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of this House is preventing us from get-
ting votes on three amendments: one
to ensure that our friends in New York
get the relief they were promised 2
months ago; the second to make cer-
tain that we increase the Pentagon
budget in areas thought necessary;
and, third, to increase our homeland
security.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the leadership of
this House to allow us to vote on those
three amendments. They do not need
to vote for them, just allow us to vote
on them.

There was an amendment today of-
fered on New York which purports to
take care of those problems. With all
due respect, in my view, any Member of
the New York delegation who tries to
walk around in public using that as a
fig leaf would be arrested for indecent
exposure because that amendment does
virtually nothing. It gives no political
cover; and it should not, because it pro-
vides no substantive improvement.

I urge the House to allow us to vote
on those three amendments. This in-
volves the national security of the
United States. We should not be oper-
ating under a gag rule. We should not
be relying on a traffic cone as a major
deterrent on the Canadian border, and
that is what we will be doing without
the amendment that we want to vote
on when we return.

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
SENATE

A further message from the Senate
by Mr. Monahan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed a
bill of the following title in which the
concurrence of the House is requested:

S. Con. Res. 85. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for a conditional adjournment or re-
cess of the Senate and a conditional adjourn-
ment of the House of Representatives.

———

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

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

——————

COMPUTER SECURITY ENHANCE-
MENT AND RESEARCH ACT OF
2001

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

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, today I am
introducing the Computer Security En-
hancement and Research Act of 2001.
This legislation will address the long-
term needs in securing our Nation’s in-
formation infrastructure and will
strengthen the security of the non-
classified computer systems of Federal
agencies. The bill establishes a re-
search and development program on
computer and network security at the
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National Institute of Standards and
Technology. It also strengthens the in-
stitute’s existing responsibilities in de-
veloping best computer security prac-
tices and standards in assisting Federal
agencies to implement effective com-
puter and network security.

Because of the September 11 tragedy,
attention is now focused in an unprece-
dented way on increasing our security
against terrorism. Our concerns in-
clude protecting critical national in-
frastructures. Today, security has to
mean more than Ilocking doors or
guarding buildings and installing metal
detectors.

In addition to physical security, vir-
tual systems that are vital to our Na-
tion’s economy must be protected.
Telecommunications and computer
technologies are vulnerable to attack
from far away by enemies who can re-
main anonymous, hidden in the vast
maze of the Internet. Examples of sys-
tems that rely on computer networks
include the electric power grid, rail
networks, and financial transaction
networks. Just as enemies are achiev-
ing a sophistication to use the most
complex weapons against us, our vital
computer networks have become more
interconnected and more accessible
and, therefore, more vulnerable via the
Internet.

The vulnerability of the Internet to
computer viruses, denial-of-service at-
tacks, and defaced Web sites is well
known. These widely reported events
have increased in frequency over time.
These attacks disrupt business and
government activities sometimes re-
sulting in significant economic recov-
ery costs. While no catastrophic
cyberattack has occurred thus far,
Richard Clarke, the President’s new
cyberterrorism czar, has said that the
Government must make cybersecurity
a priority or face, in his words, the pos-
sibility of a digital Pearl Harbor.

While potentially vulnerable com-
puter systems are largely owned and
operated by the private sector, the
Government has an important role in
supporting the research and develop-
ment activities that will provide the
tools for protecting information sys-
tems. An essential component for en-
suring improved information security
is a vigorous and creative research pro-
gram focused on the security of
networked information systems. Unfor-
tunately, witnesses at a recent Com-
mittee on Science and Technology
hearing indicated that current R&D ef-
forts fall far short of what is required.

Witnesses at that hearing noted the
anemic level of funding for research on
computer and network security. This
lack of funding has resulted in the lack
of critical mass of researchers in the
field and a lack of focus on safe, incre-
mental research projects. The wit-
nesses advocated increased and sus-
tained research funding from a Federal
agency assigned the role to support
such research on a long-term basis. To
date, Federal support for computer se-
curity research has been directed at de-
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fense and intelligence needs. While this
work on encryption and defense sys-
tems security protocols are absolutely
vital, very little has been done on the
civilian side of communications secu-
rity.

