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four-year average rate for the team was 74
percent.

Indeed, Paterno said, ‘‘The purpose of col-
lege football is to serve education, not the
other way around.’’

Joe and Sue Paterno have give much of
their lives to college football during Joe’s 51
year career at my alma mater, and in 1997,
announced their intention to give $3.5 million
dollars to endow new faculty positions and
scholarships, thus continuing their commitment
to academic success. As part of this endow-
ment, special new construction projects are
being undertaken, including the Pasquerilla
Spiritual Center, a new interfaith chapel as
well as an all sports museum to be built on
campus.

Coach Paterno once said ‘‘A great library is
the hear of a great university.’’ He and his wife
established the Paterno Libraries endowment
in 1984, growing the fund to over $4 million
dollars. The Paternos have ensured greatness
for library facilities and academics at Penn
State by serving as co-chairs of the campaign
to expand the Pattee Library. Their efforts
helped raise $14 million to expand the library,
including a personal contribution of $250,000.
The expansion doubled the size of the library,
and the University dedicated the new wing in
September of last year, aptly naming the new
expansion the Paterno Library.

In conclusion Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope
the Members of the House of Representatives
will join me in recognizing the contributions
Coach Paterno has given to America, not just
as successful football coach, but as an exam-
ple of loyalty, dedication, and commitment to
improving oneself in life. I salute JoPa, and
wish him the very best of luck.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H. Res. 276, to honor Joe Paterno for
his commitment to academics, service and citi-
zenship and to congratulate Penn State Coach
Paterno for his many coaching accomplish-
ments including his 324th career coaching vic-
tory.

I thank my colleague, Congressman JOHN
PETERSON, who represents the 5th District of
Pennsylvania which includes my alma mater,
The Pennsylvania State University, for spon-
soring this resolution.

This resolution is a fitting tribute to one of
the giants of American college football. It ac-
knowledges the accomplishments of Joe
Paterno on the football field as the winning
major college football coach in history. He sur-
passed the former record of 323 wins held by
the legendary Paul ‘‘Bear’’ Bryant when the
Nittany Lions came from behind to defeat Big
Ten rival Ohio State by a score of 29–27 on
October 27.

What makes the record so special, espe-
cially for Penn State alumni and fans, is that
all those wins have come as Coach Paterno
paced the sidelines as head coach for Penn
State, where he has spent his entire coaching
career.

This resolution also recognizes Joe Paterno
for being a mentor and role model for his play-
ers. When he launched ‘‘The Great Experi-
ment’’ upon taking the helm in 1966 as head
football coach at Penn State, he wanted to
demonstrate that Division I college student-
athletes could achieve greatness on the foot-
ball field while also excelling in the classroom
and becoming valuable assets to their commu-
nities after receiving their degrees and leaving
the gridiron.

There can be no doubt that ‘‘The Great Ex-
periment’’ has been successful. Joe’s teams
have twice been national champions. They
have had five perfect seasons. They hold the
NCAA record for post-season bowl wins at 20.
Joe is the only coach to have won all four tra-
ditional New Year’s Day bowl games—the
Rose, Sugar, Cotton and Orange—as well as
the Fiesta Bowl. Joe has been named ‘‘Coach
of the Year’’ by the American Football Coach-
es Association an unprecedented four times.
He’s coached 55 first-team football All-Ameri-
cans.

As significant as all those records and acco-
lades are, there are other statistics in Coach
Paterno’s coaching career to which I believe
he would give greater import. That’s the value
of ‘‘The Great Experiment’’ at Penn State
which Joe Paterno places on the student side
of student-athlete.

He has coached 21 first-term Academic All-
Americans; 14 Hall of Fame Scholar-Athletes;
and 17 NCAA postgraduate scholarship win-
ners. In addition, between 1996 and 2000
under Joe’s tutelage, Penn State had 69 Aca-
demic All-Big Ten football honorees, more
than any other big Ten Conference institution
during those years. Joe takes great pride in
the number of young men in his football pro-
gram who receives their degrees from Penn
State, and in the 2000 NCAA Graduation Rate
Report, the four-year graduation rate of Coach
Paterno’s players was over 76 percent. The
national average is 48 percent.

In 1983 shortly after his first national cham-
pionship, he challenged Penn State’s Board of
Trustees to make the University number one
in academics as well as athletics and began
his crusade for the libraries at Penn State.
With his wife Sue, Joe served as co-chair of
the Campaign for the Library which raised $11
million to expand and double the size of the
existing library on Penn State’s University
Park campus. In a fitting tribute to Joe and
Sue, the new world-class facility dedicated last
September bears the name Paterno Library.

Joe and Sue Paterno are generous in their
tireless work and commitment to Penn State,
not only through their volunteer efforts, but
through their financial contributions. Their $3.5
million gift to Penn State for academic scholar-
ships, faculty endowments and campus build-
ing projects is the most generous ever given
to a university by a coach and his family.

