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we have had a policy that the polluters 
will pay to clean up this pollution, 
rather than John Q. Citizen. This ad-
ministration wants to take the cost of 
the cleanup of this creosote toxic waste 
dump, and there are thousands arose 
the country, and take it off of the pol-
luters who put the creosote in the 
ground, who should be morally, ethi-
cally, and legally responsible for that, 
and put it over on the taxpayers, so the 
taxpayers have to pay for this cleanup. 

Well, I can tell the gentleman that 
my neighbors do not think it should be 
their job to clean up the creosote that 
these companies put in the ground, be-
cause they were not following the law 
for decades. And we believe the admin-
istration is flat wrong in trying to take 
care of these special interests by put-
ting that enormous cost of these clean-
up efforts on to people who are playing 
by the rules, earning a paycheck, pay-
ing their house payment, and they are 
now having to pay their taxes for that 
Superfund cleanup. 

Mr. Speaker, it is one manifestation 
of how special interests here in this 
Chamber have got their way when they 
should not get their way. These clean-
ups ought to be borne by the polluters. 
Not only is it an equity issue, but the 
clear fact of the matter is that because 
of the costs associated, these are bil-
lions and billions of dollars, one little 
cleanup on my little island, it is about 
16 acres, is going to cost something 
like $20 million or $30 million, and we 
need to repeat that across the country 
to keep this stuff out of our water. If 
we do not keep that polluter-pays con-
cept, these jobs are not going to get 
done. 

So this is related to the issue, and I 
just want to point out that it is not the 
only assault that we suffer.

b 2030 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
appreciate the gentleman’s comments. 
I appreciate his leadership and look 
forward to working with him on en-
ergy, on defense, and on the areas gen-
erally of making sure that we are 
strengthening, not weakening, our en-
vironmental protections. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I know 
the time is about up, I know you will 
be disappointed, but I want to summa-
rize because it is important for us to be 
working with friends like the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE) 
and others to focus on actions, not just 
rhetoric. 

And one of the things that I have 
found most disconcerting as I have 
watched what this administration has 
done is taking Mr. Luntz’s advice to 
not be rolling back regulations but, as 
they call it, updating Washington’s 
rules on the environment. Now, he has 
been encouraging Republicans not to 
attack the principles behind environ-
mental protections, but to try and 
shift things around in terms of the reg-
ulatory configuration. Well, the Bush 
administration has made significant 
and far-reaching changes to environ-

mental protections since the President 
assumed office. But not through out-
right legislation, not putting it before 
the American public and having a dis-
cussion about what our values are, 
what we are trying to protect and how 
best to encourage more environmental 
protection. 

We have been having a series of late 
Friday afternoon rule changes and 
clarifications at a time when asthma 
and cancer rates are on the rise. When 
people in Alaska are seeing tropical in-
sects, when we are having roadways 
buckle, permafrost is disappearing, the 
public knows that we should be 
strengthening, not weakening, environ-
mental laws. We are not just seeing a 
broad depth and breadth of changes, 
but we are seeing them done under the 
radar screen. For example, we have 
seen a series of rollbacks occurring on 
Friday afternoons, during the holiday 
season, when Congress is not in session 
and when the public’s attention is di-
verted. For example, the EPA an-
nounced its biggest rollback of the 
Clean Air Act since its inception on the 
afternoon before Thanksgiving and an-
other on New Year’s Eve calculated to 
try and shield the action from the pub-
lic. 

Three of the most egregious 
rollbacks occurred first earlier this 
year when we had proposed changes to 
the Clear Water Act that will have 
sweeping impacts on 20 million acres of 
wetlands across the country. Now, 
these rules changes were in response to 
a Supreme Court decision that very 
narrowly interpreted the Clean Water 
Act and brought attention to what bod-
ies of water the act should apply to. 

Now, instead of advancing clarifying 
legislation that would make clear we 
want to protect these precious wet-
lands, half of which are gone already, 
some communities have lost 90 percent 
of their wetlands, deteriorating the 
quality of water, increasing threats to 
flood, instead they have proposed leav-
ing out lots of, these appear to be de 
minimis efforts, they want to talk 
about creeks, small streams, natural 
ponds, types of wetlands like bogs, 
marshes, prairie potholes. These will 
all be waterways no longer protected 
by the Clean Water Act. They sound de 
minimis, but they are part of the crit-
ical green infrastructure that has pro-
tected our communication for genera-
tions. Now they will all be vulnerable 
to dredging, filling, and waste dump-
ing. 

I mentioned earlier the confusion 
surrounding the snowmobiles in some 
of our country’s most beautiful na-
tional parks. During his Presidential 
campaign, candidate Bush spoke of pro-
tecting national parks as an ongoing 
responsibility and a shared commit-
ment of the American people and their 
government. The budgets, I will men-
tion, cut funding to this ongoing re-
sponsibility. And even though the pub-
lic has spoken out again and again in 
favor of banning snowmobiles from 
areas like Yellowstone, the administra-

tion announced last November a pro-
posal to increase the number of snow-
mobiles in both Yellowstone and Grand 
Teton National parks by 35 percent. 

Now, against the wishes of the Amer-
ican public, the EPA, the National 
Park Service, the administration has 
decided to jeopardize the health of the 
park’s ecosystem and employees in 
areas that President Bush in the cam-
paign referred to as ‘‘silent places un-
worn by man.’’

Finally, I want to mention, Mr. 
Speaker, the environmental rollback 
that will have a significant impact in 
my community in the Pacific North-
west, the national roadless policy. Near 
the end of his term, President Clinton 
restricted logging and road building in 
almost 60 million acres of national for-
est. This was after the most extensive 
public input process in the history of 
our national park system. There were 
over a million and a half public com-
ments. Over 600 public hearings. Well, a 
district judge in Idaho placed an in-
junction on the rule. The Bush admin-
istration did not choose to contest it. 
Luckily, in one of the few victories 
that those of us who care about the en-
vironment have had recently, the 9th 
Circuit Court has upheld the roadless 
rule, which will effectively protect it 
for the time being. But this reckless 
degradation of our Nation’s air, water, 
forest, and soil protection will have a 
severe and long-term impact on the 
planet, leave a far greater legacy of en-
vironmental problems that our chil-
dren, not us, our children will be left to 
manage. 

And I hope that the American public 
will focus on what Republican consult-
ants like Frank Luntz are suggesting, 
understand the significant impacts of 
environmental rollbacks proposed, and 
understand that there are significant 
opportunities, not just for the Amer-
ican public and the environmental 
community, but significant environ-
mental opportunities like I mentioned 
this evening in terms of environmental 
clean up with the Department of De-
fense that will save tax dollars, that 
will protect the environment for gen-
erations to come, that will improve 
military readiness, and not be at the 
expense of the health of our commu-
nities or our men and women in the 
fighting forces. 

I hope that instead of greenwash, in-
stead of rhetorical flourishes, instead 
of dodging the issues and obscuring the 
record, I hope that the administration 
will join with people on both sides of 
the aisle who care about the environ-
ment and give the American public 
what they request in terms of livable 
communities, protected open space, 
clean air, and clean water. It is within 
our grasp. It is within our budget. I 
hope that it is within our will before 
we adjourn.

f 

WHY WE NEED AFFIRMATIVE 
ACTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KLINE). Under the Speaker’s announced 
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policy of January 7, 2003, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MEEK) is rec-
ognized for 60 minutes. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the subject of the Special Order 
today. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 

every week the Congressional Black 
Caucus comes together here for an 
hour on the floor to not only speak of 
events that took place in the Congress 
but also in our Nation. And this week 
we are coming together as a caucus and 
to be able to share with Americans and 
those that came to Washington, DC, on 
April 1 of this month to march in front 
of the Supreme Court on the march on 
Washington. 

