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The Inupiat people of northern Alas-

ka have engaged in environmentally 
responsible whaling practices for thou-
sands of years, with no international 
supervision. They were forced to stand 
and watch as the great whales were 
decimated. 

Alaska’s Inupiat people responded 
positively to the conservation goals of 
the International Commission, forming 
their own organization, the Alaska Es-
kimo Whaling Commission, which has 
participated wholeheartedly in Inter-
national Commission meetings. The 
Alaska Commission has also put sig-
nificant assets and effort toward re-
search and monitoring that has proven 
conclusively that current Alaskan 
whaling poses no danger to the stocks 
of bowhead whales that are its target 
species. 

Whaling is more important to the 
communities of northern Alaska than 
most can possibly understand. It pro-
vides a critical element of their diet, a 
major staple for their survival. But be-
yond that, it is a custom that is deeply 
ingrained in the culture of the Inupiat 
people. 

Becoming a whaling captain is one of 
the greatest honors possible, and car-
ries with it great responsibility. Whal-
ing captains provide gear and supplies 
for their crews at significant cost, yet 
when a whale is taken, they receive no 
compensation other than the knowl-
edge of a job well done, for which they 
are not even allowed to deduct their 
costs as charitable contributions. It is 
a job that is important not only to the 
whalers themselves, but to every resi-
dent of the whaling communities, 
where their catch is shared between 
young and old alike. 

But that long history and honorable 
practice suffered a serious blow at the 
recent International Whaling Commis-
sion meeting in Shimoneseki, Japan. 
Nations promoting the resumption of 
commercial whaling, led by Japan 
itself, engineered a vote to reject the 
proposed renewal of quotas for Eskimo 
whaling. 

It is clear from a statement released 
by the Japanese Fisheries Agency on 
May 24 that this action was taken sole-
ly to retaliate against the United 
States for our opposition to the re-
sumption of commercial whaling, spe-
cifically our rejection of a small quota 
of Minke whales for four coastal vil-
lages. There is a word for such an ac-
tion, and that word is ‘‘spiteful.’’ 

This is not the way international ne-
gotiations should be conducted. 

Alaska’s aboriginal whaling has 
nothing to do with commercial whal-
ing, and everything to do with hon-
oring a way of life that has come to be 
synonymous with survival for Alaska’s 
Inupiat people. 

It is not that I lack sympathy for the 
Japanese people, or the long history of 
whaling that is part of the culture of 
those four Japanese coastal villages. I 
happen to believe that history also 
should be honored, and I hope that an 
agreeable solution to the current di-

lemma will be developed in the near fu-
ture. 

Nor can I suggest that this develop-
ment was a complete surprise. Japan 
has long sought the resumption of com-
mercial whaling, which is, in fact, the 
stated purpose of the International 
Whaling Commission. It has long 
warned that some form of retaliation 
might result from our continued oppo-
sition in the face of scientific evidence 
that some whale populations, such as 
the Minke whales sought by the coast-
al villages, have fully recovered and 
could support the resumption of whal-
ing. 

Japan complains that the U.S. is 
being ‘‘unfair.’’ How could anything be 
more unfair than the action Japan has 
orchestrated against Alaska’s Inupiat 
people? 

I repeat, that this is not how inter-
national negotiations should be con-
ducted. Targeting Alaska’s Inupiat 
whaling is not justified and can only 
serve to further alienate even those 
who might be sympathetic to the Japa-
nese villages. 

The resolution I am introducing 
today condemns this unwarranted de-
velopment, and calls on U.S. authori-
ties to do everything in their power to 
ensure that aboriginal subsistence 
whaling in Alaska is allowed to con-
tinue under the same carefully crafted 
and scientifically justified system that 
currently guides it. I understand the 
various executive branch agencies with 
an interest in this issue are already en-
gaged in doing just that, and they de-
serve our enthusiastic support. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 286—COM-
MENDING AND CONGRATU-
LATING THE LOS ANGELES 
LAKERS FOR THEIR OUT-
STANDING DRIVE, DISCIPLINE, 
AND MASTERY IN WINNING THE 
2002 NATIONAL BASKETBALL AS-
SOCIATION CHAMPIONSHIP 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 