Joe Paterno is one of those rare and won-
derful individuals whose life is grounded in the
highest of values, integrity, and service and
who is true to his God, his family and his fel-
low man. Penn State and the Commonwealth
of Pennsylvania have been blessed with his
presence and now it is fitting that the people’s
House recognize his commitment to aca-
demics, service and citizenship and congratu-
late and thank him for his contributions to col-
lege football and to the nation.

We salute Coach Paterno, his wife Sue and
his family, all the teams he has lead over the
years to victory and all the young men who
have not only learned how to play football
under his tutelage, but who have learned life
lessons from one of the best teachers they
could ever have.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
Members to adopt the resolution.

I have no further requests for time,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FORBES). The question is on the motion

offered by the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. ISAKSON) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 276.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT
SCHOOLS SHOULD SET ASIDE
TIME TO ALLOW CHILDREN TO
PRAY FOR, OR QUIETLY RE-
FLECT ON BEHALF OF THE NA-
TION DURING THIS TIME OF
STRUGGLE
Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I move

to suspend the rules and agree to the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 239)
expressing the sense of Congress that
schools in the United States should set
aside a sufficient period of time to
allow children to pray for, or quietly
reflect on behalf of, the Nation during
this time of struggle against the forces
of international terrorism.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. CON. RES. 239

Whereas section 4 of title 4, United States
Code, establishes the Pledge of Allegiance to
the Flag and describes such Pledge as includ-
ing the phrase ‘‘one Nation under God, indi-
visible, with liberty and justice for all’’;

Whereas in 1954 President Dwight D. Eisen-
hower, referring to the reference to God in
the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag, said
that the Nation had reaffirmed ‘‘the tran-
scendence of religious faith in America’s her-
itage and future; in this way we shall con-
stantly strengthen those spiritual weapons
which forever will be our country’s most
powerful resource in peace and war’’; and

Whereas President George W. Bush has
asked the people of the United States to pray
for those who suffered as a result of the
atrocities committed against the United
States on September 11, 2001: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of
Congress that schools in the United States
should set aside a sufficient period of time to
allow children to pray for, or quietly reflect
on behalf of, the Nation during this time of
struggle against the forces of international
terrorism.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE
MILLER) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on House Concurrent Resolution
239.

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

There was no objection.
Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, this resolution encour-

ages and does not require the schools of
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America to set aside a sufficient period
of time for children in America to pray
for or reflect on our Nation in this
time of battle and tribulation because
of the terrorist acts.

Mr. Speaker, I am confident that
there will be those who express concern
that prayer and schools might be men-
tioned in the same resolution, but at
the outset of this debate it should be
quite clear that this is clearly an op-
tion and not a mandate.

A lot of things have become quite
clear in the United States of America
since September 11. It has become po-
litically correct to sing God Bless
America rather than fight songs at
athletic events. All of us have reflected
passionately and quietly and, many
times, sadly on the blessings we have
individually received and the blessings
of this Nation. But we should be vigi-
lant, even in the most terrible trying
times possible, to recognize and pre-
serve the constitutional freedoms that
make this country great.

Our Constitution prohibits us in this
government from establishing religion,
but it preserves forever the right of
Americans to practice their religion.

b 2100

Mr. Speaker, there have been many
great enemies to the citizens of Amer-
ica in our history. From 1950 through
the early 1990s the Soviet Union was
one. That was a government that be-
lieved that prayer and religion should
be nonexistent, and it was basically a
cornerstone of that nation. They built
an Iron Curtain in Eastern Europe.
They preserved themselves for 40 years
or a little over, but eventually they
died.

On the other extreme there is Amer-
ica’s enemy today, the Taliban, that
not only establish a religion but force
its practice, and only its practice, with
the most horrible of retribution to any-
body that thinks or meditates dif-
ferently.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) has
brought to this House a resolution
which falls clearly in between those
two extremes and precisely why the
United States of America was founded
in the first place. The gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) has asked
and is asking this house to adopt a res-
olution that says to our schools, it is
appropriate if you choose to establish a
period of time, if you will, for those
who would pray for our Nation in this
time of trouble, to do so in the way
they see fit, voluntarily, and for others
to reflect on this Nation in our time of
peril and distress.

It mandates nothing. It requires
nothing. But it recognizes as the motto
above the chair of the Speaker which
states that in the America we founded,
we place the trust in our people, that
they could freely worship in the way
they saw fit, pay tribute to the God of
their choice, and enjoy living in a na-
tion where they had sufficient time to
practice their faith their way.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage the Mem-
bers of this House to adopt this concur-
rent resolution.

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

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, while no one can quar-
rel with what the supporters of this
resolution suggest they want, and that
is for reflection and time for children
to consider what is going on in this
country, once we suggest that the
school is going to set aside time for the
children to pray or reflect quietly, it
does not say that they shall pray quiet-
ly, it does not say they shall pray si-
lently, I believe we are now treading
into the question of the school setting
the content of that prayer.

There is nothing today that prevents
schoolchildren from praying volun-
tarily at their own time on behalf of
this Nation or people in harm or the
victims of terrorism; but what we
should not do is, we should not have
the school dictating that should take
place at an appointed time and place.

