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in the session and the importance of the visa
waiver program being extended, I am willing to
support the legislation before us.

The impetus for the amendment was U.S.
District Court Judge Stanley Sporkin’s decisive
findings in the case of Olden versus Albright
in December 1997 that the U.S. Consulate
General in Sao Paulo, Brazil, based its non-
immigrant visa determinations in large part on
the applicants’ race, ethnicity or national ori-
gin. For example, Korean and Chinese nation-
als were rarely issued visas unless they were
older and had previously received a visa. Ac-
cording to the Consular Section Head, ‘‘Fili-
pinos and Nigerians have high fraud rates,
and their applications should be viewed with
extreme suspicion, while British and Japanese
citizens rarely overstay, and generally require
less scrutiny.’’ Further, identifying cities
‘‘known for fraud’’ (most with predominantly
black populations), the Consulate’s manual
stated that ‘‘anyone born in these locations is
suspect unless older, well-traveled, etc.’’

Judge Sporkin correctly stated:
The principle that government must not

discriminate against particular individuals
because of the color of their skin or the place
of their birth means that the use of gen-
eralizations based on these factors is unfair
and unjustified.

When, as in the Olsen case, that discrimina-
tory profiling is occurring and where it occurs
at the Federal level, it is particularly important
that Congress act to prevent further discrimi-
nation.

Notwithstanding the Senate’s revision to the
bill, the final language makes it clear to the
U.S. Consulates and Embassies abroad that it
is a violation of U.S. law for visa refusals to
occur based on generalizations that by their
very nature are not applicable to the individual
application. The revised language continues to
ensure that Embassies and Consulates adju-
dicate visas based on the merits of the appli-
cations, and not on the basis of irrelevant and
harmful discriminatory stereotypes. Further,
the Olson decision continues to stand for the
legal proposition that the use of generaliza-
tions based on race, sex, and disability (as
well as sexual orientation, nationality, place of
birth, and place of residence) is unfair, unjusti-
fied, and contrary to law.

The amendment added in the Senate will
have no practical legal effect and I understand
from my Senate colleagues that it is merely a
symbolic gesture. Nonetheless, court stripping
provisions, whether symbolic or not, is con-
trary to our democratic principles. I hesitate
before supporting another bill out of this Con-
gress that removes the ability of immigrants to
have administrative determinations reviewed
by a court. It seems to me ironic that our Re-
publican friends demanded only a short while
ago that Elian Gonzalez be afforded the right
of judicial review. These demands must also
have been only symbolic.

The bill passed by the Senate also includes
a new title III to permit INTELSAT’s foreign
employees to maintain their nonimmigrant sta-
tus notwithstanding the organization’s privat-
ization. At the present time, INTELSAT’s for-
eign employees are in a visa status based on
their employment by an international organiza-
tion. After INTELSAT privatizes, its current
employees will no longer be eligible to main-

tain their current visa status without this
change in the law. the purpose of title III is not
to give INTELSAT an unfair advantage with
regard to its hiring practices as compared with
its competitors. Let me just clarify my under-
standing of two references within Title III.

First, in sections 301(a)(1) and (a)(2), the
phrase ‘‘separate entity of INTELSAT’’ is in-
tended to address the situation in which, be-
tween passage of this bill and privatization,
INTELSAT establishes a new separated entity
as a shell company in anticipation of privatiza-
tion. It is not our intent for an employee of
INTELSAT who, post-privatization, becomes
an employee of a separated entity that pre-
dates this legislation (e.g., New Skies Sat-
ellites N.V.) to retain his or her nonimmigrant
status.

Second, in sections 301(a)(1) and (a)(2), the
phrase ‘‘the date of privatization’’ means either
the date that INTELSAT privatizes or April 1,
2001, whichever is earlier. The ORBIT Act
specifies April 1, 2001 as the date by which
INTELSAT must privatize, without regard to
whether INTELSAT is granted an extension,
pursuant to Section 621(5) of the ORBIT Act,
to conduct an initial public offering.

Finally, I would like to thank the Travel In-
dustry Association, and in particular its presi-
dent, Bill Norman, for their exemplary work on
ensuring the final passage of this bill.

