
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E1955October 24, 2002
24 is projected to reach 1.2 billion, signifying 
a 17 percent increase in population worldwide. 
In many parts of the developing world, almost 
half of all girls under 18 are married and child-
bearing, despite the fact that children born to 
women younger than age 20 are one and half 
times more likely to die before their first birth-
day than those born to mothers between ages 
20 and 29. 

We must, therefore, recognize the problems 
associated with rapid population growth 
among young people. Governor Angus King of 
Maine has proclaimed the week of October 
20–26th of this year as World Population 
Awareness Week, and I would like to support 
Governor King in this effort by entering his 
proclamation into the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD.

Whereas, more than one billion people—
one sixth of the world’s population—are be-
tween the ages of 15 and 24, the largest gen-
eration ever in this age bracket; and 

Whereas, nearly half of the world’s popu-
lation, and 63% in the least developed coun-
tries, is under the age 25; and 

Whereas, 17 million young women between 
the ages of 15–19 give birth every year, in-
cluding some 13 million who live in less de-
veloped countries; and 

Whereas, early pregnancy and childbearing 
is associated with serious health risks; and 

Whereas, the choices young people make 
today regarding their reproductive lives will 
determine whether the world population sta-
bilizes or continues to grow, 

Now, Therefore, I, Angus S. King, Jr., Gov-
ernor of the State of Maine, do hereby pro-
claim October 20th–26th, 2002 as Population 
Awareness Week throughout the State of 
Maine.

f

THE MENTALLY ILL OFFENDER 
TREATMENT AND CRIME REDUC-
TION ACT OF 2002

HON. TED STRICKLAND 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, October 24, 2002

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, today I am 
introducing The Mentally Ill Offender Treat-
ment and Crime Reduction Act, the com-
panion to a bill introduced in the Senate last 
week by Senators DEWINE, LEAHY, GRASSLEY, 
CANTWELL, BROWNBACK, and DOMENICI.

According to the Bureau of Justice Statis-
tics, over 16 percent of adults incarcerated in 
U.S. jails and prisons have a mental illness. In 
addition, the Office of Juvenile Justice and De-
linquency Prevention reports that over 20 per-
cent of youth in the juvenile justice system 
have serious mental health problems, and 
many more have co-occurring mental health 
and substance abuse disorders. The majority 
of these individuals have illnesses or disorders 
that are responsive to treatment. With access 
to this care there is great potential to reduce 
the number of mentally ill individuals in adult 
and juvenile corrections facilities and improve 
public safety. 

In the 106th Congress, Senator DEWINE and 
I successfully passed America’s Law Enforce-
ment and Mental Health Project (P.L. 106–
515), which created a Department of Justice 
grant program assisting State and local gov-
ernments with the establishment of mental 
health courts. Mental health courts provide 
specialized dockets in non-adversarial settings 

to bring mental health professionals, social 
workers, public defenders and prosecutors to-
gether to divert mentally ill offenders into a 
treatment plan. The goal of a mental health 
court is to expand access to mental health 
treatment, improve the community’s response 
to mentally ill offenders, and reduce 
recidivisim among the mentally ill population. 

The Mentally Ill Offender Treatment and 
Crime Reduction Act of 2002 is phase two of 
the mental health courts demonstration pro-
gram and represents a significant commitment 
to solving the problems caused by the signifi-
cant proportion of individuals in our criminal 
justice system who are struggling with mental 
illness. A main goal of this legislation is to fa-
cilitate the necessary collaboration across all 
levels of government and among all relevant 
agencies so that the mentally ill receive proper 
treatment. The bill will create a new competi-
tive grants program in the Department of Jus-
tice. Criminal justice and mental health treat-
ment agencies will be required to apply to-
gether, compelling the collaboration that is 
needed to get those who are mentally ill and 
coming in contact with the criminal justice sys-
tem, the mental health and substance abuse 
treatment, education, job training and place-
ment, and housing they need. Grant funds 
could be used for a variety of types of pro-
grams, including pre-booking diversion, jail 
treatment/diversion, mental health courts and 
other courts, and transition back into the com-
munity. 

The bill also calls for an Interagency Task 
Force to be established at the Federal level. 
Task Force members will include: the Attorney 
General, the Secretaries of Health and Human 
Services, Labor, Education, Veterans Affairs, 
and Housing and Urban Development; and the 
Commissioner of Social Security. The Task 
Force will be charged with identifying ways 
that Federal departments can respond in a co-
ordinated way to the needs of mentally ill 
adults and juveniles. 