We rise today to commend the cour-
age of these college students and young 
adults that participated in the march, 
held forums and also held workshops 
on affirmative action and the positive 
benefits of it. 

While the marchers were assembled 
in front of the Supreme Court, men and 
women of every color, every nation-
ality stood together in front of the Su-
preme Court, whether it be in front of 
the bench as proponents or opponents 
of affirmative action or behind the 
bench with the responsibility to uphold 
the Constitution. 

Students came from far and wide, 
from as far as California, as close as 
here, right here in Washington, DC, to 
be able to speak on behalf of those who 
did not have the opportunity to speak 
for themselves on that day. 250 col-
leges, universities, high schools, mid-
dle schools, and other community orga-
nizations mobilized themselves for this 
national march on Washington with 
thousands attending. 

Today we commend them, today we 
commend them for fighting for our 
children. I commend them personally 
for standing for my 5-year-old and 8-
year-old son and daughter. These stu-
dents participated for equal justice. 
They marched for equal opportunities. 
They stood for equal protections side 
by side, men and women alike. So they 
have come without any reservations. 
Some stayed out overnight in front of 
the Supreme Court just to hear, just 
for a moment or two the arguments 
that were argued on that day. 

Some did not get an opportunity to 
go in. Some traveled all night. Some 
students missed class and had to go 
back and make those classes up or 
exams. Some had to ask their loved 
ones to take other loved ones to the 
doctor, to feed their children, to be 
able to do things that they would ordi-
narily be doing if they did not have to 
come to Washington. But that is all 
part of our democracy that we cherish 
and that we love. 

Tonight you will be hearing from 
members of the Congressional Black 
Caucus commending these students and 
other Americans for participating in 
this democracy, standing on behalf of 
equal opportunity, standing on behalf 
of fair play for all that makes America 
great. 

We want to make sure that orga-
nizers and those individuals that came 
to march here on Washington know 
that not only are Members of the Con-
gress but members of the military are 
supporting them 110 percent for stand-
ing for what they believe in. And to-
night, Mr. Speaker, I would like to rec-
ognize some Members to be able to 
speak before us and share some com-
ments as we go to not only commend 
but also talk a little bit about the im-
portance of affirmative action. 

Our chairman, the distinguished 
Member from Maryland (Mr. 
CUMMINGS), Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to recognize at this points. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the distinguished gentleman for 
yielding, and I also will take a moment 
to thank him for organizing this Spe-
cial Order on behalf of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to applaud the 
young Americans of our time who by 
the tens of thousands are standing up 
for what Dr. King dreamed about. They 
stood on the streets of our Nation’s 
capital as my colleague, the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. MEEK) said, many of 
them sleeping in the cold of night, try-
ing simply to make a difference.

Last week, lawyers argued in the Su-
preme Court debating the merits of the 
University of Michigan admissions 
case. As the justices pondered the con-
stitutionality of policies of inclusion in 
America’s great public universities, 
young Americans of every racial back-
ground marched for justice on the 
streets of Washington, D.C. These 
young people filled my heart with hope 
and pride, Mr. Speaker. They fully un-
derstand, as Dr. King often declared, 
that to change America for the better 
we must be prepared to exercise the 
full measure of our citizenship. And 
they also understand that their acts of 
citizenship are inextricably inter-
twined with universal educational op-
portunities. 

I should also note, Mr. Speaker, that 
last week America marked the anni-
versary of that tragic moment in 1968 
when Dr. King was killed while stand-
ing up for what is simply right. A grow-
ing number of young Americans are 
honoring that sacrifice in our time. 
They are determined, as members of 
the Congressional Black Caucus are, to 
realize Dr. King’s dream for America 
now, not in some distant time. They 
understand that a dream deferred is in-
deed a dream denied. They care about 
somebody other than themselves. But 
more than caring, they were willing to 
share their time, their convenience, 
and their efforts to speak out. 

It has often been said that so many 
people measure their responses to a cri-

sis by the level of their inconvenience. 
In other words, if they are going to be 
inconvenienced, they do not do any-
thing. And it is so pleasing to see these 
young people know that they were 
going to be inconvenienced but still 
stand up. 

Mr. Speaker, those who cite Dr. 
King’s dream to support their assertion 
that this Nation must be color blind to 
the racial exclusion that continues to 
plague America should take the time 
to read what Dr. King actually had to 
say. I recall for you and for this House 
that Dr. King once wrote a book enti-
tled ‘‘Why We Can’t Wait.’’

Anyone who reads his words will un-
derstand that the unwaivering focus of 
Dr. King’s life was his unrelenting 
struggle for universal justice and inclu-
sion in every important area of Amer-
ican life. 

Mr. Speaker, the peaceful demonstra-
tors out there on the Capital’s streets 
last week were advancing a simple, elo-
quent, and peaceful demand for more 
justice and opportunities in their lives 
and, yes, for generations yet unborn. 
They were marching in the footsteps of 
heroes like our good friend and col-
league, the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. LEWIS), and the recently departed 
Reverend Josiah Williams.

b 2045 
JOHN LEWIS’ contribution to America 

reminds us that the men and women 
who led that 1965 ‘‘Bloody Sunday’’ 
march for voting rights across Selma, 
Alabama’s Edmund Pettus Bridge were 
also young and brave. 

So I rise today, Mr. Speaker, to de-
clare that the young Americans of 
today are determined to change our fu-
ture for the better. They have the seed 
of greatness within them. They believe 
that they too can change the course of 
history and change the course of des-
tiny. They are justified in this faith. 
Principled acts of citizenship con-
vinced Virginia Tech’s Board of Re-
gents just last week to restore that 
university’s policy of inclusion. 

Mr. Speaker, from their college dor-
mitories and homes throughout the 
United States, the young people of 
America are watching what we say and 
do in this great chamber of democracy 
tonight. They have sent us a powerful 
message and they are waiting to see 
how we respond. Their message is the 
same challenge Dr. King delivered in 
the years of my youth when he said, 
‘‘Now is the time for all of us to move 
forward, not retreat, on the road to-
ward a more just society.’’ Dr. King de-
clared, ‘‘Now is our time. We cannot 
wait.’’

Today, our young people are remind-
ing us that their lives are moving for-
ward in time. They are telling us that 
they deserve justice and opportunity 
now. And we who hold national posi-
tions of trust should be listening to 
what these young Americans are say-
ing, Mr. Speaker. We must listen and 
we must act accordingly and we must 
synchronize our conscience with our 
conduct. 
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As I bring these brief remarks to a 

close, permit me to recall for you what 
Dr. King declared during a freedom 
rally in St. Louis back in 1957. He said, 
‘‘The destiny of our Nation is involved. 
We can’t afford to slow up. The motor 
is now cranked up,’’ Dr. King went on 
to say, ‘‘we are moving up the highway 
of freedom toward the city of equality. 
We can’t afford to slow up because our 
Nation has a date with destiny.’’ 