The Visa Waiver Permanent Program Act is
too important to our business and tourism in-
dustries to delay it any longer. I therefore urge
my colleagues to support this bill.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
urge my colleagues to support this bill,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH)
that the House suspend the rules and
concur in the Senate amendments to
the bill, H.R. 3767.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate amendments were concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

DISABLED IMMIGRANT
NATURALIZATION OATH WAIVER

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 4838) to amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act to provide a
waiver of the oath of renunciation and
allegiance for naturalization of aliens
having certain disabilities, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4838

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. WAIVER OF OATH OF RENUNCIATION
AND ALLEGIANCE FOR NATURALIZA-
TION OF ALIENS HAVING CERTAIN
DISABILITIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 337(a) of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1448(a)) is amended by adding at the end the
following:

‘‘The Attorney General may waive the tak-
ing of the oath by a person if in the opinion
of the Attorney General the person is unable
to understand, or to communicate an under-
standing of, its meaning because of a phys-
ical or developmental disability or mental
impairment. If the Attorney General waives
the taking of the oath by a person under the
preceding sentence, the person shall be con-
sidered to have met the requirements of sec-
tion 316(a)(3) with respect to attachment to
the principles of the Constitution and well
disposition to the good order and happiness
of the United States.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subsection (a) shall apply to persons
applying for naturalization before, on, or
after the date of the enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. SMITH) and the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. SMITH).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN) for introducing this bill, and
I appreciate the effort she put into it
to get to the point it is in today.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4838 permits the
Attorney General to waive the taking
of the oath of allegiance by a natu-
ralization applicant if, in the opinion
of the Attorney General, the applicant
is unable to understand or to commu-
nicate an understanding of the oath’s
meaning because of a physical or devel-
opmental disability or mental impair-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, some disabled, lawful
permanent resident aliens have been
unable to overcome obstructions at
various stages in the naturalization
process because of their disabilities.
The Immigration and Nationality Act
permits the Attorney General to waive
the taking of the oath by a child if the
child is unable to understand its mean-
ing. Yet, some of those disabled indi-
viduals who were granted a medical
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waiver for the English, history and
government exams due to their phys-
ical or developmental disability or
mental impairment also cannot com-
municate an understanding of the oath
of renunciation. This bill provides the
necessary waiver.

Like the preexisting oath waiver for
children, this bill permits disabled ap-
plicants who cannot understand the
oath or cannot communicate an under-
standing of the oath to overcome this
last obstruction to becoming a United
States citizen.

This bill will apply to persons apply-
ing for naturalization before, on, or
after the date of enactment of this act.

Disabled naturalization applicants
who have in the past been denied natu-
ralization because they could not un-
derstand or communicate an under-
standing of the meaning of the oath
may reopen their naturalization appli-
cations and continue the process of be-
coming American citizens.

I appreciate the willingness of the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN) to agree to the technical
corrections found in this suspension
version of H.R. 4838. I also appreciate
her dedication to this deserving group
of aspiring citizens.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, before I begin my re-
marks, I would like to add a special
note of tribute and sadness to the loss
of the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
VENTO).

In particular, I want to acknowledge
the work that he did with our sub-
committee on the Hmong Naturaliza-
tion Act, which gave relief to Laotian
veterans who fought during the Viet-
nam War. We have waived their citizen-
ship requirements, and the bill passed
in the House and Senate. The gen-
tleman from Minnesota was a great
leader on these issues, and we thank
him very much for the service he gave.
His loss will be very much experienced
by all of us.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
bill of the gentlewoman from Florida
(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN), H.R. 4838. This bill
would provide a waiver of the oath of
renunciation and allegiance for natu-
ralization in the case of certain people
who are incapable of understanding
such an oath. The oath of allegiance is
the last step in the naturalization
process. I thank the chairman for see-
ing this bill through the process and
working in a bipartisan manner.

Mr. Speaker, this bill signifies the
fact that the person is renouncing alle-
giance to the country he or she is al-
ready a citizen of and declaring alle-
giance to the United States. It is a
meaningless requirement in the case of
a person who cannot understand such
an oath, and it is causing great harm
to many people.

Naturalization applicants are re-
quired to demonstrate their ability to
take a meaningful oath of allegiance to
the United States. Perhaps the poten-
tial unfairness of this requirement can
be seen most clearly in the case of Alz-
heimer’s victims. Remember, many of
these individuals are elderly, and may
have waited a long period of time to re-
ceive this precious right of citizenship
in the United States.