In addition, the bill directs the Attorney Gen-
eral and the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services to develop a list of ‘‘best practices’’ 
for criminal justice personnel to use when di-
verting mentally ill offenders from incarceration 
into treatment. 

Finally, the bill strives to comprehensively 
address these issues by providing grant funds 
for pre-booking diversion, re-entry programs, 
and community supports such as housing and 
job-related services. This kind of comprehen-
sive approach is the key to ensuring mentally 
ill individuals have the support they need to 
live healthy lives: public safety improves; and 
our criminal justice system no longer struggles 
to treat an increasingly mentally ill population. 

I look forward to working with my colleagues 
to pass this bill and make our communities 
safer for all.

f

HONORING SANDRA BRIGHT

HON. BOB SCHAFFER 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, October 24, 2002

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the hard work and tireless dedication 
in the field of education on the part of Sandra 
Bright of Platteville, Colorado. 

Mrs. Bright is a Colorado native and a grad-
uate of the University of Northern Colorado 

with a B.A. degree in Psychology and Edu-
cation with a secondary teaching certification. 
In 1973 Mrs. Bright began to develop what 
would become the ABC Child Development 
Centers with one preschool of 35 children. 
Today, she owns operates 11 licensed child 
care centers with approximately 1000 children 
and 140 employees providing child care, edu-
cational enrichment programs, school pro-
grams and summer camps, all with a non-de-
nominational Christian values curriculum. 

Mrs. Bright is also a continual advocate for 
early childhood education not only in her com-
munity, but also at the Colorado State Capitol 
and in Washington D.C. She has served as a 
committee member on three Weld County Dis-
trict 6 committees, served as chairman for the 
Weld County Child Care Center Director’s As-
sociation, sat on the board of First Impres-
sions in the Governor’s office of Early Child-
hood Education Initiatives, served as chairman 
of the Colorado Child Care Licensing Advisory 
Committee, and served as President and Vice-
President of the Colorado Child Care Associa-
tion. In addition to this, Mrs. Bright has also 
stayed on top of current legislation as the 
chairman of the Greeley/Weld Government Af-
fairs Committee and the Northern Colorado 
Legislative Alliance. 

When she is not busy with community activi-
ties or her business, Sandra and her family 
enjoy many of the outdoor activities that Colo-
rado has to offer, including sailing, 
snowmobiling, skiing, rafting, and mountain 
biking. With her husband, Randy, the Brights 
have raised three grown sons and now have 
two 3-year-old grandchildren. 

Please join me in honoring this remarkable 
resident of Colorado’s Fourth Congressional 
District, Mrs. Sandra Bright of Platteville.

f

ECONOMIC STEWARDSHIP? ARE 
YOU BETTER OFF?

HON. JAMES L. OBERSTAR 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, October 24, 2002

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, as we return 
home to our Congressional Districts, I believe 
that each of us should ask our constituents a 
slightly modified version of the question made 
famous by former President Ronald Reagan: 
‘‘Are you better off than you were two years 
ago?’’ Clearly, we are not. The economy, 
under the stewardship of the House Repub-
lican Leadership and the Bush Administration, 
is faltering. In just two short years, we’ve gone 
from creating millions of new jobs to losing our 
many gains; from enjoying a budget surplus to 
projecting mounting deficits; from addressing 
the backlog of infrastructure needs to losing 
more ground. 

And we should expect our constituents to 
ask us: What are your plans to revitalize our 
economy and solve the most pressing domes-
tic problems facing our Nation? The response 
of the House Republican Leadership and the 
Bush Administration can be summed up sim-
ply: tax breaks for the rich. And when that 
doesn’t work, more tax breaks for the rich. 

House Democrats have a different economic 
plan, one that takes proactive measures to 
protect existing jobs and create new family-
wage jobs. Today, I would like to talk about 
the state of the economy and a Democratic
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economic renewal plan. In particular, how one 
element of the Democratic plan, infrastructure 
investment, could undo much of the damage 
that the House Republicans and the Bush Ad-
ministration have done to the economy and 
how the House Republican Leadership has 
prevented action on legislation to make new 
investments in our Nation’s infrastructure and 
create family-wage, construction jobs. 