I was a small child when Dr. King 
spoke in St. Louis about our national 
date with destiny, Mr. Speaker. Now 
our own children’s shared destiny is at 
stake, whatever the color of their skin 
may be. And we are the ones to whom 
they are looking for a renewed America 
of universal opportunity. 

We must do what is required, Mr. 
Speaker. America’s young people can-
not wait, and we thank them for being 
impatient. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
just want to, number one, commend 
the gentleman from Maryland as not 
only chairman of the Congressional 
Black Caucus, but being a part of this, 
how should I say, coalition of not only 
Members of Congress, not only black 
Members of Congress or women of Con-
gress, but Members of Congress that 
commend the organizers for bringing 
forth a march to be in support of af-
firmative action. Even though it was 
being argued in the courts, as we know, 
and as I mentioned that the retired 
military generals filed a brief in this 
case, I am looking forward to talking a 
little more about this tonight and also 
about the U.S. corporations as it re-
lates to the diversity of what Dr. King 
talked about so long ago which has 
made America what it is. 

But I just want to congratulate the 
gentleman on behalf of myself, this 
Member from the 17th Congressional 
District in Florida, with regard to 
what the Congressional Black Caucus 
is doing in relation to sticking with 
this issue in the halls of Congress and 
also encouraging those to do what they 
are doing now. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Well, I thank the 
gentleman for his comments, Mr. 
Speaker. As we engage in this dialogue 
this evening, I cannot help but think 
about the mayor of Detroit. I shall 
never forget when he won, a young man 
who had been prepared for that. He had 
had an opportunity to get the kind of 
education that he needed to run a city, 
and a major city. It is just amazing to 
me that so often our young people are 
at the point of taking and grabbing 
ahold of opportunity, but they have to 
be equipped to do it. 

So this is what this is all about. 
These young people were not out there 
partying, they were out there trying to 
cut a path and say, look, we are going 
to make sure in our time and in our 
space we make a difference for those 
future mayors of Detroit, so that peo-
ple so often overlooked will have op-
portunities to lead and inspire others. 

So I think this is one of the greatest 
things that our caucus could do to lift 

up our young people and salute them 
for all that they are. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
am going to yield now to a distin-
guished gentlewoman who is a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations, 
the gentlewoman from the 13th Con-
gressional District of Michigan (Ms. 
KILPATRICK). 

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, to 
our fine colleague, the former State 
Senator and now Congressman from 
Florida, for coming in and taking the 
mantle of leadership by the hand and 
helping to move our country forward, I 
want him to know he is to be admired. 
He is certainly a fine symbol for young 
people all over this world to know that 
when we speak up and have a con-
science about what we believe, our 
families are better, our people are bet-
ter, and our countries are better. So I 
thank the gentleman for coming here. 
He really had big shoes to fill, but I 
want Mrs. Carrie Meek to know that he 
is doing a wonderful job and we are 
very proud of him. 

I am honored and privileged to be 
here with my colleagues tonight for 
what I consider to be one of the most 
important issues we will ever consider 
during my stay here in this United 
States Congress. The young people of 
America and the citizens across this 
country by the tens of thousands came 
to Washington, D.C. last Tuesday, 
April 1, to speak out and to dem-
onstrate, to assemble, as our Constitu-
tion allows, to say to the world that we 
do not want our country to go back. We 
want to go forward. We are the sons 
and daughters of this civilization, and 
we believe that if we can go to war, we 
can also go to the universities, and 
that the doors of the American univer-
sities funded by public dollars must 
stay open.

It was wonderful to see all the people 
there. And I want to particularly talk 
about the young people, the young 
faces that were there last week. I am a 
graduate of the University of Michigan, 
Ann Arbor, Michigan. I was born and 
raised in Michigan all my life. I think 
it is not coincidental that this case 
being heard is from the University of 
Michigan. This university of over 35,000 
students for many years has produced 
leaders for this country, and has pro-
duced fine scientists and teachers and 
engineers and other kinds of people, 
like so many other universities around 
this country. 

This is not the time to wipe out op-
portunity. It is a time to expand oppor-
tunity so that all God’s children can 
have a higher education experience. I 
believe that education is the key to a 
person’s life. The more of it that one 
gets, the more interaction one has with 
people like oneself, but also people who 
are different than we are, who come 
from different backgrounds, this pre-
pares us to be the kind of citizen who 
can lead anything, who can make this 
country move forward, and can even, 
yes, serve in this United States Con-
gress. 

So the young people who came, my 
colleagues, and I know we all saw them 
from all walks of life, from universities 
all over this country, they came to say 
to this Supreme Court, please do not 
shut the door of opportunity now. We 
are ready. We have been raised, we 
have excelled, and we need you to keep 
the doors of our public universities 
open. 

Now, this case at the University of 
Michigan not only affects that univer-
sity, as my colleagues know, but edu-
cational institutions all over America. 
Over 100 businesses have filed amicus 
briefs with the court. General Motors, 
headquartered in my district; Micro-
soft, and many other corporations in 
this country have filed briefs to say 
that a diverse workforce not only 
strengthens our companies and helps to 
increase the bottom line, but allows 
our workers to have the mix and expe-
riences of not only their own ethnicity 
but those of others. So this is not the 
time, the corporations are saying, to 
turn the clocks back. 

As my colleague mentioned earlier, 
General Schwarzkopf and others, the 
highest elements in our military com-
mands, have supported the university’s 
admission policy. They are saying do 
not go back. The beauty of our Armed 
Forces, yes, as we fight today in two 
foreign lands, in Afghanistan and also 
in Iraq, keep the doors of opportunity 
open. These are generals, former gen-
erals in our armed services, who know 
that a diverse military is what best 
serves our country and they are sup-
porting the University of Michigan’s 
policy. 

We all need to be aware, too, that not 
only the young people who were here 
from all over the country, but the 
young students at the University of 
Michigan raised $50,000 themselves, 
sent 12 buses of their children, young 
people, to this Capitol of our United 
States. After the march, at noon, they 
had another rally where thousands of 
young people came and said, Congress-
woman, we are here because we want 
the court to hear us. We want the court 
to know that we will do whatever is 
necessary to be the best that we can 
be, and we want the court to keep the 
opportunity for doors to be open so 
that we can raise our children to have 
the best opportunities in life, so they 
can be the best citizens they can be, 
and we believe an education is the key 
to that. 

As was mentioned, I am a graduate of 
the University of Michigan. The two 
cases before the Supreme Court, one 
for the undergraduate school, talks 
about a point system. There is a base 
of 150 points that can be had. A student 
needs 100 points to be considered for 
admission. At least 80 of those points 
they get from scholastic ability, from 
middle school right through high 
school, with the SAT scores. So 80 
points of that 150 can come from the 
academic achievements from middle 
school right through the high school 
experience. Then there are about 15 
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other categories, my colleagues, where 
other points can be had. For instance, 
if someone had a father or a grand-
father go to the university, they get 
what is called legacy points. If a stu-
dent is from Michigan and they live in 
the upper peninsula, they get a certain 
number of points. If they are from a so-
cioeconomic background that is low 
and they need help, they get points. If 
they are an athlete, they can also get 
points to add to that. If they are from 
a minority class, African American, 
Asian American, Latino American, or 
Native American, they can get points. 

