYER 

∑ Mr. SMITH of Oregon. Mr. President, 
I rise today to pay tribute to the re-
markable life of Kirsten Frohnmayer. 
Kirsten, the daughter of University of 
Oregon president Dave Frohnmayer 
and his wife Lynn, died last week after 
a courageous battle with Fanconi ane-
mia, a rare genetic disease that also 
claimed the life of her sister, Katie. 

Kirsten lived much of her 24 years on 
Earth with the knowledge that she was 
battling a vicious disease. Yet she 
never gave up, and she never allowed 
herself to wallow in despair. Rather, as 
her family and friends have testified, 
she maintained an optimistic spirit 
that inspired countless men, women, 
and children. Kirsten also willingly 
volunteered to undergo experimental 
medical procedures, in hopes that oth-
ers with the same disease might benefit 
from what doctors learned through the 
procedure. 

Mr. President, the Eugene Register 
Guard recently published an eloquent 
tribute to Kirsten which contains her 
own inspiring words. I ask that this 
tribute be printed in the RECORD imme-
diately following my remarks. 

Mr. President, let me conclude by 
simply saying that the entire State of 
Oregon joins with me in extending our 
thoughts and prayers to the entire 
Frohnmayer family. 

The tribute follows: 
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[From the Eugene Register Guard, June 23, 

1997] 
KIRSTEN 

In her graduation speech at South Eugene 
High School six years ago this month, 
Kirsten Frohnmayer said: ‘‘My family jokes 
that by having this serious health problem, 
we provide an important community service. 
We remind people that things in their own 
lives may not be as bad as they seem.’’ 

That was no joke. Following the joys and 
sorrows of the Frohnmayer family has been 
a community activity here for more than 
two decades. Their lives are at least more in-
structive than soap operas. Kirsten’s own 
story, her cheerfully determined battle 
against a mysterious disease with a strange 
name and a lethal record, has been particu-
larly gripping. 

But not all stories have happy endings. 
This one is particularly sad because all of us 
were rooting so hard, hoping against hope. 
The community genuinely grieves with the 
Frohnmayers, as in some degree does the 
whole state. 

At 24, mentally and spiritually Kirsten had 
done more living than many people twice her 
age. She had an immense capacity for life. 
Partly because of her disease, she had a keen 
appreciation for each day’s possibilities. 

Her positive outlook calls to mind the 
obituary editorial famed Kansas editor Wil-
liam Allen White wrote 76 years ago after his 
own 16-year-old daughter was killed in a 
freak riding accident: ‘‘Her humor was a con-
tinual bubble of joy. . . . No angel was Mary 
White, but an easy girl to live with, for she 
never nursed a grouch five minutes in her 
life.’’ 

On the list of personal tragedies to which 
humankind is vulnerable, the death of a 
child must rank at the top. It does not mat-
ter whether the child is struck by a limb 
while riding her horse or is worn down over 
many years and finally defeated by a vicious 
disease; the loss is tremendously hard to 
bear. 

Hearts go out to David and Lynn 
Frohnmayer and to Kirsten’s three remain-
ing siblings. But we know, too, that they will 
manage, because they are blessed with intel-
ligence and strength of spirit—and because 
they understand the wisdom of what Kirsten 
told her classmates at the close of her re-
marks in 1991: 

‘‘A final thought I’d like to share with you 
tonight is my belief that sometimes we 
should live for the day. Too often life con-
sists of anticipation of the future or regrets 
about the past. But we can’t change the past, 
and we don’t know what the future will hold. 
So, at least some of the time, we should con-
centrate on the present. Whatever path 
you’ve chosen, whether you’re talking about 
college, a job, volunteer work, or family, 
you’re talking about life and life must be 
fun. Find the fun in life, for as Ferris Bueller 
said on his day off, ‘life moves pretty fast, 
and if you don’t stop and look around once in 
a while, you are going to miss it.’ 

‘‘So . . . I hope that you will remember to 
appreciate and protect what you have, be op-
timistic and constructive in the face of ad-
versity, and stop to smell the roses. Good 
night and good luck.’’∑ 

f 

TAX RELIEF FOR WORKING 
FAMILIES 

∑ Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, today 
the Senate completed action on S. 949, 
the Revenue Reconciliation Act of 1997, 
legislation implementing the tax relief 
provisions from the historic bipartisan 
balanced budget agreement. I support 
this legislation because it does provide 

real tax relief and adheres to the bal-
anced budget agreement, which we 
worked hard to achieve. American fam-
ilies need this tax relief and they need 
our continued commitment to a bal-
anced budget. 