As a country, we have decided to pro-
vide medical benefits to our citizens.
Alzheimer’s victims who have been
lawful, permanent residents for decades
are in desperate need of these benefits,
and they would be entitled to them as
U.S. citizens, but for the fact that the
Alzheimer’s disease is preventing them
to take an oath of allegiance. This
truly is a catch-22 situation. The very
disease that creates the need for med-
ical services is preventing them from
receiving the services.

This does not just apply to victims of
Alzheimer’s disease, it applies to many
elderly people in our society who have
lived in the United States as lawful,
productive members of our society for
many years and now desperately need
medical assistance.

I have three constituents I want to
tell Members about, a man and a
woman and their 17-year-old child who
has a mental impairment. The man and
woman have applied for naturalization,
and we have every reason to expect
their applications to be granted. The
problem is that their child will age out
of eligibility for derivative citizenship
when she turns 18 at the end of the
year. She would then have to apply for
naturalization on her own, which
would require an oath of allegiance.

The child will lose derivative citizen-
ship because INS cannot process a nat-
uralization application for her parents
in a reasonable amount of time. The
average processing time for a natu-
ralization application is more than 20
months. Because she is not competent
to take an oath of allegiance, she will
not be able to pursue a naturalization
application on her own when she is 18
years old and has aged out of eligibility
for derivative status.

This is terribly unfair. This is divid-
ing and destroying a family. I enthu-
siastically urge members to support
H.R. 4838, and thank my colleague, the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN), enthusiastically for her
work.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of Represent-
ative ROS-LEHTINEN’s bill, H.R. 4838. This bill
would provide a waiver of the oath of renunci-
ation and allegiance for naturalization in the
case of certain people who are incapable of
understanding such an oath. The oath of alle-
giance is the last step in the naturalization
process.

It signifies the fact that the person is re-
nouncing allegiance to the country he or she
is already a citizen of and declaring allegiance
to the United States. It is a meaningless re-
quirement in the case of a person who cannot
understand such an oath, and it is causing
great harm to many people.

Naturalization applications are required to
demonstrate their ability to take a ‘‘meaningful
oath’’ of allegiance to the United States. Per-
haps the potential unfairness of this require-
ment can be seen most clearly in the case of
Alzheimer’s victims. As a country, we have de-
cided to provide medical benefits to our citi-
zens. Alzheimer victims who have been lawful
permanent residents for decades are in des-
perate need of these medical benefits, and
they would be entitled to them as U.S. citizens
but for the fact that Alzheimer’s disease is pre-
venting them from taking an oath of alle-
giance. This is truly a ‘‘catch 22’’ situation.
The very disease that creates the need for
medical services is preventing them from re-
ceiving the services.

This doesn’t just apply to victims of Alz-
heimer’s disease. It applies to many elderly
people in our society who have lived in the
United States as lawful, productive members
of our society for many years, and new des-
perately need medical assistance.

I have three constituents I want to tell you
about, a man and a woman and their 17-year-
old child who has a mental impairment. The
man and the woman have applied for natu-
ralization, and we have every reason to expect
their applications to be granted. The problem
is that their child will age-out of eligibility for
derivative citizenship when she turns 18 at the
end of the year. She will then have to apply
for naturalization on her own, which will re-
quire an oath of allegiance.

The child will lose derivative citizenship be-
cause INS cannot process the naturalization
applications of her parents in a reasonable
amount of time.

The average processing time for a natu-
ralization application is more than 20 months.
And, because she is not competent to take an
oath of allegiance, she won’t be able to pur-
sue a naturalization application on her own
when she is 18 years old and has aged out of
eligibility for derivative status. This is terribly
unfair.

I urge Members to support H.R. 4838.
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of

my time.
Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I

yield such time as she may consume to
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN), the author of the bill.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the chairman for yielding time
to me.

Mr. Speaker, the United States is the
world’s greatest economic power. We
sustain one of the world’s highest
standards of living that is more diver-
sified than any other on Earth.

As a naturalized citizen, I know that
the United States is the greatest coun-
try in the world, which is why it is not
surprising that every year thousands of
people from all over the world wish to
be part of our great Nation.

But it is not necessarily the eco-
nomic prosperity found here in our
country that brings people here, be-
cause what naturalized Americans
cherish most are the basic freedoms of
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi-
ness.