It is amazing to me, with those few 
that I mentioned and at least 10 others, 
why are we singling out the ethnicity 
of that category? Why not the legacy 
points? Why not if a student lives in an 
underrepresented county, like the 
upper peninsula? This is not the time 
now to put the race card in American 
society. We have our hands full just 
keeping the doors of opportunity open 
for all our institutions of higher learn-
ing. This is not a time to confuse our 
young people by telling them, yes, you 
can go fight on the front line, but, no, 
you cannot go to the university. Some-
thing is inherently wrong with that. 

And what those beautiful students 
and young people said last Tuesday 
was, no, America, no, Supreme Court, 
do not take our country back. Let us 
move forward in the greatness that 
this country is. 

I had an opportunity to sit in the 
Court last Tuesday. It was a wonderful 
experience. The young people were also 
there in the Court, those who could get 
in, and we heard the arguments on both 
sides. We know now that the Supreme 
Court will be deliberating, some say 
June, some say right through the end 
of this session, which will be later on 
in October-November when the Court is 
finished before we get our decision. 
What we need people to do now, who 
believe that America should be open 
for its citizens, for all citizens, that the 
public universities of this country 
should not be closed, that the military 
opportunities should not be shut down, 
that corporate America continues to 
grow and expand and create work envi-
ronments that all people from all back-
grounds can participate in, if they be-
lieve in a just and open America, we 
need them to fax, to e-mail, to write 
and to call the nine justices of the Su-
preme Court. 

Those nine justices will be deter-
mining in the next several months 
whether the admissions policy should 
be upheld or if it should not be. So 
those who are listening tonight, and we 
are happy that we are able as the Con-
gressional Black Caucus to bring the 
information to them, they should let 
their voices be heard. They need to 
speak out through fax, e-mail, writing 
or calling and let the justices know. 
This is the greatest country in the 
world. We want to maintain that. Edu-
cation is the key to that. 

Young people have stood up to say 
that we are here on the steps of the Su-

preme Court to ask our Court, our jus-
tices, to keep justice in America. Keep 
the doors open. I am very proud of the 
young people. I want them to know 
that many years ago, during the 1960s 
civil rights movement, I was one of 
those students.

b 2100 

Speak out against injustice. Our Con-
stitution allows us to demonstrate and 
to assemble when we think something 
is wrong. Some countries do not have 
that opportunity. The University of 
Michigan is a fine university, as are 
universities all over the country. What 
happens with this decision in the Su-
preme Court will determine what kind 
of country we live in in the next 10, 20, 
30 years of this country. Stand up 
America. I thank the young people, and 
continue the struggle because it is 
young people who must keep America 
strong, and it is you who must have the 
opportunity to raise, defend, and build 
your families. God bless you. We are so 
proud of you.

Mr. Speaker, it is indeed an honor and privi-
lege to address the floor this evening and ac-
knowledge the efforts of the young people 
from throughout our Nation who mobilized to 
travel to Washington, DC to demonstrate in 
support of the ideals associated with affirma-
tive action and the historic cases being con-
sidered by the Supreme Court regarding the 
University of Michigan admission policies for 
the law school and the undergraduate pro-
gram. 

I am especially pleased to commend the ef-
forts of the students who traveled from Michi-
gan to demonstrate their support for, and com-
mitment to the University’s affirmative action 
policies. The efforts of U of M were particularly 
gratifying to me. I am an alumnus of the Uni-
versity. I am a witness to the virtues of affirm-
ative action policies enacted by U of M. 

On April 1, on the steps of the Supreme 
Court, I was also a witness to the assemblage 
of people from around the country, but espe-
cially from the great State of Michigan who 
braved the elements and other obstacles to 
form a coalition believers and supports of af-
firmative action. 

I am personally aware of the sacrifices the 
students made to come to Washington, DC. 
The students were responsible for raising over 
$50,000 and bringing 12 buses of students. 
The shining faces and fervent voices of the 
students were a sight to behold. Their efforts 
were a testament to the importance of pre-
serving affirmative action, and a message to 
the Supreme Court Justices to do the right 
thing. I salute the students and pledge to them 
I will continue to fight on behalf of affirmative 
action. Finally, I offer my heartfelt thanks to 
each and everyone of them for joining the co-
alition of black, brown, yellow, red and white 
supporters of affirmative action.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman for assisting in 
the organizing and assisting young peo-
ple coming to Washington, and also the 
pride and energy that I hear in her 
voice of this generation and genera-
tions after this particular generation 
to be stimulated and motivated to con-
tinue to struggle in the fight for equal 
opportunity. We appreciate the entire 

State of Michigan, the Motor City for 
what they did, and the corporations for 
standing for what is right in this coun-
try. 

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, let 
me add that the mayor of the city of 
Detroit was here representing the 
young people. He is 32 years old and at-
tended a historically black college; he 
is now a lawyer. It just demonstrates 
we can be anything that we want to be 
if we just rise up and speak out and be 
the very best that God asked us to be. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield to the gentlewoman from the Dis-
trict of Columbia (Ms. NORTON), who 
has appeared before the Supreme Court 
as a lawyer many times. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his leadership this 
evening. I want to say to the gen-
tleman that his leadership is especially 
appropriate because this Special Order 
is devoted to actions inspired by young 
people, many of the age or close to the 
age of the gentleman who leads this 
Special Order. He well may be the 
youngest member of the Congressional 
Black Caucus, one of the youngest 
Members of Congress; and what we are 
here to talk about tonight has every-
thing to do with young people and what 
they themselves initiated on April 1, 
first by some of them staying up all 
night in order to prepare for the rally 
and to get into the Court, others com-
ing to go to a town meeting at Howard 
University convened by the Chair of 
the Congressional Black Caucus at a 
wind-up rally. 

Now April 1 is April Fool’s Day. That 
is not why we are going to remember it 
this year. We are not even going to re-
member it first and foremost because 
the University of Michigan case was ar-
gued on that day. The University of 
Michigan case is largely to be remem-
bered by the date it is decided, not the 
date it is argued. That is how we re-
member Supreme Court cases; but even 
that is not how we are going to remem-
ber April 1, 2003. 

I think we are going to remember 
April 1, 2003, as the day that gave birth 
to a new American civil rights move-
ment, a second American civil rights 
movement. This is not my character-
ization. This is how these young people 
title themselves, and if I may say what 
their long title is, Coalition to Defend 
Affirmative Action, Integration and 
Fight for Equality by Any Means Nec-
essary, which they have boiled down to 
the acronym BAMN. They came from 
everywhere. They came from every col-
lege and university in the District of 
Columbia, and they came from as far 
west and as far north as we can go. It 
is amazing that these students poured 
in from all over the country. Why were 
the students here? 

There is the stereotype the courts 
read the newspapers, and the courts 
read the election returns. We all know 
that courts are independent and that 
even rallies cannot and must not de-
cide how courts rule. Black people 
know that most of all because if rallies 
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or public opinion could have decided 
how courts rule, we would never have 
gotten Brown v. Board of Education in 
1954 when the majority of American 
people in the South were not for inte-
gration of public schools. Courts are 
independent branches of government 
which must rule by the rule of law. 