The bill I am introducing explicitly
addresses this gap in Federal support
for computer security. My bill charges
the National Institute of Standards
and Technology with implementing a
substantial program of research sup-
port based at institutions of higher
education designed to improve the se-
curity of networked information sys-
tems. The research program is author-
ized for a 10-year period, growing from
$25 million in the first year to $85 mil-
lion in the fifth year. This may sound
like a substantial amount of money,
but the billions of dollars that are lost
in successful computer attacks makes
this paltry by comparison. Although
the award would go to universities, the
research projects may involve collabo-
ration with for-profit companies that
develop information security products.

The bill establishes a flexible man-
agement approach for the research pro-
gram. It is based upon management
style that has been used effectively by
DARPA, the Defense Advanced Re-
search Projects Agency, to spur ad-
vances in high technology fields. Spe-
cifically, management of the research
program will rely on program man-
agers who are both knowledgeable
about computer security issues and
needs and familiar with the research
community. These program managers
will be responsible for identifying and
nurturing talented researchers and for
generating innovative research pro-
posals. Although program managers
will have considerable freedom in man-
aging their individual research port-
folios, each will be reviewed periodi-
cally by NIST senior managers and by
outside computer security experts. To
ensure its relevance and continued
need of this program, it will be re-
viewed in its fifth year for scientific
merit and relevance by the National
Academy of Sciences.

An expanded university-based re-
search program will train new graduate
students as well as postdoctoral re-
search assistants, as well as attracting
seasoned researchers to the field. The
result will be a larger and more vibrant
basic research enterprise in computer-
related security fields. A separate set
of awards will be available to support
postdoctoral research fellowships and
senior research fellowships both at uni-
versities and at NIST. The bill also in-
creases support for ongoing, in-house
computer security at NIST.

The Computer Security Enhance-
ment and Research Act of 2001 builds
on the long experience of NIST in de-
veloping computer security standards
and practices by placing new respon-
sibilities on the agency for building up
the Nation’s basic research enterprise
in information security. By enlarging
and strengthening the research enter-
prise, we can generate the ideas, ap-
proaches, and technologies needed to
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provide for future cybersecurity in an
insecure world.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the staff of the
Committee on Science and Technology
for their assistance in drafting this leg-
islation, as well as the strong and hard
efforts of Ms. Brooke Davidson on my
staff, who has worked on this issue
very diligently.

—————

CONDITIONAL ADJOURNMENT OF
HOUSE AND RECESS OR AD-
JOURNMENT OF SENATE UNTIL
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 27, 2001

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following privileged
Senate concurrent resolution (S. Con.
Res. 85) providing for conditional ad-
journment of the House and recess or
adjournment of the Senate on Tuesday,
November 27, 2001.

The Clerk read the Senate concur-
rent resolution, as follows:

S. CON. RES. 85

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That when the House
adjourns on the legislative day of Friday,
November 16, 2001, Saturday, November 17,
2001, Monday, November 19, 2001, or Tuesday,
November 20, 2001, on a motion offered pursu-
ant to this concurrent resolution by its Ma-
jority Leader or his designee, it stand ad-
journed until 2:00 p.m. on Tuesday, Novem-
ber 27, 2001, or until Members are notified to
reassemble pursuant to section 2 of this con-
current resolution, whichever occurs first;
and that when the Senate recesses or ad-
journs at the close of business on Friday, No-
vember 16, 2001, or Saturday, November 17,
2001, on a motion offered pursuant to this
concurrent resolution by its Majority Leader
or his designee, it stand recessed or ad-
journed until noon on Tuesday, November 27,
2001, or at such other time on that day as
may be specified by its Majority Leader or
his designee in the motion to recess or ad-
journ, or until Members are notified to reas-
semble pursuant to section 2 of this concur-
rent resolution, whichever occurs first.

SEC. 2. The Speaker of the House and the
Majority Leader of the Senate, acting jointly
after consultation with the Minority Leader
of the House and the Minority Leader of the
Senate, shall notify the Members of the
House and the Senate, respectively, to reas-
semble at such place and time as they may
designate whenever, in their opinion, the
public interest shall warrant it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the Senate concurrent reso-
lution is concurred in.

There was no objection.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
VISIT NATION’S CAPITAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I come to
the floor this afternoon not only to
wish a happy holiday to my colleagues,
but to ask them this Thanksgiving to
carry a message home. I ask my col-
leagues to ask their constituents to
visit them and visit their Nation’s cap-
ital.
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This is one way to send a visible,
powerful message to the terrorists. Let
them see Americans streaming into
their capital to show they simply can-
not be terrorized. The city has been
hurt by September 11 because Sep-
tember 11 continues for us. It simply
has not stopped. First came September
11. But then came the shutdown of Na-
tional Airport, the only airport in the
United States to be shut down, and it
was shut down for 3 entire weeks. Try
to think of your hometown without an
airport.