If the schools want to have a moment
of silence, the child may then pick that
moment of silence to reflect in any
manner or pray in any manner that
they want, but this resolution goes be-
yond that. I am afraid that this resolu-
tion is really about, once again, trying
to introduce some form of content or
prayer into the schools under the guise
of the tragedies of September 11 and
the events that have occurred since
then. We should really not do that.

We should really understand that we
are very clear about the rights of chil-
dren to pray in school. If the student
groups meet on student property, then
religious groups have an equal right to
meet on school property and to pray;
and the courts have protected students’
individual rights to pray in a non-
disruptive manner and have approved
attempts by school districts to accom-
modate students in this resolution.

But this resolution is different than
that, because while it is voluntary
from the Congress and it is voluntary
for the school to do it, but once the
school sets aside time to pray for the
country in that manner, then I believe
they have crossed the line.

I wish that we would understand that
we have every right to call for people
to reflect and to pray in the interest in
this country; and they will or they will
not. Hopefully they have, and millions
and millions of Americans and their
children and their families have made
that decision to pray in their places of
worship, to pray around the dinner
table, to pray in their homes before
they go to sleep at night or when they
first wake up in the morning or what-
ever suits them. I hope that that would
continue.

But I think that this resolution is
mistaken. And I think that this resolu-
tion is ill-considered and I would hope
that the Congress would not pass it.

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

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in very strong support
of H. Con. Res. 239, a timely and very
necessary call for prayer and/or spir-
itual reflection during this time of ex-
treme challenge.

Mr. Speaker, as the father of four, I
know that kids have vexing questions
and myriad doubts and concerns over
the recent spate of horrific terrorist
acts. In the minds of many of our
young people and in the minds of the
old alike, cruelty, mass murder, ter-
rorism defy easy answers. It seems to
me that prayer or spiritual reflection
in all venues, not just in the church,
not just at home, but in all venues, in-
cluding school, fosters healing and fos-
ters reconciliation.

The why of it, the questions con-
cerning the essence of good and evil
defy simply logic. To understand the
depravity of September 11 requires all
of us to look deeply at the hearts and
at matters spiritual.

The gentleman from North Carolina’s
(Mr. JONES) modest call for prayer or,
and I emphasize the word ‘‘or,’’ quiet
reflection is a positive, constructive,
liberating and very necessary thing.
Our young people need encouragement
to pray and they need encouragement
to reflect.

Frankly, I find it bewildering and
disappointing that this modest pro-
posal should engender any opposition
at all. There is nothing dangerous or
risky about encouraging and even ad-
monishing children to pray and to re-
flect. The gentleman from North Caro-
lina (Mr. JONES) does not prescribe any
specific prayer, nor is there anything
in this resolution concerning specific
content.

I would hope that our children would
be inspired not only to pray, but to
pray for wisdom and understanding and
strength, and also to pray for the vic-
tims and their families and their
friends. There are a lot of hurting peo-
ple out there. They need prayer. And I
think we should encourage our kids to
pray.

I would hope America’s young people
would pray for reconciliations among
people of disparate and often con-
flicting perspectives, and to pray for
justice for those who perpetrate these
crimes and cruelty.

Mr. Speaker, prayer and spiritual re-
flection are as necessary as food and
oxygen, and without it, our kids are de-
prived of the most essential element in
building character. This is an excellent
resolution and I hope we get a unani-
mous vote.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT).

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, we find ourselves in the
wake of September 11 and we are using
the tragedy to pass controversial legis-
lation. It is not the first time, of
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course. Just a few days ago we repealed
the alternative minimum tax, a tax on
corporations who have loopholes and
deductions and were paying no tax at
all. We had an alternative minimum
tax for them to pay, and under the
name of economic stimulus, this House
voted to repeal that tax.

In the name of airline security in the
wake of September 11, we had a bill
that included tort reform that had
been defeated year after year. In the
name of antiterrorist crime legislation,
we had wiretap authority that applied
to cases that had nothing to do with
terrorism, in fact, in some cases had
nothing to do with any alleged crime.
And we passed excessive wiretap au-
thority in the wake of September 11.

Now we are using September 11 to try
to pass prayer in public school. The
last time we had hearings on the issue
of prayer in public school, we had de-
liberations, subcommittee and com-
mittee, and when it came to the floor,
it was defeated. It was defeated because
we know that children can already
pray in public school today. They have
that option. They do not need the bill.
They can pray. If the teacher passes
out a math test, they can pray. Before
the meal, they can say grace. That is
okay. That is allowed today.

What we cannot do is instruct the
children to pray whether they want to
or not. This resolution not only tells
them to pray, but tells them what to
pray for, and reserves, according to the
resolution, a sufficient period of time
during the day for prayer or quiet re-
flection, whatever that sufficient pe-
riod of time during the day means. I
mean, some religions require prayers
several times a day. Some religions
have prayers that are relatively long,
others relatively short. I do not know
who decides.