So why were the students here? The 
students are very sophisticated. That 
is why they did not call themselves the 
students to influence the University of 
Michigan case before the Supreme 
Court of the United States. They have 
called themselves the second civil 
rights movement. They knew they 
were bigger than this case, and they 
knew that the Court when it raises its 
hand must rule on the law as they see 
the law. I think this Court has been 
real wrong on the law, but they knew 
that they were not going to essentially 
affect this Court, even those who ar-
gued the Court are trying to affect one 
justice in a closely divided Court where 
frankly we have lost most of these 
cases 5–4, not won them. They knew by 
what they called themselves, which did 
not even have ‘‘Supreme Court’’ in the 
title that what they were doing on 
April 1 was much bigger and more im-
portant than any single case in 25 years 
since the Bakke case was decided. They 
knew that they could be in worse shape 
than their parents were because many 
of their parents were like the Member, 
the gentlewoman from Michigan (Ms. 
KILPATRICK), who went to the Univer-
sity of Michigan, and here she is with 
grandchildren who may not be able to 
enter the University of Michigan on 
that same basis. 

It took 100 years after the Civil War 
to get to the enforcement of the Civil 
War amendment, so the notion of get-
ting as far as we have gotten, which is 
not even halfway home, is not what 
this generation is about. This genera-
tion has been touched finally by this 
issue, affirmative action, as they have 
not been touched by any other issue. 

I am not critical that they have not 
been touched by any other issue be-
cause these are the beneficiaries of the 
civil rights movement. They mean to 
see that they continue to be bene-
ficiaries of the civil rights movement 
and that they are not the generation 
that lost the benefit of the civil rights 
movement. 

My generation, and I see the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS), who 
I know from the Nonviolent Coordi-
nating Committee, and back then the 
entire spectrum of discrimination and 
segregation was here. I went to seg-
regated schools in the District of Co-
lumbia. Black people in the South 
could not vote, equal opportunity and 
employment was not available north, 
south, east or west, and housing dis-
crimination was the order of the day. 
Inside of 15 years, a combination of 
court suits and Federal laws changed 
that, at least as a matter of law. As we 
know today, not entirely as a matter of 
practice, but as a matter of law. 

Brown v. Board of Education began it 
all, and then there was the 1964 Civil 

Rights Act, and it was my great privi-
lege to enforce title 7 and a number of 
other statutes under that act. Then 
there was the 1965 Voting Rights Act, 
the 1968 Fair Housing Act. Here is the 
work of one generation, the so-called 
civil rights generation. Over. Done. 
Even we were not naive enough to be-
lieve that, but we did think that we 
would continue to move forward and 
would not be pushed back. But the only 
way not to be pushed back is to 
produce a new generation of freedom 
fighters, to produce what these young 
people tell us they are, a new civil 
rights movement; and that is who came 
to Washington on April 1. 

These folks came to Washington. 
They did not go to where the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS) went 
to Alabama or Selma, or to where I 
went, to the delta in Mississippi. They 
came to Washington. We went South 
because that is where we saw the 
threat to be. They came to Washington 
because they know that it is here that 
the threat is now. They know it be-
cause they see a President of the 
United States who has filed on the 
wrong side of a civil rights case, and 
that has not happened in a very long 
time. That has not happened in my 
lifetime. That President has placed 
himself on the wrong side of history, 
and they saw it and saw what kind of 
act it was. 

They saw the threat at the Supreme 
Court which has already taken down 
affirmative action as far as it could go. 
Interestingly, and I want to praise and 
thank my colleagues, my colleagues 
have not passed a single bill that has 
taken down affirmative action. All of 
the problems have come from the Su-
preme Court, the 5–4 Supreme Court 
with us on the 4 end and they on the 5 
end, and a lot of it has been in areas 
like contracting with implications for 
affirmative action and every other area 
as well. 

These students from every college 
and university in the metropolitan re-
gion and in the country saw that the 
threat could well be in this Congress if 
the Congressional Black Caucus and its 
allies on both sides of the aisle did not 
continue to stand fast and say look, do 
not even go there. My colleagues know 
that we have had to say that. In the 
1990s, we had to say do not even go to 
the floor with an amendment to take 
back affirmative action. We are going 
to close down this House if that is what 
you are going to do. 

I will not say that is the reason that 
it did not happen; there were Members 
on the other side of the aisle who be-
lieved that was the wrong thing to do. 
I want to go on record right now pay-
ing tribute to my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle that have kept 
that from happening. 

Nevertheless, the threat is here. It is 
not where it was for the last civil 
rights generation. The threat is here 
that can carry us back to Brown v. 
Board of Education. Yes, they say that 
because that is the effect and could 

carry us back to where most higher 
education in the United States of 
America was for whites only, and that 
is what it was for when I went to col-
lege. 

Mr. Speaker, these students from col-
leges and universities around the 
United States simply put America on 
notice. They say, Court, do what you 
will and we hope you do the right 
thing; but whether you do or not, 
America be on notice there is a new 
civil rights movement in this country, 
and we are determined to finish the job 
that the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
LEWIS) and his colleagues in the civil 
rights movement began. We are deter-
mined to finish the work begun with 
the march on Washington, and we are 
determined to finish the work still un-
finished. And as long as we need affirm-
ative action and affirmative action is a 
remedy, it is temporary, it goes away 
when the job is done, the numbers are 
built in the system, they are there so 
long as it takes to get and keep a crit-
ical mass of the excluded coming in. 

They say we are there as long as we 
see other indications of inroads into 
the work of the last generation, such 
as the judges that this President has 
continuously put forward. As long as 
he puts forward a Priscilla Owens, this 
generation says we will be there. Or as 
long as he puts forward a Charles Pick-
ering, we will be there because the 
courts are the last great hope of any 
excluded people, or of any people treat-
ed unjustly. 

They say, look, we see a whole new 
species of intentional segregation with 
racial profiling which largely affects 
the younger generation, young black 
people on the streets subject to being 
stopped because of their race, color, or 
ethnicity. As long as that is there, this 
generation has stepped up and said I do 
not know where my parents are, but I 
have not gone away. We are still here. 

We come to simply thank these 
young people tonight and to encourage 
them to continue to take up the man-
tle and to say that we are going to do 
whatever we can to be with them and 
behind them. We have asked only one 
thing of this generation. We noted that 
they are underregistered, and we know 
if you are underregistered and if you do 
not vote, the powers that be will walk 
all over you because people pay atten-
tion to people who vote. We have asked 
them to make sure that their move-
ment begins by getting every young 
person at their university registered to 
vote and out to the polls.

b 2115 
We recognize that the incentives that 

their parents had to vote, the New Deal 
generation, the World War II genera-
tion, the civil rights generation, the 
Vietnam War generation, are not there 
for this generation, but they have 
found their incentive in the University 
of Michigan’s case. We applaud them 
for using that case as the catalyst to 
move forward with a new civil rights 
movement. We applaud them for mak-
ing April 1 a memorable and historic 
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date for the people of the United States 
of America. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding to 
me. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman from the Dis-
trict of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) for her 
outstanding comments, and I want to 
thank those institutions of higher 
learning in the D.C. area that took just 
such a vital part in playing host to so 
many of these marchers. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Texas, Ms. SHEILA JACK-
SON-LEE. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen-
tleman for his kindness for yielding, 
and I likewise, Mr. Speaker, want to 
thank you for your leadership because 
you are presiding over, I believe, one of 
the more instructive hours that we 
have engaged in in terms of speaking 
to our colleagues and providing a his-
tory for this House, a history that has 
been painful, but I would admit a his-
tory that has seen bipartisan collabo-
ration and recognition that this Nation 
is a much better place for correcting 
its ills. 

