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Mr. DUNCAN changed his vote from
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, on
rollcall No. 152 and rollcall No. 153, I was un-
avoidably detained. Had I been here I would
have voted ‘‘yea’’ on both.
f

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 3308

Mr. LARGENT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that my name be
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 3308.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Okla-
homa?

There was no objection.
f

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

EDDIE MAE STEWARD POST
OFFICE BUILDING

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

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
it is with great pleasure and a mix of
sadness that I come to the floor today
to speak on the designation of the post
office located at 1601–1 Main Street in
Jacksonville, Florida, as the Eddie Mae
Steward Post Office Building.

I am saddened because of the un-
timely passing of Eddie Mae Steward
as a result of heart disease and the
sense of emptiness it imposed on her
friends in the community and her fam-
ily.

In Jacksonville, Florida, she is best
known as a mother, a friend, a leader,
a fighter, and an activist. But, most
important, she is known as one who
would never shy away from a fight
against social injustice.

Eddie Mae Steward single-handedly
led the fight for desegregation of the
Duval County school system, initiating
the lawsuit that led to the court or-

dered desegregation of the school sys-
tem. She was a tireless advocate for
most of our citizens and, in particular,
our children.

Much like Dr. King and other leaders
of the Civil Rights era, she too was la-
beled as a troublemaker and paid dear-
ly for her activities.

Eddie Mae Steward spoke out in 1967
about the school board’s decision to
send 268 African American children to
a condemned, run-down building. Mrs.
Steward served on the board for the
northeast Florida Community Action
Agency and was a member of the State
Housing Council and State Bi-racial
Monitoring Committee for Higher Edu-
cation. She also served on numerous
community-oriented groups.

True to Mrs. Steward’s character, her
neighbors said of her, ‘‘If there were
more people like her, we would have a
better community.’’ She was a woman
of unquestionable integrity who be-
lieved in equal justice and equal oppor-
tunity.

Eddie Mae Steward’s passing is Jack-
sonville’s loss, which is why I am de-
lighted to honor her memory by desig-
nating the post office in her name.

Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Florida
Delegation support this effort by sign-
ing on to my letter, which I will begin
circulating early next week.
f

HONORING AMERICA’S TEACHERS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
METCALF) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor our Nation’s teachers. I
would like to thank our teachers for
their dedication and inspiration.
Through their hard work and caring at-
titude, our teachers play a vital role in
ensuring that our students have the op-
portunity to become life-long learners
and real contributors to society.

I was a teacher for 30 years, and I un-
derstand the importance of a good edu-
cation and the foundation it builds for
our youth.

Our schools, both public and private,
must establish curricula designed to
challenge students and reward class-
room successes. American students,
parents, and teachers must strive to
maintain the highest level of quality in
the field of education.

Currently, it takes about 18,000 Fed-
eral and State employees to manage
780 Federal education programs in 39
Federal agencies, boards, and commis-
sions. It is, therefore, not surprising
that only 70 cents per Federal dollar
makes it directly to the classroom and
that teachers complain of excessive pa-
perwork burdens.

We can do better. Congress needs to
pass the Dollars to the Classroom legis-
lation and consolidate the Federal K–12
programs and regulations. Congress
needs to require that 95 percent of the
Federal funds are directed to the Na-
tion’s classrooms.

According to the Digest of Education
Statistics, 74 percent of teachers claim

they spend too much time on adminis-
trative tasks. That is why I voted for
the Education Flexibility Partnership
Act, which, hopefully, allows schools
and school districts more flexibility to
spend education dollars as determined
by the local school board.

Instead of meeting burdensome Fed-
eral and State regulations, school dis-
tricts should be able to focus more ef-
fort on teaching students. This regu-
latory relief will help schools reduce
paperwork, decrease administrative
costs, and, most importantly, improve
student achievement. Teachers should
be teaching our children, not filling
out unnecessary paperwork.