Mrs. BOXER) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 286 

Whereas the Los Angeles Lakers are 1 of 
the greatest sports franchises in history; 

Whereas the Laker organization has won 14 
National Basketball Association Champion-
ships; 

Whereas the Los Angeles Lakers are only 
the fifth team to win 3 consecutive National 
Basketball Association Championships and 
the seventh team to sweep the finals 4 games 
to none; 

Whereas the Laker organization has fielded 
such legendary superstars as George Mikan, 
Wilt Chamberlain, Jerry West, Elgin Baylor, 
Kareem Abdul-Jabbar, Earvin ‘‘Magic’’ John-
son, and now, Shaquille O’Neal and Kobe 
Bryant; 

Whereas Shaquille O’Neal won his third 
straight National Basketball Association 
Finals Most Valuable Player award, joining 
Michael Jordan as the only player to win 3 
consecutive awards; 

Whereas Shaquille O’Neal scored a record 
145 points in the 2002 4-game finals series; 

Whereas Shaquille O’Neal’s 59.5 percent ca-
reer field goal percentage in National Bas-

ketball Association Finals games is number 
1 all-time and his 34.2 point scoring average 
ranks second; 

Whereas Kobe Bryant was named to the 
2001–2002 All-National Basketball Associa-
tion First Team after averaging 25.5 points 
per game, 5.5 rebounds per game, and 5.5 as-
sists per game during the regular season; 

Whereas Kobe Bryant averaged 26.8 points, 
5.8 rebounds, and 5.3 assists during the 2002 
National Basketball Association Finals; 

Whereas Coach Phil Jackson won his ninth 
National Basketball Association title, tying 
the record of legendary Boston Celtics coach, 
Red Auerbach; 

Whereas Coach Phil Jackson won his 156th 
postseason game, surpassing former Lakers 
Coach Pat Riley to become the winningest 
playoff coach in National Basketball Asso-
ciation history; 

Whereas the Los Angeles Lakers epitomize 
the spirit of their hometown with their de-
termination, heart, stamina, and amazing 
comeback ability; 

Whereas the support of all the Los Angeles 
fans and the people of California propelled 
the Los Angeles Lakers to another National 
Basketball Association Championship; and 

Whereas the Los Angeles Lakers are poised 
to win a fourth straight National Basketball 
Association Championship next season: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate commends and 
congratulates the Los Angeles Lakers on 
winning the 2002 National Basketball Asso-
ciation Championship Title. 

f 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 121—EXPRESSING THE 
SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT 
THERE SHOULD BE ESTAB-
LISHED A NATIONAL HEALTH 
CENTER WEEK FOR THE WEEK 
BEGINNING ON AUGUST 18, 2002, 
TO RAISE AWARENESS OF 
HEALTH SERVICES PROVIDED BY 
COMMUNITY, MIGRANT, PUBLIC 
HOUSING, AND HOMELESS 
HEALTH CENTERS 

Mr. HUTCHINSON (for himself, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. BOND, and Mr. HOLLINGS) 
submitted the following concurrent 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. CON. RES. 121 

Whereas community, migrant, public hous-
ing, and homeless health centers (referred to 
in this concurrent resolution as ‘‘health cen-
ters’’) are nonprofit, community-owned and 
community-operated health providers and 
are vital to the Nation’s communities; 

Whereas there are more than 1,000 health 
centers serving 12,000,000 people at more than 
4,000 health delivery sites, spanning urban 
and rural communities in all 50 States, the 
District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, Guam, 
and the Virgin Islands; 

Whereas health centers have provided cost- 
effective, quality health care to the Nation’s 
poor and medically underserved (including 
the working poor, the uninsured, and many 
high-risk and vulnerable populations), acting 
as a vital safety net in the Nation’s health 
delivery system, meeting escalating health 
needs, and reducing health disparities; 

Whereas health centers provide care to 1 of 
every 9 uninsured Americans, 1 of every 8 
low-income Americans, and 1 of every 10 
rural Americans, and without health centers 
these Americans would otherwise lack access 
to health care; 

