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could reduce substantially the draw on
the Social Security trust funds and the
increase in the deficit.

But the President and his advisers
say, no, absolutely not, those people,
those $5 million-plus estates, those
people who earn over $383,000, they
need every penny of that tax cut be-
cause they will spend the money in
ways that might put some people to
work at a minimum wage which could
then pay taxes which would help defray
the deficit and the economy will be
growing into the future.

I would hope that the Congress re-
jects these assumptions, these prior-
ities, and substantially rewrites this
budget.

f

INTRODUCTION OF ULTRASOUND
LEGISLATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 23, 2002, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. STEARNS) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I come
to the floor this morning to alert Mem-
bers to a piece of legislation that I will
introduce today, and I hope they will
consider it. It is a bill that will be of
benefit to health clinics all over this
country. Many health clinics that wish
to provide medical services to unpre-
pared pregnant women are prohibited
from doing so because of the lack of
funds to purchase medical equipment.
The mother is, therefore, forced to
wander from one clinic to another in
search of the services she so des-
perately needs. Enabling these health
clinics to purchase ultrasound equip-
ment would be a persuasive push in the
direction of transitioning from a
health clinic to a medical facility.

Mr. Speaker, the advantages of
ultrasound machines are many. It is
fast and relatively cheap, costing as
little as $50 per exam. Ultrasound
exams are performed at about 10 to 14
weeks of the pregnancy and are consid-
ered the best way to gauge growth and
anatomy before birth. Ultrasound can
diagnose heart problems in this coun-
try in the unborn child, find neural
tube defects, including spina bifida,
and determine the position of the pla-
centa. There is now even ultrasound
equipment that can provide a three-di-
mensional image that can rotate 360
degrees to see all the sides of the baby.

For this reason, Mr. Speaker, I plan
to introduce a bill today that will au-
thorize Health and Human Services to
establish grants for which nonprofit
health clinics could apply and, if
awarded, purchase needed ultrasound
equipment. This legislation will ensure
that doctors can provide critical infor-
mation to mothers in their decision-
making process regarding their preg-
nancies. Nothing in this bill makes ide-
ology regarding abortion a condition of
the grant. Whether a center offers
abortion or abortion alternatives, the
clinic is still eligible.

In the fiery controversy over abor-
tion in America, emotionally charged

rhetoric clouds the issue and does dam-
age to the efforts made on behalf of
mother and child. No matter what
one’s conviction is concerning abor-
tion, we can all agree that the mother
deserves as much information as is
available in making this solemn deci-
sion. Information is the best weapon in
defusing the volatile discussion and re-
turning us to our first concern, which
is the health of the mother and the
child. The ultrasound is a valuable tool
in expanding the debate beyond tradi-
tional platitudes on both sides of the
argument.

Modern medicine has provided us
with a window into the womb. These
advances in technology empower
women with as much information as
possible regarding her pregnancy. The
goal of this legislation is to provide
women who find themselves with an
unplanned pregnancy with the full
scope of information such that they
may make a fully informed decision.

This bill is about the dissemination
of information. This bill is about ex-
tending more free services to women
and about making available this vital
technology to the poor and, of course,
to the rich.

Mr. Speaker, there are times when
people of good faith who differ on an
issue can come together and find a
place to agree. I believe this legislation
brings us beyond the shrill arguments
regarding abortion and makes a mean-
ingful step forward, a meaningful effort
to care for the mother and child and
bring more information to the woman.

I urge the Members to support my
bill.

f

TIME FOR CONGRESS TO REIN IN
SPENDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 23, 2002, the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. SMITH) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, the President released his budget
yesterday. Congress and probably
many in America and throughout the
world are starting to analyze just what
this budget does.

