
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH11356 October 26, 2000
‘‘I’ve never had anything like that hap-

pen,’’ Sipple said after escaping a barrage of
fans that converged on the team at
midcourt. ‘‘It’s amazing.’’

SCD’s fans provided a spark for the team
from the outset. It only took 21 minutes for
the Lady Hornets to dispatch Landmark in
the first game.

SCD led 9–3 before the Lady War Eagles be-
came comfortable in the match. More impor-
tant, the trio of Carson (nine kills), Sipple
(17 kills) and Clark (44 assists) found their
rhythm, and SCD’s supporting cast lent a
helping hand.

‘‘Anne and Sarah really hit the ball well,
but everybody did well,’’ Clark said. ‘‘We
knew we could get it done as long as we
came together.’’

SCD only trailed twice in the first two
games, at 3–2 in Game 1 and 1–0 in Game 2,
But Landmark rebounded behind the play of
Julie Van’t Wout (14 kills, four blocks).

The 6-foot junior’s aggressiveness at the
net offensively and defensively caused prob-
lems for the Lady Hornets, especially in
Game 3. So SCD chose to maneuver around
her.

‘‘She’s an absolutely great player,’’ Carson
said. ‘‘So we had to be smart. We had to start
tipping the ball and going around the
blocks.’’ The Lady Hornets also relied on
past experiences. They lost a game apiece to
Landmark and Athens Academy during last
Saturday’s Elite Eight tournament. Each
time, they rallied to victory.

‘‘That gave us a lot of confidence,’’ Sipple
said. ‘‘We have been playing so well lately.
So we knew we could do it.’’

McNaughton added, ‘‘We didn’t give up, be-
cause we refused to give up. We wanted to be
a part of something special, and this is spe-
cial.’’

Elizabeth Eichholz, Betsy Miller, Sarah
Sipple—Captain, Julia Train—Captain, Anne
Carson, Melissa McNaughton, Mary Jane
Martin—Captain, Alison Morris, Lexa Clark,
Wendy Mayer, and Sall Sumer.

Jade Aaron, Caroline Baker, Alex Brennan,
Katie Coy, Marquin McMath, Lyn Reeve,
Ashley Jones, Jennifer Ross, Katherine
Royal, and Lizzy Sprague.

Coaching staff: Ben Ladd—head coach,
Carol Schretter, and Phillip Schretter.
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SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DAVIS of Illinois addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. YOUNG of Alaska addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. PALLONE. addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. FOLEY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. FOLEY addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. BACA) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BACA addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. HUNTER addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Ms. KIL-
PATRICK) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. KILPATRICK addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. CHAMBLISS)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. CHAMBLISS addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Indiana (Ms. CARSON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. CARSON addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. PHELPS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. PHELPS addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SHERMAN addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f
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SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION VERSUS
TAX BREAKS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
COBURN). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from North Caro-
lina (Mr. ETHERIDGE) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
this evening to continue to call on this
Congress to pass a real school con-
struction legislation without delay, be-
fore our adjournment for the year. We
have missed opportunities after oppor-
tunities to stop our partisan wrangling
and pass a meaningful bill and reach
the priorities that we need to reach
with this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, as a Congressman from
North Carolina’s Second Congressional
District, I represent an area of the
country that has undergone some tre-
mendous growth over the last several
years. In communities throughout my
district and across this country, our
schools are bursting at the seams. Our
local communities are struggling to
provide resources to build new schools
and to repair old ones and get children
out of trailers and just fix up old, run-
down buildings.

For nearly 4 years now, I have
worked with my colleagues in the
House on both sides of the political
aisle to provide leadership on this im-
portant issue and pass a common sense
bill that will help our local schools
deal with this critical problem. We
have come together to support H.R.
4094, the Rangel-Johnson-Etheridge bill
that is sponsored by the Republican
Congresswoman from Connecticut and
my friend from New York. This impor-
tant bill will provide $25 billion in
school construction bonds for our local
communities to build schools for our
children. It really provides national
leadership on this issue that is critical
to the American people.

Mr. Speaker, a clear majority of the
Members of this House have supported
H.R. 4094. 228 Members, Democrats and
Republicans alike, have signed on as
cosponsors. The House will pass this
bill if we can only get a chance to vote
on it. The President has stated that he
will sign this important legislation the
minute it reaches his desk. We have an
opportunity to provide real leadership
and pass this measure to help provide
educational opportunities for our chil-
dren.

But unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, the
Republican leadership of this House
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has chosen the path of confrontation
and gridlock over the opportunity for
consensus and progress. Rather than
working together to produce a common
sense solution to the need for school
construction, the Republican leader-
ship brought to the floor today a bill
that was a sham of a school construc-
tion measure. Instead of fully funding
the cost-effective Rangel-Johnson bill,
the Republican leadership’s bill would
shift funds to much less effective arbi-
trage relief and private activity bonds.
The arbitrage proposal would provide
schools with only $24 per $1,000 in bonds
compared with $624 per $1,000 in bonds
in the Rangel-Johnson bill. In addition,
because schools would have to delay
construction for at least 2 years to re-
ceive any benefits, areas with the most
urgent need would not be able to build
the buildings that they need. The pri-
vate activity bonds benefit only those
schools available to find a for-profit
company willing to pay up-front con-
struction costs. Neither arbitrage nor
private activity bonds target assist-
ance to the schools that so badly need
it today.

Mr. Speaker, the Members of this
House have an obligation, a solemn re-
sponsibility in my opinion to work to-
gether to craft common sense solutions
to the problems facing America’s
schools. But, rather, we do not work
hard to meet the responsibility that is
before us. The Republican leadership
has chosen to pass a sham proposal, a
bill that is truly going to be vetoed.
They knew it was going to be vetoed
when it passed today. The Republican
tax bill contains many provisions that
I supported, but the sad fact is the Re-
publican leadership chose to include
many good provisions in a fundamen-
tally flawed bill.