I received a letter today from Rev-
erend Barry Lynn, the Executive Direc-
tor of Americans United, who said in
his letter, ‘‘Students already have an
individual right to pray voluntarily in
school as long as they are not disrup-
tive. This resolution, however, is a rad-
ical departure from constitutional
standards because it calls for a manda-
tory time of classroom prayer on a spe-
cific topic. This resolution instructs
children specifically what to pray for.
Under our constitutional separation of
church and state, it is the job of par-
ents and clergy, not the government,
to tell children when to pray, how to
pray and what to pray for.’’

He cites Justice Anthony Kennedy
who explained in Lee v. Weisman, a
1992 case, ‘‘The First Amendment’s re-
ligious clauses mean that religious be-
liefs and religious expression are too
precious to either be proscribed or pre-
scribed by the state.’’

Mr. Speaker, because we know that
children can already pray and because
this resolution has not gone through
the regular process, it encourages
school districts to violate the Constitu-
tion. It is ambiguous, and it uses the
September 11 tragedy as an excuse to

pass legislation which has failed in the
past when subjected to the regular
process.

I would urge my colleagues to defeat
this resolution.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
distinguished gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. JONES), the author of
this resolution.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, let me say to my liberal
friends on the other side, we very sel-
dom agree, but I respect you. I always
have and I always will. On this subject,
I am a little bit disappointed. It is not
a nonbinding resolution.

We come on this floor every day and
we pray. And all we are saying to chil-
dren who are hurting badly because of
September 11, because of evil people
who have come to this country and
killed their fellow Americans, all we
are saying to fifth graders, sixth grad-
ers, seventh graders, that we as a Con-
gress encourage.

This Nation was founded on Judeo-
Christian principles. Whether people
like it or not, before Madelyn Murray,
they prayed in the schools. If you look
at recent rulings that I am going to
make reference to in just a moment on
a Virginia case, it is coming back
whether we like it or not.

In a country that respects different
religions, whether you are Muslim,
whether you are Catholic, whether you
are a Jew, whether you are Protestant,
we cannot pass a nonbinding resolution
to say we as a Congress, who pray
every day, are saying to the children of
America in a nonbinding way that
America needs your prayers. Whether
you are young, whether you are old,
America is hurting and hurting badly.

Mr. Speaker, I go back to my district
like everybody on that side and on this
side and I go into the school rooms and
I listen to the children. At times, like
my good friends on the other side who
oppose this nonbinding resolution, I
listen to the children. Whether they
are in the high school, the elementary
school or the middle school, they are
constantly asking what is happening.
The terrorists, where are they in this
country? What will happen next? And
for this body to be able to say to the
young people, we are not telling you
that you must reflect, we are not tell-
ing you that you must pray, but we as
a Congress pray.

The President of the United States
has asked that we pray. The governors
of the States, both liberal and conserv-
ative, have asked that we pray. And to
have this resolution on the floor just to
show support and encouragement to
the children of America to reflect or
pray, I just respect, again, but I do not
understand the opposition to this, but I
respect it because that is what makes
America great, that we can disagree. I
do respect that.

b 2115
I also want to read, if I might, just a

moment from the Washington Post,

says Virginia minute of silence sur-
vives test in high court. Fourth circuit
ruling allowed to stand without com-
ment. Virginia’s requirement that pub-
lic school children start their day with
a minute of silence passed constitu-
tional muster yesterday when U.S. Su-
preme Court let stand a lower court
ruling that the law does not violate the
First Amendment. The law, which took
effect last year, requires that all stu-
dents observe a minute of quiet during
which they may meditate, pray or en-
gage in other silent activity.

The law has been challenged by seven
Virginia families backed by the volun-
teer lawyers from the American Civil
Liberties Union. They argue that in-
cluding prayer among the approved ac-
tivities violated the constitutional ban
on State-sponsored religion and con-
flicted with a 1985 ruling in an Ala-
bama case that struck down a moment
of silent law that also included prayer.

The ACLU argument was rejected at
every court level, and public schools
have been observing the moment of si-
lence since July of the year 2000.

Let me say to the gentleman from
California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER), with
whom I have served on the Committee
on Resources and have great respect
for his intellectual ability, as well as
the other gentleman that has spoken,
this is from a news article. It has got
firemen around a flag, a moment of si-
lence at ground zero. A moment of si-
lent at ground zero.

It says: Students pray at school
events, this is 2 weeks ago, despite re-
strictions. Search for spiritual solace
continues. God has made a comeback
at the Nation’s public schools as stu-
dents and educators look for spiritual
solace in the wake of the September 11
terrorist attacks. At a high school in
Texas, athletes and cheerleaders and
members of the band broke into an
open recitation of the Lord’s prayer as
they gathered in the end zone before a
football game last week.