I have listened to the concerns of 
many of my colleagues regarding this 
legislation and the benefits for working 
families. There is no disputing the fact 
that this legislation does benefit upper 
income families, but it also benefits 
working families and the tax cuts are 
not at the expense of vital, investment 
programs. I have heard a great deal 
about the inequities in this legislation 
and I supported the Daschle substitute 
which would have eliminated many of 
these inequities. But, I do think it is 
unfair to make the criticism without 
examining the entire balanced budget 
agreement and the tax relief adopted in 
1993 for struggling, working families. 
The bottom line is that working fami-
lies will benefit from estate tax relief, 
capital gains tax reductions, education 
investment tax credits, a per child tax 
credit and expanded IRAs. 

Beyond taxes, my colleagues must re-
member that the balanced budget 
agreement was not only about tax re-
lief, but it was also about helping 
working families by allocating addi-
tional resources for health care, edu-
cation, environmental protection, and 
nutritional assistance. It also pro-
tected Social Security and Medicare 
for our Nation’s senior citizens. Before 
weighing any inequities, let’s make 
sure we examine the complete picture. 

The balanced budget agreement, 
which this body adopted on June 5, 
1997, calls for a significant investment 
in education. The agreement assumes 
additional Federal funding for impor-
tant programs aimed at improving ac-
cess to quality education for our chil-
dren. I can assure my colleagues that 
working families will benefit from im-
proved educational opportunities for 
their children. Quality education is one 
of the major priorities for many of the 
constituents that I talk to in Wash-
ington State. And again, there are edu-
cation tax incentives which will help 
middle class working families who are 
facing escalating tuition and higher 
education costs. The Hope tax credits 
and the permanent extension of section 
127 employer-provided educational as-
sistance tax exemption are the kind of 
tax relief that my constituents have 
endorsed. 

There is no doubt that this legisla-
tion can and should be perfected. We 
can work to target more relief to the 
middle class and I will be seeking these 
changes in conference. I am also hope-
ful we guarantee that these tax cuts do 
not result in an explosion in the def-
icit. I will not sit by and watch our def-
icit run out of control. When I first 
came to the Senate in 1993, the deficit 
was close to $300 billion annually. For 
1997, the Congressional Budget Office 
has estimated that our deficit could be 
as low as $70 billion. This was not done 
without some pain and sacrifice. It is 

imperative that we stay the course and 
maintain a balanced budget well after 
2002. 

Now that the Senate has completed 
action on part II of the budget agree-
ment, I sincerely hope that every effort 
will be made to correct the problems 
with S. 947, the spending reconciliation 
legislation. The Medicare provisions 
added by the Senate Finance Com-
mittee go well beyond protecting Medi-
care and will jeopardize access to 
health care for millions of low income 
senior citizens. I supported a balanced 
budget agreement that included con-
straints on spending and tax relief. It 
is imperative that we enact both parts 
of the bi-partisan balanced budget 
agreement, and I will be making every 
effort to improve S. 947 in conference 
and I will continue to oppose efforts 
that seek to undermine the historic, bi-
partisan balanced budget agreement.∑ 

f 

HAPPY FOURTH OF JULY HOLIDAY 

∑ Mr. BENNETT. Mr. President, as we 
prepare to celebrate America’s na-
tional holiday, I would like to take a 
moment and pay tribute to the found-
ers of our country. James Madison, in 
particular, is one of my heroes. I didn’t 
know much about James Madison until 
I went to college. I went to the Univer-
sity of Utah and majored in political 
science. I became acquainted with 
James Madison under the direction of 
G. Homer Durham, who was chairman 
of the political science department at 
the University of Utah. He had a very 
radical notion about education. He said 
the most important course in the polit-
ical science department was political 
science 1. And he said, ‘‘Since I am the 
department head it follows that I 
should teach the department’s most 
important course.’’ So as an 18-year-old 
freshman I sat at the feet of Homer 
Durham and learned about the Con-
stitution and James Madison. I read 
the Federalist Papers and began a life-
long love affair with political theory 
and particularly the political theory 
that undergirds America starting with 
Thomas Jefferson, James Madison, and 
the Constitutional Convention. 

As we approach the Fourth of July 
holiday, I am reminded of another im-
portant item which we all cherish: the 
American flag. The flag of the United 
States is a unique symbol of national 
unity and represents the values of lib-
erty, justice, and equality that make 
this Nation an example unmatched 
throughout the world. The American 
flag is recognized around the world as 
an icon of freedom, representing all 
that we hold dear as citizens of the 
United States. This preeminent symbol 
of our Nation has flown in every con-
flict where American blood has been 
threatened and shed, and will always 
deserve our unbending respect and pro-
tection. 

I rise today to support a bill which 
protects these two sacred items: the 
Constitution and the American flag. 
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