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by exerting our influence on the other
industrialized nations to meet theirs.
Yet the United States, the richest
country in the world, despite the fan-
fare surrounding recent increases in
our contributions, ranks last in those
who have pledged for the global trust
fund.

To continue to fund this epidemic in
drips and drabbles would be uncon-
scionable because our delays and the
delays of other nations have already
caused it to spiral completely out of
control on a global scale.

Today, at home, our ADAP program
needs an additional $80 million and the
minority AIDS initiative needs $450
million. Globally, 10 billion dollars is
what is needed every year; and we must
commit and act to contribute at least
our full share, not over a period of
time, but now.

It should be exceedingly clear that
we cannot continue to fall short of pro-
viding the required level of funding. If
we continue at the present level, we
can anticipate another 45 million new
infected persons within the next 20
years. It would also mean that there
would be 20 million new children left
without a mother or father, alone to
grow up as orphans, denied of love and
nurturing and probably education since
the teachers too are among the dying.
This portends a serious and ever-in-
creasing threat to the national secu-
rity of the most effected countries and,
unless we think otherwise, also to ours.

Mr. Speaker, clearly the time for ar-
guing over what must come first must
be behind us. We must have treatment
and prevention. We must find ways in
this dire emergency to put life-saving
medication within the reach of all who
need it. Neither should research be pit-
ted against prevention and treatment,
because the need for vaccine, which
may be just a few years ahead and
which is where hope truly lies, must be
given all the resources it needs to go
forward. As we approach its avail-
ability, we must begin to work even
now to avoid the gaps in access that we
are still working to address in the case
of medication.

Lastly, we can not tie the hands of
health professionals, community orga-
nizations, and workers as they work on
the front lines of this epidemic. Family
planning funding or population funding
provides much of the first line of de-
fense. Continuing to impose the values
of a minority of Americans on coun-
tries where there are people just fight-
ing to live by denying them the basic
staff and supplies is not befitting a
country that is built on Christian val-
ues and principles.

I join my colleagues today to call on
the leadership of this body and our
President to provide the funding, to lift
the gag, release the funding for all
international family planning pro-
grams and provide the leadership which
has always been our hallmark by mak-
ing the full contribution to the global
trust fund and influencing all of our al-
lies to do the same.
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WHERE’S THE MONEY?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
JEFF MILLER of Florida). Under a pre-
vious order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to take my time
that I am allotted tonight to talk a lit-
tle bit about the loss of $17.3 billion.

On June 6 of this year I wrote a letter
to the Secretary of the Treasury, and
the reason that I wrote this letter is
because I had been back in North Caro-
lina during the break and I was listen-
ing to a talk show and they were
quoting from the New York Post, and I
want to read the first two paragraphs
of this article.

It says, May 28, 2002, Washington
complains about deceptive corporate
accounting, but the government last
year misplaced an incredible $17.3 bil-
lion because of shoddy bookkeeping or
worse. Again, the article says, Let me
put that into numbers so that you can
fully appreciate the amount. It is $17.3
billion, the price of a few dozen urban
renewal projects, a nice size fleet of
warships or about half the tax cut that
everyone made such a fuss about last
year.

In addition, the London Times also
wrote an article on the fact that we in
this Nation, that our accounting sys-
tem for this government, that we have
lost or misplaced $17.3 billion.

I share with my colleagues on both
sides of the political aisle my frustra-
tion and disgust with what happened
with Enron and also with WorldCom,
but I do want to make the point, Mr.
Speaker, that as sad as that is, and it
is terribly sad, that the investors had a
choice to make an investment. The
taxpayers do not have a choice. They
are mandated by law to pay their
taxes.

So, therefore, we collect their taxes
and yet in the year 2001, we have, and
this is the term used, unreconciled
transactions in the amount of $17.3 bil-
lion.