CURRENT STATE OF THE ECONOMY 

Increasing Unemployment 
While most of today’s headlines focus on 

the stock market collapse, the market’s per-
formance is only symptomatic of the more fun-
damental decline in our Nation’s economic 
well being during the past two years. For 
many Americans the macroeconomic prob-
lems of stock markets, budget deficits, and 
Social Security funding issues can be beyond 
comprehension because the numbers are sim-
ply too big to seem real. Also, the con-
sequences, while scary, are uncertain and 
perhaps not immediate. But one measure of 
economic performance that virtually all Ameri-
cans can relate to, arguably the most impor-
tant measure, is the loss of a job. 

In January 2001, when President Bush took 
office, there were fewer than 5.7 million Ameri-
cans unemployed. Less than two years later in 
the summer of 2002, after adjusting for sea-
sonal variations, roughly 7 million Americans 
were looking for jobs—a 23-percent increase 
in the number of Americans unemployed. Dur-
ing the eight years of the Clinton Administra-
tion, our economy created more than 22 mil-
lion new jobs. During just one year of the 
Bush Administration, our economy lost 2.4 mil-
lion jobs. And as new jobs become more dif-
ficult to find, the periods of unemployment are 
getting longer, resulting in dire consequences 
for many American families. Roughly 1.5 mil-
lion Americans have exhausted their state un-
employment compensation benefits. Mortgage 
foreclosures are at an all-time high, as both 
middle class and working class Americans 
watch the dream of home ownership slip 
away. 

Economic dislocations are never evenly dis-
tributed around the Nation. Some regions and 
some groups are always more severely af-
fected than others, and it is usually the work-
ing class that suffers most. The current situa-
tion is no exception. I want to focus on one 
area of economic activity where many Ameri-
cans have been particularly hard hit—nonresi-
dential construction. The Commerce Depart-
ment recently reported that spending for new 
construction fell 0.4 percent in August as non-
residential construction activity hit a six-year 
low. Unemployment in this construction sector 
has swollen by more than 50 percent from 
roughly 540,000 unemployed construction 
workers in January 2001, to 824,000 in July 
2002. 

Stock Market Collapse 
The most widely reported element of the 

current economic malady is, of course, the 
collapse of the stock market. The loss in value 
is unprecedented—40 percent of the market’s 
value, $4.5 trillion, has been wiped out. Many 
people who were planning to retire based on 
savings in their 401(k) accounts and other in-
vestments made in the eight years of pros-
perity under the Clinton Administration have 
now had to abandon those plans. 

Perhaps most disturbingly, despite the stock 
market collapse, the House Republican Lead-

ership and the Bush Administration continue to 
tout privatization of Social Security and a 
greater reliance on individual investments in 
the stock market as the key to reforming the 
Social Security System. The folly of placing 
the social safety net that millions of older 
Americans rely on in the stock market should 
now be evident even to the most ardent sup-
porter of privatization. Yet the Republicans 
persist. 

The Republicans have several plans for 
privatizing Social Security. However, to make 
their plans work they must either cut benefits 
or divert trillions of dollars from other pro-
grams—other programs that, in all likelihood, 
are targeted to benefit poor and working class 
Americans. According to one study, senior citi-
zens, surviving spouses, and people with dis-
abilities would see benefit cuts of between 30 
and 46 percent annually under the Republican 
proposals.

REPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP AND BUSH ADMINISTRATION 
RESPONSE: TAX BREAKS FOR THE WEALTHY 

The Administration’s response to the declin-
ing economy has been the usual Republican 
panacea of cutting taxes for the wealthiest 
Americans and hoping it trickles down to the 
rest of the population. While many Americans 
got a check for $300 last year, the true bene-
ficiaries of the Republican tax cut are those 
households making more than $370,000 per 
year, who will get an average benefit of more 
than $50,000 per year. 

These are not modest tax breaks. The long-
term size of the Republican tax break package 
is more than double the entire long-term So-
cial Security shortfall. The present value of the 
Social Security shortfall over the next 75 years 
is $3.7 trillion—less than one-half of the $8.7 
trillion that the Republican tax breaks will cost 
the Treasury. 

A recent Brookings Institution assessment of 
the Republican tax break package concluded 
that it would reduce the size of the future 
economy, raise interest rates, and make taxes 
more regressive. The assessment concluded 
that the Bush tax package was fiscally un-
sound and unsustainable even before the eco-
nomic downturn and the September 11 ter-
rorist attacks—so much for Republican fiscal 
discipline. 

At the same time, President Bush, in his fis-
cal year 2003 Budget Request, proposed an 
$8.6 billion, or 27 percent, cut in our Nation’s 
highway infrastructure investment, which 
would cost the economy more than 360,000 
good-paying jobs. 