I do not know, and if I mispronounce
this, please forgive me, Rancho Car-
mel, California, and the gentleman
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER)
can tell me if I did or did not, I want
to read from a minister named David
Overstreet of the National Network of
Youth Ministries in Rancho Carmel,
California. I do not know if that is the
gentleman from California’s (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER) district or someone
else’s. Let me tell my colleague what
he said: Our kids today are reaching
out for something and the reality is
that these kids are seeking peace, the
real peace that is provided by God, ob-
served Reverend David Overstreet.

Again, I respect each and everyone
that will speak in opposition to this
nonbinding resolution, but I will say
from the bottom of my heart that a
Nation founded on Judeo-Christian
principles, if America’s future, which is
the children of America, cannot be en-
couraged in this time of war and the
death of over 6,000 fellow Americans to
have a moment to reflect or a moment
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of prayer and all we are talking about
is passing a resolution, the sense of the
Congress, it is nonbinding; but I do
again respect those who are in opposi-
tion, and I am sure I might have an-
other opportunity before we conclude.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 1 minute.

Let me just say these two points.
One, I have supported for a long time a
moment of silence, and I think it is
quite proper and quite helpful to young
children. Two, this Nation was founded
on Christian-Judeo principles. It was
also founded on constitutional prin-
ciples; and we live under the Constitu-
tion, and there is a clash from time to
time.

What my colleagues do not get to do
is to have the State organize the pray-
er. A moment of silence could not be
more important than at this time, and
more and more schools can do it; and
as my colleague pointed out, the court
clearly has said that that is, in fact, al-
lowable. But what the schools do not
get to do is they do not get to organize
the times and conditions of that prayer
as called for, and this may be non-
binding, but the Congress on a binding
or nonbinding, they ought not to be
calling for unconstitutional acts. That
is not meeting our charge under our re-
sponsibilities in this office.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 8 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS).

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, as a
person of faith, I believe in the power
of prayer. Like millions of Americans,
I have prayed often for the victims of
the terrorist attacks of September 11,
and my prayers tonight are also with
America’s servicemen and -women now
in harm’s way in our war against ter-
rorism.

What makes our Nation different,
what makes our Nation different from
Afghanistan is that in America citizens
do not need their government to tell
them when and how to pray. The mil-
lions and millions of prayers offered up
by Americans since September 11 did
not occur because the Federal Govern-
ment dictated or suggested them to do
so in legislation. Rather, those prayers
occurred because of citizens’ personal
faith and choice to pray. That is as it
should be in a free society.

One might ask, well, what could be
wrong with a congressional resolution
suggesting that public schools should
set aside time for prayer or quiet re-
flection for our Nation? I would sug-
gest there are several things wrong
with this resolution.

First, in the first amendment to our
Constitution, our Founding Fathers
made it clear that government involve-
ment in religion should be considered
with the utmost care. In fact, they
dedicated the first 16 words of the Bill
of Rights to the principle that religion
is a private matter, not a government
responsibility.

Whether one supports or opposes this
resolution, to bring legislation to this
House floor that deals with the funda-
mental matter of religion and prayer,

without a single committee hearing,
without any testimony, is wrong. In
my opinion, such a frivolous handling
of the issue of prayer demeans the
sanctity of religious faith.

Second, this resolution may or may
not be constitutional. The gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. JONES) does
not know for sure. This resolution is
worded differently from the Virginia
law. Would it not be better to discuss
those vital questions in a committee
hearing of constitutional scholars be-
fore we vote on this matter on the floor
of the House rather than after?

Third, this resolution sets a dan-
gerous precedent by suggesting what
the subject should be of school chil-
dren’s prayers. As a parent, I want my
children to pray for our Nation in this
time of need; but as a citizen, I will say
here and everywhere, that the U.S.
Congress has absolutely no right tell-
ing my children how to pray. The Fed-
eral Government and this House has no
business telling any citizen, much less
children, what the subject of their
prayers should be.

If the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. JONES), President Bush or I want
to encourage others to pray for our Na-
tion, there is nothing wrong with that;
but there is something terribly wrong
with the United States Congress pass-
ing legislation that tells my children
what they should pray about in a pub-
lic, tax-supported school. The gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) has no right to tell my children
or anyone else’s children how, when or
about what they should pray.

In addition, this resolution refers to
former President Eisenhower’s descrip-
tion of religion and prayers as ‘‘spir-
itual weapons.’’ I have great respect for
President Eisenhower, but millions of
Americans of deep faith might not
agree that religion and prayer should
be thought of as ‘‘weapons.’’

Does this Congress really have the
wisdom and the constitutional author-
ity to start dictating or suggesting the
subject of school children’s private
prayers? If so, are we then to set up a
congressional committee, vote on what
subjects are and are not appropriate for
prayer in public schools? It seems to
me that process would be more appro-
priate in the Taliban’s Afghanistan
than in the United States.

The fourth problem is that this reso-
lution says ‘‘a sufficient period of
time’’ should be allowed for prayer or
quiet reflection in our schools. Does
this resolution envision Federal, State
or local governments having debates on
what is ‘‘sufficient time to pray″? To
someone, a 1-minute prayer might be
appropriate. In many religions, a 1-
minute prayer would be considered su-
perficial. To Muslim children, only one
prayer a day would be considered sac-
rilegious.