Whereas health centers and other innova-
tive programs in primary and preventive 
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care reach out to 650,000 homeless persons 
and 700,000 farm workers; 

Whereas health centers make health care 
responsive and cost-effective by integrating 
the delivery of primary care with aggressive 
outreach, patient education, translation, and 
enabling support services; 

Whereas health centers increase the use of 
preventive health services such as immuni-
zations, Pap smears, mammograms, and 
glaucoma screenings; 

Whereas in communities served by health 
centers, infant mortality rates have been re-
duced by between 10 and 40 percent; 

Whereas health centers are built by com-
munity initiative; 

Whereas Federal grants provide seed 
money to empower communities to find part-
ners and resources and to recruit doctors and 
needed health professionals; 

Whereas Federal grants, on average, con-
tribute 22 percent of a health center’s budg-
et, with the remainder provided by State and 
local governments, medicare, medicaid, pri-
vate contributions, private insurance, and 
patient fees; 

Whereas health centers are community- 
oriented and patient-focused; 

Whereas health centers tailor their serv-
ices to fit the special needs and priorities of 
communities by working together with 
schools, businesses, churches, community or-
ganizations, foundations, and State and local 
governments; 

Whereas health centers contribute to the 
health and well-being of their communities 
by keeping children healthy and in school 
and helping adults remain productive and on 
the job; 

Whereas health centers engage citizen par-
ticipation and provide jobs for 50,000 commu-
nity residents; and 

Whereas the establishment of a National 
Community Health Center Week for the 
week beginning on August 18, 2002, would 
raise awareness of the health services pro-
vided by health centers: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense 
of Congress that— 

(1) there should be established a National 
Community Health Center Week for the 
week beginning on August 18, 2002, to raise 
awareness of health services provided by 
health centers; and 

(2) the President should issue a proclama-
tion calling on the people of the United 
States and interested organizations to ob-
serve such a week with appropriate programs 
and activities. 

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Madam Presi-
dent, I rise today to submit a concur-
rent resolution, along with my col-
leagues, Senators DURBIN, BOND, and 
HOLLINGS, that would establish the 
week of August 18, 2002, as National 
Community Health Center Week. 

Community, migrant, public housing, 
and homeless health centers are non-
profit providers of health care for our 
Nation’s medically underserved. An es-
sential element of our Nation’s safety 
net, health centers provide care to 1 of 
every 9 uninsured Americans, 1 of 
every 8 low-income Americans and 1 of 
every 10 rural Americans. In rural and 
small communities, health centers are 
often the only health care providers, 
and in many cases can be the difference 
between life and death. Communities 
served by these health care centers 
have experienced reduced infant mor-
tality rates by as much as 10 and 40 
percent. Not only are health centers 

contributing to the physical well-being 
of communities, they are also contrib-
uting to the economic well-being of the 
communities where they are located, 
by employing over 50,000 community 
residents nationwide. 

I commend President Bush for recog-
nizing the valuable role of community 
health centers. The President has wise-
ly called for the establishment of 1,200 
new and expanded health center sites 
by 2006 that will enable health centers 
to serve more than 16 million patients 
annually. 

Congress should also pay tribute to 
the role of these centers in improving 
the health and well-being of our Na-
tion’s poor and medically underserved 
by establishing the week of August 18, 
2002, as National Community Health 
Center Week. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 3835. Mr. LEAHY (for himself and Mr. 
JEFFORDS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
2600, to ensure the continued financial capac-
ity of insurers to provide coverage for risks 
from terrorism; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3836. Mr. MCCONNELL (for himself, Mr. 
GRAMM, Mr. LOTT, and Mr. SANTORUM) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill S. 2600, 
supra. 

SA 3837. Mr. NELSON, of Nebraska (for 
himself and Ms. COLLINS) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2600, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 3838. Mr. ALLEN (for himself, Mr. 
BURNS, Mr. WARNER, Mr. SMITH, of New 
Hampshire, Mrs. HUTCHISON, and Mr. HARKIN) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 2600, supra. 

SA 3839. Mr. HATCH proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 2600, supra. 

SA 3840. Mr. NELSON, of Florida sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 2600, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3841. Mr. HOLLINGS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2600, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 3842. Mr. SANTORUM proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 2600, supra. 