Then came fear of flying and then
fear of anthrax. Nothing has happened
in our city and in our country since
September 11. The only people to be
struck by anthrax are those who
worked in the back room of Brentwood.
Even those who opened the envelope in
the Hart Building have not gotten the
disease. Surely people coming to the
city have nothing to fear. The close-
down of the airport and the anthrax
scare were a one-two punch right at
the gut of the Nation’s capital.

Mr. Speaker, I am not asking for
funds for the Nation’s capital. I am
asking for Members’ constituents to
visit the capital of the United States.

I spoke to a student group on the
Mall last Saturday, and I am speaking
to a group of teachers and principals
this Saturday from around the coun-
try. No student should graduate from
high school without coming to the Na-
tion’s capital, and yet there have been
cancellation after cancellation of stu-
dent tours.
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The capital needs your help. In the
D.C. Subcommittee we learned that
double-digit unemployment may be
predicted here, 10,000 small businesses
hanging on, half of our hotel and res-
taurant workers out of work. This is
heartbreaking because the Nation’s
capital was doing so well coming out of
a control board period. But now we are
on the front line of the homeland war.

Of course, we need a targeted stim-
ulus for the Nation’s capital like New
York got, but we are not asking for
that this afternoon. We are asking you
to help us let the free market do it.
Bring the tourists back. Remind your
constituents that your capital is open
for business and you want to see them
in your offices, you want to see them
and begin to have the same kind of dia-
logue with them that you had before
September 11.

Tell them to visit, not to cancel. Tell
them there are bargains here now, bar-
gains there will not be here a year from
now. Of course, tours are not available
in the Capitol and I very much regret
that. But we are coming up to the
point where tours once again will be
available. In any case, they can come
and sit in the gallery, they can come to
your office and they can come and
walk around the Capitol on their own.

This is not the time for Americans to
turn their back on their own capital. A
war in our homeland is the time pre-
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cisely to come to the capital. As a lit-
tle girl growing up during World War
II, this capital was crowded with people
from all over the United States, people
in the service, civilians. It was a bustle
of activity. It needs to be a bustle of
activity today not only because the
capital needs the capital that people
would bring in the form of funds, but it
needs the bustle of activity in order to
help the country return to normalcy.

Members going home to their con-
stituents can lead the way. If they hear
from you, the leader in your district,
that it is safe to come to Washington,
you can help wipe away fear of an-
thrax, and especially fear of flying now
that we have passed the airline secu-
rity bill so proudly here this afternoon.
When you come back, bring some of
your constituents with you to the Na-
tion’s capital.

Happy Thanksgiving.

———

IN OPPOSITION TO ANDEAN TRADE
ACT’S TUNA PROVISIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FORBES). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2001, the
gentleman from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I could not help but feel it necessary to
take this special order with the hope
that my colleagues in the House, as
well as the American people, can ap-
preciate my concerns about the provi-
sions of a certain piece of legislation
that was just recently passed by this
Chamber. This is in reference to H.R.
3009, the Andean Trade Agreement bill.

Mr. Speaker, the current trade policy
with regards to canned tuna has pro-
vided significant benefits to certain
Latin America countries, namely, Bo-
livia, Colombia, Peru, as well as Ecua-
dor, while maintaining an industrial
tuna processing base in the United
States. Since the enactment of the An-
dean Trade Agreement 10 years ago,
the number of tuna factories in that re-
gion, the Andean region in South
America, has actually increased by 229
percent. Production capacity now is up
400 percent. Direct employment is up
by 257 percent. U.S. exports have grown
from about $15 million to $100 million
annually.

In addition, the U.S. tuna industry
has invested well over $30 million in
new facilities and vessels. However, 1
must repeat, extending this agreement
by providing duty-free treatment to
canned tuna from our Andean friends
and countries there in Latin America,
especially Ecuador, in my humble opin-
ion, Mr. Speaker, will practically de-
stroy the entire U.S. tuna industry.

I have heard the argument that Con-
gress has included canned tuna both in
the Caribbean Basin Initiative, as well
as NAFTA, and some have questioned
why are we not doing the same for Ec-
uador and the Andean region. The sim-
ple answer is that no other country
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