As with many of my constituents, I
know firsthand what it means and
what it takes to become an American
citizen. It is an emotional moment
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when one declares to the world that
this is their new land and this is indeed
where they belong. So many people
struggle with distance, language, and
culture to come to a moment where
they pledge the oath of allegiance, that
this is their new countries, the United
States of America.

At each naturalization ceremony,
new Americans amplify a commitment
that they have made in their hearts. As
I was, they are reminded not only of
America’s promise, but of the respon-
sibilities that they will proudly bear.

The U.S. has historically offered op-
portunities to all people, regardless of
race, ethnicity, or religion. However,
immigration law has not yet consid-
ered a small group of individuals with
cognitive disabilities. In fact, a small
fraction, only .1 percent, of soon-to-be
Americans cannot complete the natu-
ralization process because of a handi-
cap that renders them ineffective in
communicating an understanding of
the naturalization oath.

These individuals are not exempt
from fulfilling requirements of natu-
ralization such as being of good moral
character and of residency here in the
United States. They must still fulfill
those responsibilities. But these se-
verely disabled individuals pose no
threat to American society. Yet, they
should be entitled to the same respon-
sibilities and opportunities that we as
Americans all share.

My legislation will enable individuals
suffering from advanced Alzheimer’s,
from Downs syndrome, and from au-
tism to waive the oath of allegiance in
order to become United States citizens.

The United States is the greatest
success story of the modern world. So
in a Nation such as ours, disability
should not hinder a person from
achieving one of the loftiest goals, that
of becoming a United States citizen.

In our country, persons with disabil-
ities who are given opportunities have
never let us down. Waiving the oath for
.1 percent of neurologically-impaired
persons will help fulfill the American
dream for many new American fami-
lies.

b 1630

It will affirm the generous nature of
the American spirit, and it will boast
of America’s compassionate character.
I urge my colleagues to vote for pas-
sage of my legislation. It will ensure
that equality is meant for all persons
regardless of their disabilities. And I
thank the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
SMITH) again for his time.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
California (Mr. COX), the chairman of
the Committee on House Policy.

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Texas (Chairman
SMITH) and the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) for their
leadership on this legislation, which is

so strongly needed in the interests of
justice. Everyone is moved by stories
of people who work hard and play by
the rules. That is certainly the case for
one of my constituents who, for 6
years, has been working hard to be-
come legally a citizen of the United
States.

Mr. Speaker, unfortunately, when
the system of justice does not work, it
is heartbreaking for those involved. In
the case of Vijai Rajan, who is 25 years
old, she has lived in this country her
entire life, since she was 4 months old.
Both of her parents are naturalized
U.S. citizens. Her sister was born in
Cincinnati. The Rajan family wanted
Vijai also to become a citizen, but you
see, Vijai is in a wheelchair. She re-
quires 24-hour-a-day care. She has cere-
bral palsy, muscular dystrophy,
Crohn’s disease, and suffers from sei-
zures.

She communicates by sounds and by
signs that she understands, and the
only expressions are those that she
feels. Of course, Vijai could not raise
her hand and take the oath of citizen-
ship. But the INS, the Immigration and
Naturalization Service, where her fam-
ily applied for her some 6 years ago has
run them through the bureaucratic
mill for years.

They contacted my office after hav-
ing twice filed for citizenship, after
having had her in her wheelchair even
down to the INS office. She had been
working for 4 years with the INS at
that point; and not until later, not
until the very end, did the INS tell
them, even though they had met the
other requirements, that she could not
become a citizen in any event, because
she could not raise her hand and say
the oath.

The INS regs already allow an ex-
emption from the English language for
people who wish to become citizens.
They allow for people with disabilities
an exemption from the American his-
tory requirement. And a recent court
case recently held that a man with
Down’s Syndrome who could not recite
the oath could still be granted citizen-
ship.

But in the case of Vijai Rajan, the
INS pressed on, litigated, tried to do
everything possible to prevent this
woman and her family from letting her
become a citizen.

Today with the passage of H.R. 4838,
Congress will clearly state that the At-
torney General has the authority to
waive the oath requirement for people
with disabilities. This legislation also
sends a strong signal that long delays
in bureaucratic impediments are not
the greeting that this great Nation will
extend to its new citizens. I thank the
Rajan family for never losing hope.