IMPACT ON THE FEDERAL BUDGET: ELIMINATING THE 
SURPLUS 

Instead of surpluses, the Republican Lead-
ership and the Bush Administration are run-
ning ever-larger Federal deficits as far as the 
eye can see. Under the Bush Administration, 
the projected Federal budget for the next dec-
ade (2002–2011) is in the midst of a $5.3 tril-
lion swing in the wrong direction. A projected 
$5.6 trillion surplus has dwindled so that the 
Congressional Budget Office (CBO) now fore-
casts only a $336 billion surplus—all of which 
is in the Social Security Trust Fund. Excluding 
Social Security surpluses, CBO projects a $2 
trillion budget deficit over the decade com-
pared to the $3.1 trillion surplus projected just 
last year—and that is before the long-term 
consequences of President Bush’s tax breaks 
or increased defense spending are factored 
into the equation. If we add these additional 
expenses to current budget estimates, the 

Federal budget will show a cumulative deficit 
of $3.2 trillion for the coming decade. 

The Republicans pledged that they would 
protect Social Security—but they have violated 
that pledge. The Republican Leadership has 
passed an economic plan that diverts $2 tril-
lion from Social Security into other non-Social 
Security initiatives. If Congress continues 
these Republican policies, over the next dec-
ade, we will consume the entire Social Secu-
rity Surplus, all of the Medicare surplus, and 
add at least a trillion dollars to the national 
debt. 

A DEMOCRATIC ECONOMIC PLAN: INFRASTRUCTURE 
INVESTMENT 

Instead of passing tax breaks for the 
wealthy, the Republican Leadership and the 
Bush Administration could have developed a 
bipartisan plan to use the surplus to invest in 
our Nation’s infrastructure, shore up the Social 
Security Trust Fund, and pay down the na-
tional debt. In less than two years, the Repub-
lican Leadership and the Bush Administration 
have squandered each of those opportunities. 

Unlike the Republicans and their ‘‘trickle 
down’’ approach to the economy, the Demo-
crats have proposed a program to stimulate 
the economy by creating jobs—especially jobs 
in nonresidential construction—and rebuilding 
our Nation’s infrastructure. One year ago 
today, the Democrats on the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure introduced 
H.R. 3166, the Rebuild America: Financing In-
frastructure Renewal and Security for Trans-
portation Act (‘‘Rebuild America FIRST Act’’). 
The Rebuild America: FIRST Act would have 
provided $50 billion to enhance the security of 
our Nation’s infrastructure, including improve-
ments to rail, highway, transit, aviation, mari-
time, water resources, environmental, and 
public building infrastructure. Moreover, by 
leveraging Federal infrastructure investments, 
the 10-year cost to the Federal Treasury 
would be less than $32 billion. 

According to the U.S. Department of Trans-
portation, each $1 billion in new highway infra-
structure investment creates 47,500 jobs and 
$4.5 billion in economic activity. The Demo-
cratic infrastructure investment and security 
bill would have created more than two million 
jobs—virtually eliminating the job losses that 
have occurred since this Administration came 
into office—and restored more than $200 bil-
lion to our economy. Moreover, in the wake of 
the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks, the 
bill provided that priority would be given to in-
frastructure investments that focus on en-
hanced security for our Nation’s transportation 
and environmental infrastructure systems. 

Our infrastructure investment package 
called for investments in ready-to-go projects 
in each of the critical areas of our Nation’s 
transportation and environmental infrastruc-
ture: $23 billion for rail including high-speed 
rail, freight rail, and Amtrak; $10.4 billion for 
highways and transit; $9.2 billion for environ-
mental infrastructure including wastewater, 
drinking water, wet weather, and Corps of En-
gineers projects; $3 billion for airports; $2.5 
billion for marine transportation; and $2 billion 
for economic development and public build-
ings. 

This package of infrastructure, transpor-
tation, and environmental investment and se-
curity enhancement made economic sense. It 
provided funds where they were most needed. 
It directly addressed unemployment problems. 
It directly addressed the Nation’s security in-
terests.
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The Republicans defeated it. On October 

24, 2001, the House considered H.R. 3090, 
the Republican Economic Stimulus bill, and 
Mr. RANGEL, Ranking Democratic Member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, offered a 
Democratic Substitute amendment to the bill 
that included H.R. 3166. The Republicans de-
feated it, on a largely party-line vote, to accel-
erate their tax breaks for the rich. 