In addition, the leadership today
pushed through an appropriations bill
that provides $687 million in grants to
States to build prisons. Mr. Speaker, I
supported that provision because we
probably need to build some, but to me
it is the wrong priority to pass prisons
before we build schools.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I remain
an optimist. We still have time to pass
a real school construction bill before
this Congress adjourns and I urge the
Republican leadership to do so.
f

TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE
JOHN KASICH ON HIS RETIRE-
MENT FROM CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. NUSSLE) is recognized for half the
time until midnight as the designee of
the majority leader.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, we are
hopefully coming to the end of our leg-
islative session for the year and for the
106th Congress. That will be a happy
time for a lot of people because it
means we get to go home to our fami-
lies, to our districts for the election,
but there are some people who are not

going to be returning, and the subject
of my special order involves one of my
colleagues and very good friends who
will no longer be a Member of this body
after this session closes. He shares a
distinction with a number of Members
who came to the United States Con-
gress to work on deficit issues, on
budget issues. He came from the great
State of Ohio with a mission, and that
was even if he was the only one stand-
ing in the well to balance the budget
all by himself, he was going to get that
job done. That man’s name was JOHN
KASICH.

Tonight, the subject of this special
order is to pay tribute to JOHN KASICH,
the representative from Ohio, as well
as the distinguished Budget chairman
for the last 6 years.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the sub-
ject of my special order involving
Chairman JOHN KASICH.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Iowa?

There was no objection.
Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, there are

a number of Members who would have
liked to have been here tonight to ex-
press their gratitude, maybe even a few
remembrances, a couple of stories, but
there just is not time and, of course,
with this late hour it probably seems
even less appropriate. It is something
that ought to be done in, quote-un-
quote, prime time for someone as im-
portant as JOHN KASICH, but let me just
give a couple of quick points and then
I will conclude.

Number one, there are going to be a
lot of people including the very distin-
guished Speaker pro tem who is sitting
here today who will also share the dis-
tinction of no longer being here after
this session. We bid him at the end of
this session farewell. He has been a
true champion on many of the issues
that JOHN KASICH has been fighting for.
But there will be a lot of Members, Mr.
Speaker, a lot of politicians, a lot of
candidates in the future that say I bal-
anced the budget, or I was there to help
get it done, but there will be one per-
son who will probably, above all other
people, and my guess is that that will
be shared in a bipartisan way from
both sides of the aisle, who stood just a
little bit taller than the rest of the
politicians and Representatives and
Senators and Presidents, and that is
JOHN KASICH.

He wrote his first budget in 1989.
Now, you have got to remember back
to what this was like. Here he is a jun-
ior Member of Congress coming in and
having the audacity to say, I can write
my own budget. This is something that
was reserved for the President of the
United States, for the majority party
only, maybe for the Budget Committee
but certainly not a junior member to
come in and say, ‘‘I can do it better

than you can.’’ And almost like the
movie ‘‘Dave’’ that maybe some Mem-
bers have seen, he went through line
item by line item and outlined exactly
what that budget ought to look like.

Well, I was not here in 1989. Maybe I
would have helped support him. My
guess is the Speaker pro tem would
have as well. He only got about 30
votes for his first budget. But from
that seed grew a very mighty vision for
the future. He took that seed and not
only became a leader, took over the
Budget Committee and then with the
rest of us in 1995, 1996 and 1997 worked
as hard as he could to bring that vision
to a reality. My daughter Sarah and
my son Mark are the recipients of his
leadership in a number of different
ways but probably most importantly
because as we have balanced the budg-
et, we have been able to now reduce by
putting 90 percent of that surplus to-
ward the national debt, we are going to
be able to let them know that by the
end of this year we have reduced the
national debt by $354 billion.

Can we do better? You bet we can. We
are going to continue that work if we
have the honor and the ability in the
majority to go on next year, and there
is more work we need to do, even
though JOHN KASICH will not be here.
But he has laid a foundation that is
second to none. The Members of the
Budget Committee as well as the Mem-
bers of the Ohio delegation led by
Ralph Regula, the dean of the delega-
tion, wish to express our gratitude on
behalf of all of us in Congress for the
great leadership that JOHN KASICH has
provided. He will go on with his two
twin daughters and his wife Karen to
bigger and better things, we have no
doubt. As the old adage around here
goes that only Members seem know,
that as soon as you are a former Mem-
ber, you are forgotten. That may be
true for some, but my guess is that
JOHN KASICH’S legacy will ring true in
this House of Representatives for many
years to come. I count him as one of
my friends. I count him as a mentor.
He will be sorely missed. We respect his
tenure.

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
add my accolades for my Ohio colleague,
JOHN KASICH. JOHN has been a member of the
Ohio delegation of this body for the past 18
years. As dean of the Ohio delegation, I have
worked with JOHN on numerous issues of im-
portance to the State of Ohio. He always
brought his determination to help people with
his unfailing enthusiasm to the task at hand.

Throughout this time he has played an im-
portant role in leading this nation toward
sound budgeting and fiscal responsibility.
When JOHN assumed the chairmanship of the
Budget Committee, he was determined to re-
duce the size, scope and intrusiveness of gov-
ernment in people’s lives. To do this required
skillful use of the reconciliation feature of the
Budget Act.

As JOHN’S fellow Budget Committee mem-
bers have attested, he brought a single-mind-
edness of purpose of the job. His was not a
reactive approach, but proactive one, annually
proposing his own budget alternatives to those
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