It sometimes takes an act of Con-
gress to write a wrong. Vijai may not
be able to comprehend the full extent
of her legacy, but I know that passing
this legislation will bring great com-
fort to all of her family and friends and
all other immigrants who dream of be-
coming United States citizens. I thank

my colleagues for their leadership in
bringing this important legislation to
the floor.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA), my
colleague and classmate.

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
SMITH), my classmate, for yielding the
time to me, for his leadership on this
committee and on this subcommittee.

I very much appreciate having this
bill come on the floor. I want to cer-
tainly thank the author of the bill, the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN), because this is something
that is so humane and does help so
many people who are so deserving of
citizenship.

It will allow the Attorney General to
waive the oath requirements for na-
tionalization, if the applicant is an in-
dividual with a physical or mental dis-
ability or mental impairment, who be-
cause of such disability is unable to un-
derstand or communicate an under-
standing of the meaning of the oath.

We all have examples. Let me just
try one out. Gustavo Galvez-Letona, a
27-year-old native Guatemalan with
Down’s Syndrome, arrived in the
United States when he was 10 years old.
INS waived the English and civics tests
for him but refused to waive the oath;
thus he is the only member of his fam-
ily who is not yet naturalized.

A Federal district court granted his
petition for naturalization, recognizing
that since INS has statutory authority
to waive the oath for children, the oath
is not an essential eligibility require-
ment. The court ordered INS to natu-
ralize Mr. Galvez-Letona, stating that
because of his severe mental disability,
he is no different than a child who is
unable to understand the oath and at-
tachment requirements.

The Department of Justice has ap-
pealed the court’s decision.

By passing this bill, which will waive
the oath of renunciation and allegiance
for naturalization for individuals with
cognitive disabilities, or children who
are unable to understand the meaning
of the oath, we will enable thousands of
families across our country who are
living with autism, Down’s Syndrome,
Alzheimer’s and other neurological dis-
orders to realize American citizenship.

It is historically a part of our great
country to be an inclusive Nation and
provide opportunities for all, so I sa-
lute all who are involved in this legis-
lation.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this humanitarian bill.

Mr. Speaker, not knowing whether I
will appear as a manager of a bill
again, let me thank the Committee on
the Judiciary staff for their leadership
and outstanding service, and particu-
larly those of the subcommittee that
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are here: George Fishman, Lora Reis,
Kelly Dixon, Leon Buck, and Nolan
Rappaport.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in strong support for the critically-needed leg-
islation introduced by my colleague, Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN (H.R. 4838).

This legislation would remove an onerous
obstacle for those persons with disabilities
who are legal permanent residents, but be-
cause of their disabilities, are foreclosed from
obtaining citizenship because they cannot re-
cite the naturalization oath.

This legislation gives the Attorney General
the authority to waive the oath of renunciation
and allegiance for naturalization for individuals
with cognitive disabilities, or children who are
unable to understand the meaning of the oath.
Accordingly, this legislation will enable thou-
sands of families in our nation who have loved
ones with autism, down syndrome, Alz-
heimer’s and other neurological disorders to
realize American citizenship for their loved
ones. It will also give them peace of mind in
that their loved ones will be able to attain citi-
zenship and thereby secure the benefits and
security accorded to United States citizens.
This legislation will also enable disabled peo-
ple the opportunity, as citizens, to develop
their abilities so that they can be the most pro-
ductive citizens they possibly can be.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to be a cosponsor
of this worthwhile legislation and I applaud my
colleagues ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN and Sub-
committee Chairman LAMAR SMITH for advanc-
ing it to the House suspension calendar for a
vote today.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong
support of H.R. 4838, which would permit the
Attorney General to waive the oath of renunci-
ation and allegiance in instances when the ap-
plicant for naturalization is an individual with a
severe disability who is unable to understand
or communicate an understanding of the
meaning of the oath. This legislation is impor-
tant to families in Connecticut and across this
country.

I want to thank Congresswoman ILEANA
ROS-LEHTINEN for introducing this legislation
and Chairman LAMAR SMITH for working with
our offices to bring it to the floor. I also want
to thank Connecticut’s senior senator, CHRIS-
TOPHER DODD, for his work on this legislation
in the Senate.

Under current law, the Attorney General has
the authority to waive for disabled applicants
the English and civics tests required for natu-
ralization. It makes little sense that the Attor-
ney General has the discretion to waive these
tests but is prohibited from waiving the oath of
renunciation and allegiance required of these
same disabled applicants.