I compliment the President for send-
ing out a warning to Congress that he
is not going to stand for excessive dis-
cretionary domestic spending for addi-
tional social programs. I think most of
us agree that his increase in spending
for defense and national security is not
only reasonable but is required, real-
izing what happened on September 11
and the fact of what we have discov-
ered in Afghanistan, that there are
many terrorists throughout the world
dedicated to cause the same kind of
damage that those 19 individuals did on
September 11. We are faced with the
fact that thousands of individuals went
through that same kind of perverted
religious indoctrination and eventually
the training on how to be terrorists
with a dedication to injure the people
of the free world, especially in the

United States, and destroy some of our
symbols of the freedom and liberty
that we have in this country. It is a
$2.13 trillion budget, a budget that has
continued to grow faster than inflation
for the last 40 years.

Mr. Speaker, my particular concern
is the fact that government is growing
so rapidly. And I would hope that we
could comply with the President’s sug-
gestion that we hold down the discre-
tionary domestic spending so that the
deficit is minimized, or hopefully there
will be no deficit this year in terms of
all funds coming into the Federal Gov-
ernment versus the funds going out of
the Federal Government.

It was only a short time ago that
both Republicans and Democrats in
this Chamber pledged not to spend the
Social Security surplus money. Maybe,
maybe the kind of war that we are in
justifies spending that money. But if I
had had my druthers, I would have pre-
ferred that the President gave us a
budget that was balanced, at least in
the unified sense of total revenues
coming in versus total expenditures
going out. The reason for that is I
think by the President suggesting that
maybe it is okay this year to have an
$80 billion deficit, it is going to open
the door for spenders, it is going to
open the door for individual Members
of the House and the Senate to suggest
that as long as the President says it is
okay to have a little deficit spending,
let us have more deficit spending for
some of these, quote-unquote, impor-
tant programs that we think should go
back to my particular district.

Pork-barrel spending has increased
tremendously. I think that is because
when Members learn that most of the
other Members are getting things for
their district, it is only fair for them in
the treatment of their particular con-
stituents to try to get pork-barrel
spending for their particular district.
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I think pork-barrel spending has got
to stop. It is my hope and my encour-
agement to the leadership of this
House on both sides of the aisle that
this Chamber pass a budget resolution
that is in balance; that we say here is
the possibility of the $80 billion that
might go into a stimulus tax cut pack-
age to stimulate the economy, but, if
that does not happen, we are going to
balance the budget. The challenge now
is holding the line on spending.

Let me give one example of what has
happened in the last 5 years. In 1998
Congress said we promise to balance
the budget by 2002. That balanced
budget was predicated on an estimate
by both OMB and CBO that there would
be approximately $1.4 trillion of rev-
enue by 2002.

Guess what the revenue actually is
going to be in 2002, this fiscal year end-
ing next October? The actual revenue
is going to be $1.9 trillion. So my point
is, Mr. Speaker, that revenues are
much larger than we anticipated, but
what happened is spending increased
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significantly more, so that we have
ended up with a great deal of deficit
spending. The difference between $1.4
trillion and $1.9 trillion in revenues,
between the $1.4 trillion we estimated 5
years ago and the $1.9 trillion that is
actually going to happen, even takes
into consideration the tax cut we did
last spring.

I would suggest that it behooves the
United States to have the kind of eco-
nomic expansion we want by not going
deeper into debt, causing extra demand
by the government in the money that
is available for borrowing, which is ul-
timately going to increase interest
rates and ultimately going to have a
depressive effect on the economy.

I would close by again urging my Re-
publican and Democratic friends to
work towards a total unified balanced
budget.

f

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BALLENGER). Pursuant to clause 12 of
rule I, the Chair declares the House in
recess until 2 p.m.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 48
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m.

f
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. OTTER) at 2 p.m.

f

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Lord God, ever present to Your peo-
ple and closest to those in most need of
Your mercy, we commend to You this
day the Members of the United States
House of Representatives with all their
prayerful concerns.

Last week both Republican and
Democratic Members set time aside to
be on retreat, Lord.

As they drew away from the daily
routine to gain deeper perspective,
hopefully Your presence was made
known to them.