Mr. Speaker, I serve on the House 
Committee on the Judiciary, and the 
experience has been both good and bad. 
I view it as one of the nobler commit-
tees in this House because it is a com-
mittee that cherishes the Constitution. 
But we have had our moments, and we 
have even had a moment when discus-
sions of eliminating the desegregation 
orders to remove orders from districts 
that were engaged in busing was dis-
cussed prematurely. We even had 
amendments proposed to eliminate af-
firmative action. It was the wisdom of 
this House and the other body that saw 
fit to join with those of us to recognize 
that the time was not yet that we then 
were able to turn those amendments 
back. 

Mr. Speaker, I think it is important 
to chronicle the history of African 
Americans in this Nation. Obviously 
slavery is well known, but out of slav-
ery came emancipation. Those of us in 
Texas heard of it 2 years later, recon-
struction that was short-lived in this 
Nation, and then the ugly head of Jim 
Crowism raised its head in the early 
1900s. In fact, Mr. Speaker, George 
White stood in the well of the House 
after he was drawn out of this august 
body by segregationist legislators who 
drew out the last African American 
and said that the Negro would rise like 
the phoenix. I can see him right now, 
with a little suitcase and rope tied 
around it, in his eloquent voice sug-
gesting that it may not be now but 
that the Negro would rise as a phoenix. 

We went through the 1900s experi-
encing the tragedies of the deep South, 
the hanging trees as known to many of 
us. We saw our young men go off to 
both World War I and World War II but 
come back to a segregated America. 
Members of my family fought in World 
War II but, Mr. Speaker, came back to 
a segregated America. Korean War. 

Vietnam War. We began to see changes 
when Thurgood Marshall argued before 
the Supreme Court. Then we moved 
with Rosa Parks who refused to stand 
up on a crowded bus in Montgomery, 
Alabama, and a young man named 
Martin Luther King took her cause. We 
came through that era, Mr. Speaker, 
and we had the Voting Rights Act of 
1965 and the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
We might be able to call that the sec-
ond reconstruction. And it continued, 
Mr. Speaker, to the executive signing 
by Richard Nixon, bipartisan, a Repub-
lican, of affirmative action. 

As we moved through the second re-
construction, many of us, the doors 
being opened, going into white institu-
tions, thought for a moment that we 
would be able to lay our burdens down, 
that we would be able to find a resting 
place in this Nation where all of us 
could be treated equally. The Declara-
tion of Independence says with certain 
inalienable rights of life and liberty 
and the pursuit of happiness. 

But lo and behold, Mr. Speaker, we 
come to the 21st century, the age of 
technology, the age of promoting 
young people for all that they can be, 
and find ourselves in the Supreme 
Court. And might I just say today that 
all might hear, Mr. Speaker, I want all 
or nothing. I do not want a bifurcated 
hybrid decision. I will not accept it. I 
will not recognize it. My pronounce-
ment will be, whatever the Supreme 
Court says in a hybrid decision, that 
this United States of America has de-
nied me and the young people of Amer-
ica their civil rights. Frankly, Mr. 
Speaker, I believe that we have a 
unique chance in the world to show 
that America is better than that. 

So let me thank the wonderful thou-
sands of bright stars, by any means 
necessary, who I had the pleasure of 
speaking before them at the Lincoln 
monument. What an enormously pow-
erful scene. I did not organize it. 
School presidents did not organize it. 
Congress people, Senators did not orga-
nize it. They organized it. And I want 
to thank them, and they will go down 
in history. 

I would like to acknowledge, likewise 
from Houston, Texas, the Shrine of the 
Black Madonna and Reverend Fana; 
the NAACP, local chapter, the regional 
chapter; the Houston Area Urban 
League. I would like to acknowledge 
Reverend James Dixon, Community of 
Faith Church, as well as Carmen Wat-
kins with Sunday Morning Live. All of 
this in Houston, by the way; 95.7 Power 
Radio and the Box 97.9, Ada Edwards. 
All of these were local people who were 
promoting the idea that we are Ameri-
cans, too. Texas Southern University, 
holding a very unique Sunday town 
hall meeting, very difficult to do that, 
Mr. Speaker. 

But what I would say is that our 
work is not done. For if the Supreme 
Court rules that affirmative action is 
unconstitutional, Mr. Speaker, all of 
what we built up in openness of con-
tracting, in openness of creating oppor-

tunities to small and minority busi-
nesses and women-owned businesses 
and opportunities for education will be 
null and void, and we will be back in 
the history of the beginning of the 20th 
century when the ugly head of Jim 
Crowism raised its head. What a trag-
edy to be here in the 21st century when 
the ugly head of Jim Crowism will 
raise its head again. 

Allow me to close, Mr. Speaker, with 
a slight bit of history. Right now the 
State of Texas is making noises about 
redrawing these voter rights districts. 
Here I go again. I believe I have run 
about six or eight times in the course 
of being elected to this Congress, be-
cause someone believes that the oppor-
tunity for many of us to select the per-
son of our choosing is discriminatory, 
protected by the Voter Rights Act of 
1965. It was in our State that the Solic-
itor General first came, not as a Solic-
itor General, to argue the Hopwood 
case and slashed the coattails of equal 
opportunity in the State of Texas. For 
the last 5 years or so, we have seen 
droves of our young people leave the 
State because of the inability to get 
into State institutions that they have 
paid taxes for. 

The tragedy is, to the distinguished 
gentleman from Florida, who I join in 
his courageous effort to turn back the 
Jim Crowism in the State of Florida 
when 25,000 people marched against 
eliminating affirmative action, and we 
can claim victory in their presence, but 
the Solicitor General was the lawyer 
who argued Hopwood. Gratefully, that 
case went only to the Fifth Circuit, but 
it destroyed the institutions of higher 
learning in Texas for a number of years 
when they sent Hispanics and African 
Americans fleeing from the State. The 
tragedy is that this same gentleman 
became the Solicitor General, and 
rather than recusing himself because of 
the potential of bias, engaged in the 
discussion at the White House, cre-
ating, I think, a bias to go and have 
the United States of America, my tax 
dollars, the young men and women of 
years past, who served in wars past, 
who never reached their full promise 
because they came back to a seg-
regated America, never reaching their 
dream, this United States of America 
went into the courthouse, Supreme 
Court on April 1, 2003, and argued 
against our interests. The first time, I 
think, in the last 50 years of civil 
rights litigation that the United States 
did that. 

So, Mr. Speaker, as I close let me 
say, because I see such warriors on the 
floor like the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. LEWIS) and the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. JEFFERSON), my good 
friend who was with me in Texas, many 
of us had the pleasure of being in some 
way affiliated with these civil rights 
movements, obviously some more at 
the forefront, but our histories are 
intertwined with the visions of these 
outstanding individuals and their lead-
ership and their power. I simply say 
that I stand here broken-hearted but 
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not without strength, broken-hearted 
because my Nation failed me on April 
1. 