Under the recent Supreme Court de-
cision the gentleman from North Caro-
lina (Mr. JONES) addressed, schools will
face complex and difficult decisions in
determining whether or how to estab-

lish time for prayer and meditation.
Congress should not complicate that
matter tonight for local schools by get-
ting into the debate of defining what is
‘‘sufficient’’ time to pray and what the
subject of children’s prayers, however
well intentioned, should be.

Mr. Speaker, it is already legal for
children to pray in school. No law, no
government body has the power to out-
law private prayer. Children may al-
ready pray quietly in the classroom or
out loud before and after school. They
may pray out loud during their lunch
periods during school. The only prohi-
bition, and rightly so, is against gov-
ernment-organized, government-sanc-
tioned prayers in our public schools.

Mr. Speaker, another serious objec-
tion I have to this legislation is that it
frankly implies that congressional ac-
tion is needed to encourage American
citizens to pray. Nothing could be fur-
ther from the truth.

All of human history, including the
world today, has proven that religion
and prayer flourish best when politi-
cians and government stay out of our
matters of personal faith. It was wrong
when House Republicans in the last
Congress tried to pass a similar resolu-
tion dictating that it was the ‘‘nec-
essary duty’’ of Americans to pray.
Fortunately, that measure failed.

My hope is that Members of this
House will recognize that it is just as
wrong to dictate to school children or
to even suggest to school children
through legislative action of this Con-
gress the subject of their prayers.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation is un-
necessary at best. At worst it raises se-
rious constitutional questions and sets
the dangerous precedent of Congress
suggesting the subject of our children’s
prayers.

As an individual, I hope that Amer-
ican citizens will continue to pray for
our Nation; but as a matter of con-
science, those prayers should be their
choice, not Congress’, not the gen-
tleman from North Carolina’s (Mr.
JONES), and not mine.

Americans do not want and Ameri-
cans do not need government getting
involved in our prayers or our personal
faith. Vote ‘‘no’’ on this resolution.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, could
the Chair advise both sides of the re-
maining time, please.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FORBES). The gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. ISAKSON) has 6 minutes remaining.
The gentleman from California (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER) has 5 minutes remain-
ing.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES).

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to say to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS)
that, again, whether my colleague
agrees or disagrees, this is nonbinding.
It does not have the power of the law
behind it. It is just for the Congress to
make a statement to the children of
America.
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I have three military bases in my dis-

trict. I have Camp Lejeune Marine
Base in Jacksonville, I have Cherry
Point Marine Air Station, and Sey-
mour Air Force Base; and I go to a lot
of the schools where kids have parents
in uniform; and I know the questions
and concerns they have been asking
since September 11. If by chance,
whether this resolution passes or not,
if by chance the children will have that
moment to reflect or whatever they
might do, I am telling my colleague it
is just extremely important.

Let me share one thing with my col-
leagues that Billy Graham, who is a
well-known man of our Lord and Sav-
ior, his daughter Ann was on the CBS
Early Morning Show, and Jane Clayson
asked her and I will read this, Mr.
Speaker, how could God let something
like this happen. Ann Graham gave an
extremely profound and insightful re-
sponse, and I would like to read her re-
sponse.

She said, I believe that God is deeply
saddened by this just as we but for
years we have been telling God to get
out of the schools, to get out of the
government and to get out of our lives.
She further stated, In being the gen-
tleman that He is, meaning God, I be-
lieve that He has calmly backed out.
How can we expect God to give us His
blessings and His protections if we de-
mand that He leaves us alone. That is
one person’s opinion.
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The point I am trying to make, Mr.
Speaker, is that again, I am just one
Member of 435. I think it is important
that this Congress in a nonbinding way
say that we understand that the chil-
dren of America are hurting, and if the
children of America would like to have
a moment of prayer or a moment to re-
flect, then God bless the children of
America.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS).

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, let me
first respond to the statement of the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES). He said, ‘‘God has made a
comeback in our schools.’’ Frankly,
the God I pray to never left the
schools. And the God I pray to is so
powerful that no government body in
any nation has the ability to take God
or prayers out of our schools.

The gentleman, it is interesting,
talks about the importance of this res-
olution and says it is a nonbinding res-
olution. Well, the gentleman needs to
make up his mind. If it has no impact,
perhaps we should not be taking the
time of the Congress tonight to debate
it. But if it does have impact, I would
argue the case, with which many reli-
gious conservative organizations, in-
cluding many Christian organizations
in this country, that would agree with
my position that government ought
not to be suggesting or dictating pray-
ers; and especially should not be dic-
tating what the content of American

citizens and school children’s prayers
should be.

The fact is, if Members read the reso-
lution, it does not just say schools
should consider as one option possible
prayers. Schools should, should set
aside a sufficient period of time. That
word is with all of the authority and
respect that the institution and the
United States Congress might have in
this country.