In addition, I would encourage every-
one to take a moment out of their busy
lives and say thank you to our Nation’s
teachers.
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 Florida (Mr. WELDON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. WELDON of Florida 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 Florida (Mr. MILLER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

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

LET US BEGIN ANEW THE WAR
AGAINST CANCER

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

Mr. HORN. Mr. Speaker, in 1990, Con-
gress passed and President Bush signed
into law the Breast and Cervical Can-
cer Mortality Prevention Act, creating
the National Breast and Cervical Can-
cer Early Detection Program.

This program allows States to work
with the Center for Disease Control
and Prevention to provide screening
services for breast and cervical cancer
for low-income or health insurance for
uninsured women.

Unfortunately, this legislation did
not provide for access to treatment
once a woman screened through the
program was diagnosed with this dev-
astating breast and cervical cancer.
What a heartbreaking irony.

Common sense tells us there are two
steps to fighting breast cancer: detec-
tion and treatment.
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The Breast and Cervical Cancer Pre-

vention and Treatment Act of 2000 will
fill the critical void left by the 1990
law. This bill will provide Medicaid
coverage to uninsured women who have
been screened and diagnosed with
breast cancer through the Center for
Disease Control Program.

As Mother’s Day approaches, passage
of the Breast and Cervical Cancer Pre-
vention and Treatment Act of 2000 is a
fitting tribute to all our mothers, sis-
ters, wives, and daughters.

As a cosponsor of this legislation and
a long-time supporter of breast cancer
research, I am so delighted to lend my
support to this important bill. I en-
courage all of my colleagues to do the
same.
f

SOCIAL SECURITY SURPLUS

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

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, on the issue of Social Security, on
the issue of total public debt, it has
been suggested by Vice President Gore
that we start using the surplus coming
in from Social Security and borrowing
that money to pay down what is called
the debt held by the public.

Just for a brief review, we now owe
about $5.7 trillion total debt. That in-
cludes what I call the Wall Street debt,
the debt held by the public, at about
$3.7 trillion dollars. It includes what we
owe Social Security at approximately
$1 trillion and what we owe the other
trust fund at approximately $1.1 tril-
lion.

The suggestion is that if we use the
surplus coming in from Social Security
and pay down the Wall Street debt, the
debt held by the public, then the sav-
ings in interest, which represents
about 15 percent of our budget now,
pretty bad, we should pay down that
debt, using all of that savings to apply
to the Social Security Trust Fund so it
becomes another giant IOU of a future
promise that somehow the Federal
Government will come up with the
money, but it is sort of like taking one
credit card and paying off another
credit card because we still owe the
money to Social Security.

The suggestion by the Clinton-Gore
administration and by Republicans and
Democrats is that if we use all these
funds by the year 2013 or 2014, we will
have paid down that portion of the debt
held by the public, the $3.6 trillion.
That sounds good.

But what happens if we do nothing to
take care of the long-term problem of
Social Security? That debt starts to go
back up again. So the paying off is just
a blip. Because when the baby-boomers
retire, they go out of the paying-in
mode and go into the taking-out mode
to take Social Security benefits. We
change from a dramatic situation of no
longer will Social Security taxes be
enough to pay existing benefits. So we
have a cash flow problem.

Currently, in this country, our total
debt represents 35 percent of gross do-
mestic product. By 2013, if we use all of
the money to pay it back, then it gets
to zero on the debt that we owe the
public. But eventually that goes back
up to 65 percent if we borrow the
money to pay the benefits that we have
promised Social Security.