Even in those cases where Democrats and 
Republicans have worked together to design 
legislative proposals to invest in America, the 
House Republican Leadership has thwarted 
those bipartisan efforts. For example, on June 
12, 2001, the House Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure unanimously reported 
H.R. 1020, the Railroad Track Modernization 
Act of 2001, by voice vote. The bill authorized 
$1 billion of grants to short-line and regional 
railroads to help them upgrade their railroad 
tracks and bridges to be able to carry safely 
the 286,000-pound railcars that are becoming 
the standard in the railroad industry. One 
study found that the Nation’s smaller railroads 
need $7 billion in new capital to make their 
necessary upgrades. Our failure to help keep 
these smaller railroads viable could have dire 
consequences for those in the industry and 
much of rural America. Despite these facts, for 
the past year and a half, the House Repub-
lican Leadership has refused to schedule the 
short-line railroad infrastructure bill for consid-
eration by the House. 

Another, even more dramatic case in point, 
was the proposed legislation to provide fund-
ing for the development of high-speed rail. Re-
publicans and Democrats spent more than a 
year working together to craft bipartisan, com-
promise legislation that effectively blended the 
best elements of two high-speed rail bills, one 
bill originally advanced by Mr. YOUNG, the 
Chairman of the Committee on the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, and another bill ad-
vanced by a bipartisan group of 190 Members 
and me, the Committee’s Ranking Democratic 
Member. The proposed compromise legisla-
tion, H.R. 2950 (‘‘RIDE 21’’), as favorably re-
ported by the Subcommittee on Railroads, 
would have provided $79 billion over 10 years 
to finance the construction of high-speed rail 
in America. By using a combination of tax 
credit bonds, tax-exempt bonds, loans, and 
loan guarantees, the bill’s cost to the Federal 
Treasury would have been significantly less 
than $79 billion. However, the Republican 
Leadership made clear that, like the short-line 
railroad bill, it would not let the House con-
sider the bill and it died in Committee. 

Similarly, on March 20, 2002, the House 
Transportation and Infrastructure Committee 
unanimously ordered reported H.R. 3930, the 
Water Quality Financing Act of 2002. The bi-
partisan legislation authorizes $20 billion to in-
vest in our Nation’s wastewater infrastructure 
and helps ensure the protection of our Na-
tion’s steams, lakes, and coastal areas for 
generations to come. H.R. 3930 increases 
wastewater infrastructure investment and pro-
vides increased flexibility for local communities 
to tailor their programs to meet local water 
quality needs. Such investment is necessary if 
our communities are ever going to meet many 
of the goals of the Clear Water Act. However, 
the House Republican Leadership made clear 
that the House would not be allowed to con-
sider this legislation, placing at risk this Na-
tion’s 30 years of effort to ‘‘restore and main-
tain the chemical, physical, and biological in-
tegrity of the Nation’s waters.’’

What has frustrated these efforts to invest in 
our Nation’s infrastructure, stimulate the econ-
omy, and create family-wage jobs? Why has 
the Republican Leadership opposed virtually 
every attempt to invest in America? The an-
swer is simple. The Republican Leadership 
opposes Davis-Bacon. Specifically, it opposes 
Davis-Bacon provisions in these infrastructure 
investment bills and refuses to schedule any 
bill containing these provisions for consider-
ation by the House, despite the fact that these 
bills would create good-paying jobs for Amer-
ican workers and would stimulate the econ-
omy. 

Davis-Bacon ensures that construction 
projects financed by Federal tax dollars pay 
those who work on such projects the pre-
vailing wage in the area where the construc-
tion takes place. Davis-Bacon provisions have 
been a part of infrastructure bills since the 
1930’s, but they are anathema to the House 
Republican Leadership and reflect a funda-
mental, philosophical difference between the 
Republican Leadership and, I believe, the ma-
jority of this House. The Republican leadership 
wants to roll back the clock. Prior to the 
1930’s, Federal contracting practice required 
that ‘‘the lowest reasonable bill’’ be accepted. 
While this may sound like an innocuous 
money-saving measure, in practice this meant 
that projects would be undertaken without any 
regard for the wages paid to workers or the 
conditions under which the work would be per-
formed. In effect, this made the Federal gov-
ernment a collaborator with unscrupulous firms 
that sought to gain government contracts by 
exploiting workers. In 1931, Republican Presi-
dent Hoover signed the Davis-Bacon Act, so-
named for its two Republican sponsors, to 
help stabilize the construction industry and se-
cure fair wages for construction workers. 