SA 3843. Mr. BROWNBACK proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 2600, supra. 

SA 3844. Mr. ENSIGN proposed an amend-
ment to amendment SA 3843 proposed by Mr. 
BROWNBACK to the bill (S. 2600) supra. 

SA 3845. Mr. REID (for Mrs. FEINSTEIN) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill S. 672, to 
amend the Immigration and Nationality Act 
to provide for the continued classification of 
certain aliens as children for purposes of 
that Act in cases where the aliens ‘‘age-out’’ 
while awaiting immigration processing, and 
for other purposes. 

SA 3846. Mr. REID (for Mrs. FEINSTEIN) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill H.R. 1209, to 
amend the Immigration and Nationality Act 
to determine whether an alien is a child, for 
purposes of classification as an immediate 
relative, based on the age of the alien on the 
date the classification petition with respect 
to the alien is filed, and for other purposes. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 3835. Mr. LEAHY (for himself and 
Mr. JEFFORDS) submitted an amend-

ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2600, to ensure the contin-
ued financial capacity of insurers to 
provide coverage for risks from ter-
rorism; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 14, line 9, insert before ‘‘but’’ the 
following: ‘‘or that could have operated 
through such self insurance arrangements 
under applicable State law in effect on Sep-
tember 11, 2001,’’. 

SA 3836. Mr. MCCONNELL (for him-
self, Mr. GRAMM, Mr. LOTT, and Mr. 
SANTORUM) proposed an amendment to 
the bill S. 2600, to ensure the continued 
financial capacity of insurers to pro-
vide coverage for risks from terrorism; 
as follows: 

On page 29, strike line 1 and all that fol-
lows through page 30, line 17, and insert the 
following: 
SEC. 10. PROCEDURES FOR CIVIL ACTIONS. 

(a) FEDERAL CAUSE OF ACTION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There shall exist a Fed-

eral cause of action for claims arising out of 
or resulting from an act of terrorism, which 
shall be the exclusive cause of action and 
remedy for such claims, except as provided 
in subsection (f). 

(2) PREEMPTION OF STATE ACTIONS.—All 
State causes of action of any kind for claims 
arising out of or resulting from an act of ter-
rorism that are otherwise available under 
State law, are hereby preempted, except as 
provided in subsection (f). 

(b) GOVERNING LAW.—The substantive law 
for decision in an action described in sub-
section (a)(1) shall be derived from the law, 
including applicable choice of law principles, 
of the State in which the act of terrorism 
giving rise to the action occurred, except to 
the extent that— 

(1) the law, including choice of law prin-
ciples, of another State is determined to be 
applicable to the action by the district court 
hearing the action; or 

(2) otherwise applicable State law (includ-
ing that determined under paragraph (1), is 
inconsistent with or otherwise preempted by 
Federal law. 

(c) FEDERAL JURISDICTION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, not later than 90 days 
after the date of the occurrence of an act of 
terrorism, the Judicial Panel on Multidis-
trict Litigation shall assign a single Federal 
district court to conduct pretrial and trial 
proceedings in all pending and future civil 
actions for claims arising out of or resulting 
from that act of terrorism. 

(2) SELECTION CRITERIA.—The Judicial 
Panel on Multidistrict Litigation shall se-
lect and assign the district court under para-
graph (1) based on the convenience of the 
parties and the just and efficient conduct of 
the proceedings. 

(3) JURISDICTION.—The district court as-
signed by the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict 
Litigation shall have original and exclusive 
jurisdiction over all actions under paragraph 
(1). For purposes of personal jurisdiction, the 
district court assigned by the Judicial Panel 
on Multidistrict Litigation shall be deemed 
to sit in all judicial districts in the United 
States. 

(4) TRANSFER OF CASES FILED IN OTHER FED-
ERAL COURTS.—Any civil action for claims 
arising out of or resulting from an act of ter-
rorism that is filed in a Federal district 
court other than the Federal district court 
assigned by the Judicial Panel on Multidis-
trict Litigation under paragraph (1) shall be 
transferred to the Federal district court so 
assigned. 
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