So this is about my third or fourth
week of coming to the floor, and I actu-
ally on June 6, I wrote Secretary
O’Neill a letter, and I am just going to
read two paragraphs. I said, The report
provides minimal data and information
regarding these unreconciled trans-
actions. Not only is the Federal Gov-
ernment missing $17.3 billion but there
is no reason given for this loss. While I
appreciate the Department of Treas-
ury’s statement, the identification and
accurate reporting of these
unreconciled transactions is a priority.
The fact remains, the public nor the
Congress has the information on how
this loss occurred, what agencies were
responsible for this unreconciled trans-
actional; would these transactions
eventually be reconciled; if so, what is
the time line for this reconciliation;
what agency or agencies will be respon-
sible for the reconciliation; will this

reconciliation be available to the pub-
lic when completed.

Mr. Speaker, the reason I am down
here on the floor, I realize the Sec-
retary is a very busy man, but I did
write this letter on June 6 of this year,
and I have not received a response. I
am going to give the Secretary the
benefit of the doubt, that like many of
us here in the Congress, we have won-
derful assistants that sometimes get
the mail and they go through the let-
ters before we see them. So I am going
to give him the benefit of the doubt. I
did write on June 27 a letter to the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON), and
I have asked that the oversight com-
mittee hold a hearing on this issue of
where we have misplaced the $17.3 bil-
lion.

Again, Mr. Speaker, I will continue
to come to the floor. Next week, I will
have a chart that I will hold up before
me as I speak, reminding the American
people that we in Congress, on both
sides of the political aisle, want to find
out where that $17.3 billion of the tax-
payers’ money has gone, and if it has
been misspent or misplaced, somebody
needs to answer for it.

f

HONORING ANDREA FOX
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Andrea Fox of San
Rafael, California, a talented profes-
sional planner, community volunteer,
athlete and breast cancer activist, and
an inspiration to everyone who knew
her.

Andrea Fox lost her life in a battle
against breast cancer on July 2 at the
age of 35, leaving a legacy of extraor-
dinary courage and compassion. A
beautiful young woman with incredible
grace and dignity, Annie Fox was dedi-
cated to finding a cure for breast can-
cer. Diagnosed with a particularly ag-
gressive cancer in 1998, the former
triathlete, who ate organically and ex-
ercised regularly, had none of the tra-
ditional risk factors for cancer.

Undergoing a lumpectomy, she con-
tinued her athletic training and stage
IV cancer seemed to disappear. But in
April 2000, the cancer came back, and
pursuing every treatment she could
find, including non-Western, nontradi-
tional methods, Annie appeared to
have beaten it back again.

Andrea focused her considerable en-
ergies on increasing public awareness
and getting national attention for this
serious epidemic of breast cancer in
Marin County, joining the board of
Marin Breast Cancer Watch. ‘‘Annie
was one of our angels,’’ said board
president Roni Mentzer.

Whether lobbying in Sacramento for
breast cancer research or educating the
community about the dangerously high
rates of cancer in Marin County, Annie
made a difference. She made history.

Never daunted, she participated in
athletic events such as the renowned
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Dipsea race and the human race, and
she organized new events like the July
20, 2002 foot race from Mill Valley to
the Mountain Theater on Mount
Tamalpais to increase public knowl-
edge and raise much-needed funds for
research.

In October 2001, only 2 months after
her engagement to long-time partner
and soulmate Chris Stewart, the cancer
came back and Annie mounted still an-
other heroic campaign. Not one to seek
sympathy, she was driven to passion-
ately lead the fight for all women to
find a cause for this insidious disease.

Despite increasing pain, she contin-
ued her work at the Marin Civic Cen-
ter. ‘‘Annie was a special person,’’
Stewart said, ‘‘bringing a wonderful
happiness to all those who knew her.
She was passionate about her work and
about preserving the environment.’’

A woman of uncommon positive spir-
it, Andrea Fox lost her courageous bat-
tle with breast cancer surrounded by
friends and family, leaving her devoted
fiance, her mother, her brother and a
grieving community.

We are all more fortunate to have
been graced by the presence of Andrea
Fox, her beauty, her wisdom and her
strength. Her love, resolve and remark-
able will are cornerstones for the leg-
acy of courage she has left so that we
might continue the fight.

While Annie is gone, the spirit of this
angel of our community will forever be
with us.