And so that is why, Mr. Speaker, in 
saying to these young people and en-
couraging them for providing this kind 
of leadership, applauding them and 
joining with them and suggesting that 
we will never go back, never turn the 
clock back, it is my pronouncement 
today that I will accept nothing but a 
full vindication of affirmative action in 
this Nation to the Supreme Court. 
Whatever hybrid they decide to give 
would be unacceptable and we will 
march on to victory and we shall over-
come. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman from Texas 
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE), and I want to com-
mend her not only on behalf of Ameri-
cans but also on behalf of myself and 
members of the Congressional Black 
Caucus for the workshop that she had 
in her district dealing with affirmative 
action prior to the Supreme Court 
hearing and commitment of those uni-
versities and individuals that she men-
tioned and those that went yet 
unmentioned, their contributions. So 
we thank her. 

Mr. Speaker, at this time I can say 
that this is one of these moments that 
I am glad that God allowed me to live 
long enough for this moment to be able 
to have such a soldier on behalf of fair 
opportunity, equal treatment for all, 
someone that had marks on his body 
on behalf of this country, with many 
other patriots that are here and that 
have gone on. 

I yield to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. LEWIS), Member from the Fifth 
District, distinguished member of the 
Committee on the Budget and the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I want to thank the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MEEK), my friend and col-
league, for holding this Special Order, 
and I want to thank all of the members 
of the Congressional Black Caucus for 
participating in this order tonight. 

I want to be very brief. I had gone 
home and I turn on C-SPAN, and sup-
per was happening, and I was deeply 
moved to come to the House floor and 
to say something. So I want to thank 
him again for doing what he is doing 
because I think it is important that we 
take time to salute and pay tribute to 
the young people who came here on 
April 1. By coming here and standing 
at the steps of the Supreme Court, they 
were standing up for what is right, for 
what is fair, for what is just. They were 
standing up for the very best in Amer-
ica. 

I remember when I first came to 
Washington many, many years ago in 
1961, I was 21 years old, had all of my 
hair, and I was a few pounds lighter, to 
go on something called the Freedom 
Ride during those days in Washington, 
but throughout the American South, 
segregation was the order of the day. 
We saw those signs that said white 
waiting, colored waiting, white men, 

colored men, white women, colored 
women. There was so much violence, so 
much fear, so much hate, and it was 
the students following in the tradition 
of Martin Luther King, Jr., in the tra-
dition of Gandhi. So sitting in, going 
on the Freedom Ride, marching all 
over the country, and by marching, by 
sitting in or sitting down, really they 
have created the climate, the environ-
ment, to get the Civil Rights Act of 
1964, the Voting Rights Act of 1965.

b 2130 

Nothing but nothing, I tell you, noth-
ing moved me more in the last 50 years, 
or maybe in the last 40 years, than to 
see these hundreds and thousands of 
students really marching, protesting, 
exercising their constitutional right. 
In America we have a right to protest, 
as Dr. King would say, protest for what 
is right. This type of protest helped 
move our country to the point to get 
people to say yes, when they may have 
a desire to say no. 

These young people believe in the 
Constitution. They believe in America. 
They, like many of us, believe in af-
firmative action. It is the affirmed in-
clusion, the participation of people, 
where they are left out and left behind. 
I like to think these young people were 
touched by the spirit of history. Some-
times there comes a time when you 
have to be moved by the spirit of his-
tory. 

In 1960, 1961, 1962, and 1963 we did not 
have a fax machine, we did not have a 
Web site, we did not have a cellular 
telephone. We had the Constitution. We 
had our bodies. And that is what these 
young people had. They had ideas; they 
had the Constitution. 

I think when historians pick up their 
pens and write about this period, Mr. 
Speaker, they will have to say that 
these young people that came to Wash-
ington on April 1, not just college stu-
dents, high school students, elemen-
tary school students, by the hundreds 
and thousands, they started, as the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) said, a new civil 
rights movement. 

I say to them tonight, and to young 
people and students all over our coun-
try, we will not go back, we will not 
stand still. We will go forward. We will 
create a truly interracial democracy in 
America. We will create a beloved com-
munity in America. For we are one 
people, we are one Nation. I say to all 
of these young people, keep the faith; 
do not give up, do not give in, do not 
give out, keep your eyes on the prize. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the distinguished gentleman 
from Georgia for his contributions, not 
only in the past but in the present. We 
commend you. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. JEFFERSON). 

Mr. JEFFERSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, we are witnessing today 
the best of the leadership of the civil 
rights movement, that of the past and 

the present, and that of the present and 
the future, in JOHN LEWIS and in 
KENDRICK MEEK, a young Congressman 
who envisioned this hour for America. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to honor the 
many students that traveled all over 
the country to rally in support of af-
firmative action. Particularly I would 
like to acknowledge the many students 
from my own State, Louisiana, who 
made the journey. Students from Xa-
vier, Southern, Grambling, Dillard, and 
throughout Louisiana, let me say I am 
very proud of you. 

Martin Luther King, Jr., said, ‘‘Ev-
eryone can be great because everyone 
can serve.’’ It is in this spirit that I 
have dedicated much of my life to pub-
lic service, and I found it very encour-
aging that on April 1, 3 days before the 
anniversary of Dr. King’s death, thou-
sands of students honored him and all 
that he fought for by actively getting 
involved and actively serving as well. 

Mr. Speaker, it is shocking to ob-
serve that 141 years ago, virtually 
every African American in this country 
would be somebody else’s property. 
Just think about that: unable to earn, 
unable to learn, unable to hold wealth. 
It is this legacy of subjugation, of dis-
crimination, of denial, over 400 years of 
segregation, that justifies affirmative 
action today. 

If the government, and it did, took 
race into account to create this legacy 
of disabilities, then it is the govern-
ment’s responsibility today to take 
race into account to obliterate them. 
So it is particularly disappointing that 
40 years later, after Dr. King’s historic 
march to Washington, that we as a 
democratic Nation are still struggling 
to realize his dream; and 140 years after 
the emancipation of slavery, there still 
exists two Americas, separate and un-
equal, one black and one white. As one 
student’s sign read: ‘‘Surely 400 years 
of slavery is worth 20 points.’’

Without affirmative action, these 
disparities will likely widen, not only 
in education, but also in employment 
and property ownership and income 
levels. Yet, as Dr. King noted, ‘‘When-
ever the issue of compensatory treat-
ment for the Negro is raised, some of 
our friends recoil in horror, because 
while they agree that the Negro,’’ as he 
said, ‘‘should be granted equality, they 
believe that he should ask for nothing 
more.’’

I cannot tell you how proud I am of 
all our young men and women who 
have worked tirelessly in participating 
in efforts to demonstrate supports of 
the University of Michigan. Students 
of all races around the country have 
worked in some capacity to protest 
this attack on equal opportunity, real-
izing that any successful attempt 
would be a major setback for our soci-
ety as a whole. 

Numerous other students took action 
and demonstrated and spoke out on 
their respective college campuses, such 
as my daughter Akilah and other 
young people at her college who did not 
travel to Washington. 
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I was especially pleased to join the 

Black Law Students Association from 
my alma mater, Harvard Law School, 
as one of several counsel on an amicus 
brief. This brief was submitted on be-
half of the Harvard Black Law Stu-
dents Association, as well as those 
from Yale and Stanford. 