Let me review this chart, sort of a
Federal Government spending. The pie
chart represents where the Federal
budget is being spent this year. Start-
ing at the bottom at 6 o’clock, Social
Security is 20 percent. Going clock-
wise, another entitlement, Medicare, is
11 percent. Medicare eventually, in the
next 25 years, will over take Social Se-
curity as a cost.
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We have Medicaid, the health care
program for low-income. The other en-
titlements represent 14 percent. Do-
mestic discretionary spending rep-
resents 19 percent. Defense represents
17 percent; interest, 13 percent of the
total budget. Social Security is the
biggest program. It is the biggest pro-
gram in this country. It is the biggest
program of any country in the world.
And it has been quite successful, so it
deserves our attention this presidential
election year. So let the debate begin.
Let us start talking about it. Let us in-
crease our understanding of the predic-
ament, of the problem, of the estimate
by the Social Security Administration
actuaries that Social Security is going
broke.

Here is why. We have a current sur-
plus coming in from the Social Secu-
rity tax. The actuaries estimate that
somewhere between 2011 and 2014, the
cash flow problem will hit us and we go
into the red. The red represents that
we are going to have to come up with
that money. Through cutting other
government programs? I doubt it. In-
creasing taxes? It is going to be hard
for politicians to do that. Increased
borrowing? Probably the majority of
this body, Republicans and Democrats,
will say, ‘‘Well, let’s borrow the money
because you can’t see that as evidently
what we are running as far as a debt
that we are leaving to our kids and
grandkids.’’

I am a farmer. I am from a farm.
What we grew up doing is saying, we
are going to try to pay down the mort-
gage so that there is a lesser obligation
for our kids and grandkids. What we
are doing in the Federal Government
by not dealing with this problem of So-
cial Security and Medicare entitle-
ments is we are increasing the burden,
increasing the mortgage for them to
pay in their future years. It is not fair.
Let us discuss and debate it this elec-
tion year.
f

TRADE WITH CHINA

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.

PASCRELL) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, in the
next hour, many of us in the Congress
will lay out what our position is on the
China trade vote, which is to come up
in a very short period of time.

The time has arrived for a vote on
what is now commonly referred to as
permanent normal trade relations, or
PNTR, for China. We used to call this
MFN, or most-favored-nation status. I
suppose the proponents thought PNTR
sounded kinder and gentler. But bad
policy is bad policy, no matter what we
call it. So here we are again. This year,
the vote is a little different. If annual
NTR was not bad enough, this year we
are going to vote for permanent NTR
status for China. Our argument is not
and should not be with the Chinese
people. This vote is not a referendum
on the 1 billion people who are forced
to live under Communist tyranny. This
argument is about America’s relation-
ship with the Chinese government.

What has the Chinese government
done to deserve PNTR? They have not
improved the living conditions of their
people as China is one of the worst of-
fenders of human rights in the world.
China is a country that does not tol-
erate political dissent or free speech.
In the New York Times this past Mon-
day, we see story upon story. This gov-
ernment uses executions and torture to
maintain order, to persecute religious
minorities, and to violate workers’
rights. The State Department report
on human rights practices in China is
filled with atrocities. Our trade with
China has increased, and yet human
rights practices are getting worse.

Some feel that American jobs will be
lost if PNTR is not passed. The growth
in exports would generate 325,000 new
jobs. This will not match the over 1
million jobs lost in the United States
due to rising imports from the low
wages in China. This is a net loss of an
additional 817,000 jobs, on top of the
880,000 jobs already lost due to our cur-
rent trade deficit with China. How can
we do something so great in raising the
minimum wage for our workers, for our
families, and in the next breath give
first-class treatment to a nation that
features slave labor prison camps as
part of its manufacturing community?

And have they made strides to make
our trading privileges reciprocal? Has
our trade deficit decreased? No, it is
now $68.7 billion and climbing, an in-
crease of 14.6 percent, a 6 to 1 ratio of
imports to exports, the most unbal-
anced relationship we have had in
trade in United States history. But I do
not see the infrastructure in China to
accept any substantial amount of
American merchandise. Who, making
13 cents an hour, can afford to buy an
automobile? Why would the Chinese
government purchase American soft-
ware for their computers when they al-
ready run pirated versions of our own
software?

We have seen the failure of NAFTA
to improve the living conditions in
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