As they examined issues facing this
Nation and they crafted plans for the
future, unexpectedly, Your provident
love lifted their hearts to greater serv-
ice to Your people.

As they became more aware of dif-
ferent opinions and the many possibili-
ties open to achieve a common purpose,
surprisingly Your spirit invited them
to be respectful of others in every de-
bate, patient in listening, as well as
committed to finding solid resolve.

May personal convictions always be
refined when civility reigns.

May partisan formulations always
give way to what You require of this
Nation.

For You are the eternal guide and
strength for each Member personally
and for the House as a whole both now
and forever. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
UDALL) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f

PRIVATE CALENDAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is
Private Calendar day. The Clerk will
call the bill on the Private Calendar.

f

NANCY B. WILSON

The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 392)
for the relief of Nancy B. Wilson.

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the bill be passed
over without prejudice.

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

There was no objection.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This

concludes the call of the Private Cal-
endar.

f

MORE CRITICISMS OVER YUCCA
MOUNTAIN: WHEN WILL THE DOE
RESPOND?

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, last
week the Nuclear Waste Technical Re-
view Board joined an ever-expanding
list of independent experts who are
criticizing the science being touted by
the Department of Energy regarding
the Yucca Mountain Project.

In its report the board called the
DOE’s science ‘‘weak to moderate.’’

Board member and hydrologist Paul
Craig added that ‘‘many of the DOE’s
assumptions regarding Yucca Moun-
tain are extreme and unrealistic.’’

John Bartlett, former Director of
DOE’s Office of Civilian Radioactive
Waste Management, stated that ‘‘the
documentation does not provide a
sound foundation for the basis of a site
recommendation.’’

Moreover, the GAO has raised its own
concerns with the Yucca Mountain
Project, stating that ‘‘making a site
recommendation at this time would
not be prudent or practical.’’

Mr. Speaker, when will the DOE
begin to answer the serious questions
being raised about its failed science?

Hopefully they will do that before
going any further into the site rec-
ommendation process and before the
lives of millions of Americans are jeop-
ardized.

f

ANNIVERSARY OF SIGNING OF
TREATY OF GUADALUPE HIDALGO

(Mr. UDALL of New Mexico asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr.
Speaker, February 2, 1848, marks the
anniversary of the signing of the Trea-
ty of Guadalupe Hidalgo.

This is a treaty between Mexico and
the United States which guaranteed
Mexican citizens who remained in the
United States certain property rights.
One of the promises was to secure and
protect the property rights of Mexican
and Spanish citizens that have been
granted land grants from Spanish and
Mexican Governments.

The U.S. violated these promises.
The General Accounting Office is look-
ing into this historic wrong, and I have
introduced a bill to remedy the situa-
tion and to correct these injustices. I
urge my colleagues to help me in this
effort. Please review my legislation
and take a good hard look at it.

f

NO SPECIAL TREATMENT FOR
JOHN WALKER LINDH

(Mr. COBLE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, much has
been said about John Walker Lindh,
the 20-year-old Californian who joined
forces with the Taliban. Some observ-
ers have suggested that we cut him
some slack since he is only 20 years of
age.

There were 20-year-olds who showed
up for work on 9/11 at the World Trade
Center. Who cut them slack? There are
20-year-olds fighting in Afghanistan
today, 20-year-old firefighters, 20-year-
old policemen, 20-year-old EMS per-
sonnel who responded on 9/11. Who cut
them slack? No. This young man
should be prosecuted, and if convicted,
appropriate punishment should be
forthcoming.

Our Attorney General said it more
eloquently than I, but I paraphrase:
Simply because an accused is of tender
years, Mr. Speaker, he is worthy of no
special defense when he has committed
criminal acts. No special treatment
should be available to this young man
or to others like him.

f

CAROL WRIGHT

(Mr. MATHESON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, with
the Salt Lake City Winter Olympic
Games just a few days away, today the
Olympic torch will pass through
Parowan, Utah.
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