As I stated then, I believe that we 
live in a country that affords us great 
liberties. However, for some Ameri-
cans, the pursuit of these freedoms is 
hindered by tremendous barriers. Op-
portunities for some are limited be-
cause of America’s sins of the past. 
Therefore, it is incumbent upon us to 
make conscious attempts to right 
these wrongs. Hence, initiatives like 
affirmative action.

Affirmative action in education pro-
grams, such as the one at the Univer-
sity of Michigan, looks beyond stu-
dents’ limitations and sees their poten-
tial, potential that may be realized if 
presented the opportunity. More im-
portantly, affirmative actions, like the 
one at the University of Michigan, ben-
efits not just African American stu-
dents, but all students. 

Mr. Speaker, it promotes a diverse 
student body, which provides an edu-
cation that equips our future leaders, 
both black and white, with the capa-
bilities to successfully function in a di-
verse society. 

Mr. Speaker, it was our hope during 
the civil rights movement many years 
ago that we were fighting this battle 
now so that our sons and daughters 
would not have to fight it later. And 
though I am dismayed that still this 
fight goes on, even today, I am heart-
ened by the tremendous number of 
fresh soldiers for civil rights, eager, ac-
tive and capable of engaging in the bat-
tle and winning the struggle. I com-
mend them all. 

I thank the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. MEEK) for yielding to me.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman. His comments 
were very appropriate for the moment 
and the time.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to commend all 
those who participated in last week’s protest 
of the University of Michigan’s admission’s 
policies. 

Many students from institutions across this 
great nation traveled to the nation’s capitol to 
have their voices heard on this issue. Thou-
sands of students from Howard University to 
Harvard University, walked from the Supreme 
Court to the Lincoln Memorial chanting, ‘‘Sav-
ing Affirmative Action.’’

Affirmative action ensures that all people 
have all equal rights. Affirmative action is one 
of the most effective solutions to diversifying a 
historically unfair society. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take a moment 
to say ‘‘thank you’’ to the countless students, 
volunteers, and workers who believe in this 
historically significant effort. It is vital that 
America’s higher education system continue 
the critical role in preparing our students to be 
leaders in business, law, medicine, education, 
and other pursuits that affect public interest. 

Societal discrimination has adversely af-
fected institutions of higher education since 

the founding of this country. Affirmative action 
programs have helped to desegregate Amer-
ica. Racial and societal discrimination is not 
just limited to higher education. It also exists 
in voting, housing, employment, and many 
other sectors of modern day society. 

Equal rights in higher education must start 
somewhere. I agree that the University of 
Michigan’s policy is clearly and rightfully de-
signed to attempt to make up for discrep-
ancies that do not afford minorities and the 
economically deprived access to quality edu-
cation. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues in the 
House of Representatives to join me in ex-
tending my appreciation to all the students 
who participated in last week’s demonstration 
in support of equality and justice at America’s 
institutions of higher learning.

Ms. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to pay tribute to the thousands of Americans 
who voiced their support for affirmative action 
admissions policies at colleges and univer-
sities on April 1, here in Washington, DC. 

For twenty five years the affirmative action 
policies at our nation’s colleges and univer-
sities have produced a stronger and better 
educated America. We must not turn the clock 
back now when so much is at stake for the fu-
ture of America. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud that 25 Indiana 
University School of Law-Indianapolis students 
journeyed to Washington last week to say that 
affirmative action policies strengthen not 
weaken this nation. 

Vanessa Villegas-Densford was one of 
those law students. Vanessa, the daughter of 
Puerto Rican immigrants, arrived in this coun-
try when she was 8 years old. She didn’t 
speak English and was placed in classes for 
learning-disabled students. She worked hard 
to overcome so many obstacles and her 
dream is to practice law and serve the His-
panic American community. Her dreams, de-
termination and drive to serve, balanced an 
average law school test score and won her 
acceptance at 9 of the 12 law schools to 
which she applied. She attends Indiana Uni-
versity School of Law-Indianapolis. 

Without affirmative action, the Hispanic 
community, Indiana and America may well 
have missed the bright promise that Vanessa 
offers in spite of her average law school test 
score. 

Gerald Bepko, interim President of Indiana 
University School of Law-Indianapolis is 
quoted in a recent Indianapolis Star article 
saying, ‘‘You cannot rely on numbers (test 
scores and grades) alone. You need to know 
the person.’’

I’m proud that Indiana University supports 
an affirmative action admissions program. 

It’s sad, Mr. Speaker, when our young peo-
ple can see this nation embroiled in conflict in 
the highest court of the land, not about the 
athletic factor or the alumni factor or the leg-
acy factor in college admissions, but race. 

The case against affirmative action is weak, 
resting, as it does so heavily, on myth and 
misunderstanding. 

One myth, ‘‘The only way to create a color-
blind society is to adopt color-blind policies.’’ 
The facts show that a so-called color-blind 
system tends to favor White students because 
of their earlier educational advantages. Unless 
preexisting inequities are corrected or other-
wise taken into account, color-blind policies do 
not correct racial injustice—they reinforce it. 

Another myth is ‘‘Affirmative action may 
have been necessary 30 years ago, but the 
playing field is fairly level today.’’ Not true, de-
spite the progress that has been made, the 
playing field is far from level. 

Women continue to earn 76 cents for every 
male dollar. African Americans continue to 
have twice the unemployment rate, twice the 
rate of infant mortality, and make up just over 
half the population of people who attend four 
years or more of college. In fact, without af-
firmative action the percentage of African 
American and Hispanic students at many se-
lective schools would drop to minuscule per-
centages of the student body. 

That decline would effectively choke off Afri-
can American and Hispanic access to top uni-
versities and severely restrict progress toward 
racial equality. 

Mr. Speaker, this is America and we can do 
better than that. So I commend the advocacy 
and passion of those who marched last week. 
I have no doubt that they understand what 
could be lost if this precious opportunity is 
eliminated.

f 

IN SUPPORT OF AFFIRMATIVE 
ACTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BURGESS). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. LEWIS) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield to the gentlewoman from Texas 
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman very 
much. I will not take all the time. I 
would like to be able to yield to the 
gentleman and to a number of our col-
leagues on the floor, but I note that we 
are blessed by the presence of some of 
the warriors that were engaged in the 
heroic and historic day on April 1, 2003. 

What I wanted to encourage with the 
chairman of our august body here is to 
restate I believe the willingness of 
members of this caucus and Members 
of this House to be able to be on the 
campuses of these outstanding stu-
dents who have taken up the challenge, 
the bloodstained banner, if you will, to 
be able to be on their campuses, pro-
nouncing our commitment that we will 
never go back, and to restate what has 
been stated by all of you, that affirma-
tive action is not a handout, it is a 
hand up, and to clearly indicate that 
what we have occurring to us, meaning 
opportunities, is not to deny others. 

So I hope that we will be able to, if 
you will, make it very clear tonight 
that this is not the last time that we 
will be engaged in this discussion, de-
bate, but that we will be out at the 
campuses surrounded by or hand in 
hand with these outstanding new civil 
rights activists of the 21st century. 

I want to thank the distinguished 
gentleman and thank the distinguished 
gentleman from Georgia and would be 
happy to yield to the distinguished 
gentleman or yield to the gentleman 
from Florida to comment. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
reclaiming my time, I thank the gen-
tlewoman for her comments. 
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