STATUS REPORT ON CURRENT
SPENDING LEVELS OF ON-BUDG-
ET SPENDING AND REVENUES
FOR FY 2003 AND THE 5-YEAR PE-
RIOD FY 2003 THROUGH FY 2007
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, I am transmitting
a status report on the current levels of on-
budget spending and revenues for fiscal year
2003 and for the five-year period of fiscal
years 2003 through 2007. This report is nec-
essary to facilitate the application of sections
302 and 311 of the Congressional Budget Act
and section 301 of House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 353, which is currently in effect as a con-
current resolution on the budget in the House.
This status report is current through July 11,
2002.

The term ‘‘current level’’ refers to the
amounts of spending and revenues estimated
for each fiscal year based on laws enacted or
awaiting the President’s signature.

The first table in the report compares the
current levels of total budget authority, outlays,
and revenues with the aggregate levels set
forth by H. Con. Res. 353. This comparison is
needed to enforce section 311(a) of the Budg-
et Act, which creates a point of order against
measures that would breach the budget reso-
lution’s aggregate levels. The table does not
show budget authority and outlays for years
after fiscal year 2003 because appropriations
for those years have not yet been considered.

The second table compares the current lev-
els of budget authority and outlays for discre-
tionary action by each authorizing committee
with the ‘‘section 302(a)’’ allocations made

under H. Con. Res. 353 for fiscal year 2003
and fiscal years 2003 through 2007. ‘‘Discre-
tionary action’’ refers to legislation enacted
after the adoption of the budget resolution. A
separate allocation for the Medicare program,
as established under section 213(d) of the
budget resolution, is shown for fiscal year
2003 and fiscal years 2003 through 2012. This
comparison is needed to enforce section
302(f) of the Budget Act, which creates a point
of order against measures that would breach
the section 302(a) discretionary action alloca-
tion of new budget authority for the committee
that reported the measure. It is also needed to
implement section 311(b), which exempts
committees that comply with their allocations
from the point of order under section 311(a).

The third table compares the current levels
of discretionary appropriations for fiscal year
2003 with the ‘‘section 302(b)’’ suballocations
of discretionary budget authority and outlays
among Appropriations subcommittees. The
comparison is also needed to enforce section
302(f) of the Budget Act because the point of
order under that section equally applies to
measures that would breach the applicable
section 302(b) suballocation.

The fourth table gives the current level for
2004 of accounts identified for advance appro-
priations under section 301 of H. Con. Res.
353 printed in the Congressional Record on
May 22, 2002. This list is needed to enforce
section 301 of the budget resolution, which
creates a point of order against appropriation
bills that contain advance appropriations that
are: (i) not identified in the statement of man-
agers or (ii) would cause the aggregate
amount of such appropriations to exceed the
level specified in the resolution.

DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR DISCRETIONARY ACTION REFLECTING ACTION
COMPLETED AS OF JULY 11, 2002

[Fiscal years, in millions of dollars]

House Committee
2003 2003–2007 total 2003–2012 total

BA Outlays BA Outlays BA Outlays

Agriculture:
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 7,825 7,271 37,017 34,479 n.a. n.a.
Current Level .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 8,532 8,406 49,206 47,592 n.a. n.a.
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 707 1,135 12,189 13,113 n.a. n.a.

Armed Services:
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 516 516 5,804 5,804 n.a. n.a.
Current Level .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥516 ¥516 ¥5,804 ¥5,804 n.a. n.a.

Banking and Financial Services:
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.
Current Level .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.

Education and the Workforce:
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.
Current Level .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.

Commerce:
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 95 59 2,709 2,649 n.a. n.a.
Current Level .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 776 776 ¥795 ¥795 n.a. n.a.
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 681 717 ¥3,504 ¥3,444 n.a. n.a.

International Relations:
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.
Current Level .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.

Government Reform:
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.
Current Level .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.

House Administration:
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.
Current Level .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.

Resources:
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 700 700 n.a. n.a.
Current Level .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 ¥700 ¥700 n.a. n.a.

Judiciary:
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.
Current Level .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.

Small Business:
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.
Current Level .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.

Transportation and Infrastructure:
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 17,476 0 n.a. n.a.
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