Today, the Davis-Bacon Act prevents cut-
throat competition from ‘‘fly-by-night’’ firms that 
undercut local wages and working conditions 
and compete unfairly with local contractors. 
Davis-Bacon also helps stabilize the industry 
to the advantage of both employers and em-
ployees alike. In addition, Davis-Bacon 
assures the contracting agency of higher qual-
ity work as the employers are likely to hire the 
most competent and productive workers if they 
are required to pay the prevailing wage. As a 
result of Davis-Bacon, contracting agencies 
get better craftsmanship, less waste, more 
timely completion, reduced need for super-
vision, and fewer mistakes requiring corrective 
action. Thus, Davis-Bacon has the potential 
for actually saving the taxpayers’ money on 
public construction projects. 

It is irresponsible for the House Republican 
Leadership to refuse consideration of these in-
frastructure investment bills simply because 
they include Davis-Bacon provisions. Members 
of Congress deserve the opportunity to vote 
for or against these bills on the merits of the 
legislation. Moreover, I encourage the House 
Leadership to schedule these bills under an 
open rule that allows all Members an oppor-
tunity to offer amendments to the bill. If the 
Republican Leadership or any other Member 
wants to offer an amendment to strike the 
Davis-Bacon provisions from these bills, so be 
it—let the votes be counted. That is our demo-
cratic system. 

Our Nation needs an economic stimulus 
program that creates jobs in hard hit sectors 
of our economy, rehabilitates our basic infra-
structure to allow us to remain competitive in 

world markets, addresses the infrastructure 
security needs of our transportation and envi-
ronmental systems, and helps to revise our 
stagnant economy. In response to these im-
mediate needs, the Republican Leadership 
and the Bush Administration have provided tax 
breaks for the rich and renewed threats to the 
Social Security Trust Fund and have pre-
vented Congress from even considering real 
economic stimulus legislation. 

The American people deserve better. As the 
people’s representatives, we must do better. I 
call on the House Republican Leadership to 
give this House the opportunity to consider 
these bills to reinvest in American and its in-
frastructure.

f

HONORING EDWARD MILES 
BROOKS, D.D.S.

HON. KEN BENTSEN 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, October 24, 2002

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to honor 
Dr. Edward Miles Brook upon his receipt of 
the State of Israel Maimonides Award from the 
Texas Medical and Health Professions Divi-
sion of State of Israel Bonds. The Maimonides 
Award, the highest honor for a member of the 
Health Professions, salutes the recipient’s out-
standing involvement in the Jewish commu-
nity, in addition to their continued dedication in 
the field of health care. 

Dr. Brook has always shown a remarkable 
academic aptitude with a dedication to scho-
lastic success. Born in Brooklyn, New York, 
Edward arrived in Texas to attend University 
of Texas at Austin and St. Mary’s University in 
San Antonio. He continued his studies in the 
field of dentistry at the University of Texas 
Dental Branch, graduating in 1956. Upon com-
pletion of his dental degree, Edward Brook 
went on to serve his country as a captain in 
the U.S. Air Force. 

Dr. Brook has been a valuable asset to the 
medical profession. Besides being a member 
of the Houston District Dental Society, Texas 
Dental Association, and the American 
Prosthodontic Association, Dr. Brook is known 
for his compassionate manner and the dutiful 
care that he provides to his patients. He has 
shared his exceptional talents with the Hous-
ton community by generously volunteering his 
dental services. Having served as President of 
Congregation Emanu El, Dr. Brook has utilized 
his dental skills on behalf of the Houston Jew-
ish and greater Houston communities. As a re-
sult of his critical efforts in establishing the 
free care dental program at Seven Acres Jew-
ish Geriatric Center, both its residents and the 
board have honored him for his volunteer den-
tal care. His work with geriatric patients pre-
cipitated his appointment to the Jewish Fed-
eration of Greater Houston’s Commission on 
Aging, serving as its first chairman. Dr. Brook 
has also volunteered his invaluable dental as-
sistance to the Depelchin Children’s Center, 
Houston Area Women’s Center, and the Jew-
ish Family Service, where he was a member 
of the board of directors and Refugee Advi-
sory Committee. His dedication to the access 
of quality dental care for all people also car-
ried him to China, where he participated in a 
two week medical mission, supplying essential 
training for Chinese physicians and dentists.
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