It also, by the way, talks about what
to pray for. It does not mention, as the
gentleman from California (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER) mentioned, silent
prayers or out-loud prayers. If silent,
that is not what this resolution says. If
these prayers are out loud, my ques-
tion is, who is going to decide in the
classroom whose prayer is heard and
what prayer is given. Are we going to
have third graders deciding who is
going to give the prayer on the subject
that Congress has suggested they
should pray about?

It would be helpful before the end of
the debate if the gentleman could an-
swer the question raised by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE
MILLER) as to whether his resolution
contemplates prayers being given out
loud in our classrooms. If so, I would
suggest that raises use constitutional
questions. If not, then the gentleman
needs to rewrite his resolution, which
is exactly why we should have had a
committee hearing on an issue of such
great importance.

This resolution should not be on the
floor of the House tonight.

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

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT).

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, first of all,
I want to say I do not question the sin-
cerity of the gentleman from North
Carolina. He is a man of principle. We
are talking about the resolution, not
talking about the distinguished gen-
tleman from North Carolina.

This is a controversial resolution. It
might be constitutional; it might not.
If we worked on it consistent with the
Virginia supreme court case, we might
make it constitutional, but it is very
controversial. It prescribes what the
prayer is. Therefore, it ought not,
without any hearings at all, be adopt-
ed.

Mr. Speaker, if we want to help our
children, we might help them by hav-
ing school psychologists in the school.
Child health care with mental health
parity, I think that would help the
children. Smaller class sizes, that
would help the children. There are a lot
of ways we can help the children rather
than spending time on the floor of the
House debating a resolution such as
this.

I would hope that we defeat the reso-
lution and not suspend the rules.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I grew up as a Catholic
believing that God was all-knowing and

ever-present; and it was not until I
came to Congress and listened to these
debates that I thought anybody would
ever believe that a superintendent of
schools or a teacher or a congressman
could separate me from my God.

My God was always present. I could
reach out and converse with God, rely
on God, pray to God. Then I came to
the Congress, and there were Members
saying people could drive God out of
school, drive God out of Congress, drive
God out of here, drive God out of there.
Maybe, I do not know; but it was never
the God I understood that would travel
with me throughout my life, that
would always be there for me.

I find it interesting that somehow
people believe children’s faith is so
weak that it can be dismissed like that
by some school official, despite the
teachings of their families, church and
peers. I find it interesting that some-
how God just disappears. It is an in-
credible statement that I do not under-
stand regarding the underestimation of
the American people’s faith in their
God.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) for bringing this resolution, I
commend the gentleman from Virginia,
the gentleman from Texas, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey, and the gen-
tleman from California.

I am not a religious philosopher by
any stretch, and I would not stretch to
say I am a constitutional expert. But I
am reminded, as I listen to this debate,
that it is one of the reasons I am most
proud to be an American. Both the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) and the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gentlemen
on the other side have raised the con-
sciousness of our country in this de-
bate. Their arguments are not based on
grounds that are against religion. They
are based on the fundamentals and pro-
tection of religion, as our Constitution
intends it to be, and I respect that.

I am somewhat reminded of a quote
from Floyd Patterson shortly before he
went into the ring to fight a title bout
for the heavyweight championship of
the world. Known to be a religious
man, he was asked by a sportswriter,
‘‘Mr. Patterson, is God on your side?’’
And he said, ‘‘I only hope God knows I
am on his side.’’

Regardless of the opinions in this de-
bate, it is my conclusive belief that
every Member of Congress falls in that
same category as Mr. Patterson. While
we may have differences on the intent
of this legislation, it is patently clear
it is permissive, not mandatory; re-
spectful, not dictatorial; and it recog-
nizes that at a time and place of trag-
edy in our country, it is only appro-
priate that America’s children have the
opportunity in their own way to reflect
or to pray.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) and those on both sides of the
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debate. I urge Members to adopt the
resolution.

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am proud to
support House Concurrent Resolution 239.

The atrocities committed against the United
States on September 11, the ongoing threats
to our national security, and the realization
that ordinary Americans can be targets in the
struggle against the forces of domestic and
international terrorism have left our Nation
searching for comfort. They have also led
many of us to pray and reflect on behalf of the
Nation, each in our own way, and according to
our own understanding of God. When events
occur that confound and enrage and hurt us
so deeply, it is natural for humankind, and
Americans especially, to take time to seek
wisdom and consolation from the Creator. I
believe such times of spirituality are something
to be encouraged, especially among our chil-
dren.

This House Concurrent Resolution makes
clear Congress’s support that America’s
schools should set aside a sufficient period of
time to allow children to pray for, or quietly re-
flect on behalf of, the Nation during the difficult
days we now face. I believe such ‘‘moments of
silence’’ merely given students a choice—not
a mandate—to pray and reflect, and are not
only constitutional, but also consistent with this
Nation’s heritage of recognizing that America
is indeed ‘‘one Nation under God,’’ as so
many students around this great land recite
each school day.