The result is that despite the fulfillment of all
other requirements for naturalization, certain
disabled individuals are unable to ever be-
come citizens. These instances are rare, but
they have terrible implications for the affected
families. For example, it is possible under cur-
rent law for an entire family to be naturalized
with the exception of one disabled family
member—who then could face possible depor-
tation.

The main purpose of the oath requirement
is to prevent the naturalization of people who
are hostile to the United States Government or
the principles of the Constitution. Waiving this
requirement for people with severe disabilities
does nothing to defeat this purpose or threat-

en our national security because these individ-
uals lack the capacity to understand the oath
and, therefore, cannot form the intent to act
against our government.

Furthermore, individuals with disabilities who
receive a waiver would still have to fulfill other
requirements of naturalization, including good
moral character and residency.

The legislation we are considering today
poses no danger and manifests our nation’s
compassion—a characteristic too often miss-
ing from our immigration policy. I urge my col-
leagues to support its passage.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GIB-
BONS). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. SMITH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4838, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be discharged
from the further consideration of the
Senate bill (S. 2812) to amend the Im-
migration and Nationality Act to pro-
vide a waiver of the oath of renunci-
ation and allegiance for naturalization
of aliens having certain disabilities,
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

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

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I yield to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. SMITH) for an explanation.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, let
me explain that the purpose of the re-
quest is to amend the companion Sen-
ate bill and send it back to the Senate
with the text of H.R. 4838 which the
House has just passed.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Re-
claiming my time, I thank the gen-
tleman for his response.

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.

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

There was no objection.
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol-

lows:
S. 2812

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. WAIVER OF OATH OF RENUNCIATION

AND ALLEGIANCE FOR NATURALIZA-
TION OF ALIENS HAVING CERTAIN
DISABILITIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The last sentence of sec-
tion 337(a) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1448(a)) is amended to
read as follows: ‘‘The Attorney General may

waive the taking of the oath if in the opinion
of the Attorney General the applicant for
naturalization is an individual with a dis-
ability, or a child, who is unable to under-
stand or communicate an understanding of
the meaning of the oath. If the Attorney
General waives the oath for such an indi-
vidual, the individual shall be considered to
have met the requirements of section
316(a)(3) as to attachment to the Constitu-
tion and well disposition to the United
States.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subsection (a) shall apply to indi-
viduals who applied for naturalization be-
fore, on, or after the date of enactment of
this Act.

MOTION OFFERED BY MR. SMITH OF TEXAS

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
offer a motion.

The Clerk read, as follows:
Mr. SMITH of Texas moves to strike out all

after the enacting clause of S. 2812 and in
lieu thereof insert the text of H.R. 4838 as
passed by the House.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate bill was ordered to be

read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

A similar House bill (H.R. 4838) was
laid on the table.
f

PIPELINE SAFETY IMPROVEMENT
ACT OF 2000

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the Sen-
ate bill (S. 2438) to provide for en-
hanced safety, public awareness, and
environmental protection in pipeline
transportation, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 2438

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 TITLE

49, UNITED STATES CODE.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as

the ‘‘Pipeline Safety Improvement Act of
2000’’.

(b) AMENDMENT OF TITLE 49, UNITED STATES
CODE.—Except as otherwise expressly pro-
vided, whenever in this Act an amendment
or repeal is expressed in terms of an amend-
ment to, or a repeal of, a section or other
provision, the reference shall be considered
to be made to a section or other provision of
title 49, United States Code.
SEC. 2. IMPLEMENTATION OF INSPECTOR GEN-

ERAL RECOMMENDATIONS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise re-

quired by this Act, the Secretary shall im-
plement the safety improvement rec-
ommendations provided for in the Depart-
ment of Transportation Inspector General’s
Report (RT–2000–069).

(b) REPORTS BY THE SECRETARY.—Not later
than 90 days after the date of enactment of
this Act, and every 90 days thereafter until
each of the recommendations referred to in
subsection (a) has been implemented, the
Secretary shall transmit to the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation
of the Senate and the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure of the House of
Representatives a report on the specific ac-
tions taken to implement such recommenda-
tions.

(c) REPORTS BY THE INSPECTOR GENERAL.—
The Inspector General shall periodically
transmit to the Committees referred to in
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