As President Eisenhower once said, refer-
ring to the reference to God in the Pledge of
Allegiance, our Nation is one that reaffirms
‘‘the transcendence of religious faith in Amer-
ica’s heritage and future; in this way we shall
constantly strengthen those spiritual weapons
which forever will be our country’s most pow-
erful resource in peace and war.’’ It is appro-
priate that our schools encourage their stu-
dents to seek comfort and answers—and
strength—in their faith.

I urge my colleagues to support House Con-
current Resolution 239.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FORBES). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. ISAKSON) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the concurrent
resolution, H. Con. Res. 239.

The question was taken.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

RESERVISTS EDUCATION
PROTECTION ACT OF 2001

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 3240) to amend
title 38, United States Code, to restore
certain education benefits of individ-

uals being ordered to active duty as
part of Operation Enduring Freedom.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 3240

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Reservists
Education Protection Act of 2001’’.
SEC. 2. RESTORATION OF CERTAIN EDUCATION

BENEFITS OF INDIVIDUALS BEING
ORDERED TO ACTIVE DUTY AS PART
OF OPERATION ENDURING FREE-
DOM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Sections 3013(f)(2)(A),
3231(a)(5)(B)(i), and 3511(a)(2)(B)(i) of title 38,
United States Code, are each amended by
striking ‘‘, in connection with the Persian
Gulf War, to serve on active duty under sec-
tion 672 (a), (d), or (g), 673, 673b, or 688 of title
10;’’ and inserting ‘‘to serve on active duty
under section 688, 12301(a), 12301(d), 12301(g),
12302, or 12304 of title 10;’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Sections
3013(f)(2)(B) and 3231(a)(5)(B)(ii) of such title
are each amended by striking ‘‘, in connec-
tion with such War,’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect on
September 11, 2001.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as chairman of the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, I
strongly encourage Members to sup-
port H.R. 3240, the Reservist Education
Protection Act of 2001, and am pleased
that the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
EVANS) has joined me in sponsoring
this. We are up to 34 Members who
have cosponsored this important legis-
lation.

Mr. Speaker, as many as 10,000 of the
50,000 Reservists and Guard members
the President called to active duty on
September 18, 2001, may have had their
education interrupted by their selfless
service to our Nation. These service
members should not lose any of the
educational benefits they have earned
because they answered the call to duty.
The Reservist Education Protection
Act of 2001 would reinstate VA edu-
cational entitlement to those called up
for Operation Enduring Freedom, as
well as those called up in future na-
tional emergencies.

This bipartisan legislation would
allow any service member who is mobi-
lized after September 11 and had to
disenroll from college or other schools
to regain any monthly VA educational
entitlement payments lost due to the
call-up. Our bill accomplishes this by
increasing the number of months of VA
education entitlement equal to the
months deducted for the incomplete
course. These men and women would
also regain time to attend school by
extending the 10 years that they al-
ready have to use their benefit by a pe-

riod equal to the period of active duty
for which they were called up, plus 4
months. For example, if a service mem-
ber is mobilized for 6 months, he or she
would have 10 months added to his or
her 10-year delimiting period.

Mr. Speaker, in 1991, during the Per-
sian Gulf War, Congress addressed this
same issue and protected VA edu-
cational entitlements under both the
chapter 30 Montgomery GI bill active
duty program and the then-chapter 106
program for members of the Selected
Reserve. Such protections were for the
Persian Gulf War only.

I would note that the service mem-
bers using the current chapter 1606
Montgomery GI bill program under
title 10, U.S. Code, are already pro-
tected.

Let us tell the men and women mobi-
lized that Congress stands with them
as they serve our Nation during Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom. I urge sup-
port of H.R. 3240.

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

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support the
measure before us and salute the chair-
man, the gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. SMITH).

Qualifying veterans, members of the
Guard and Reserve and service mem-
bers serving on active duty are eligible
for veterans’ educational benefits ad-
ministered by the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs. Those eligible for VA
education benefits are entitled to re-
ceive a specified number of monthly
payments to further their education.

During a period of conflict, active
duty servicemen and Reservists may
need to leave school before an aca-
demic term has been completed in
order to perform military service in
the Nation’s defense. Although these
men and women have used a part of
their VA education benefits to begin a
term of study, they are unable to com-
plete their academic work. Unfortu-
nately, under current law, the entitle-
ment these men and women have used
is not restored for their future use even
though their studies have been inter-
rupted to serve this Nation.

During the Gulf War, Congress ad-
dressed this issue to protect the edu-
cation benefits of our men and women
in uniform. Chapter 30 in title 38, as
well as chapter 1606 in title 10, were
amended to provide for reinstating a
veteran student’s entitlement to pro-
vide for reinstating a veteran student’s
entitlement to education benefits if
the courses in which he was enrolled
were interrupted for active duty serv-
ice.
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This applied equally to chapter 1606
and chapter 30 beneficiaries and, im-
portantly, the reinstated benefits had
to be ‘‘in connection with the Persian
Gulf War.’’ In 1999, Congress amended
this law by deleting the limiting lan-
guage for chapter 1606. Because of this
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