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specific language that just says fund-
ing in it. And | also want to say that as
the chairman of the committee, it cer-
tainly would fall on me to know about
this language. | have to confess | did
not know about it, but I will certainly
take responsibility and support the
agreement to remove it.
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I will also agree with the gentleman
from Wisconsin that it may be a topic
that at some point we should discuss.
But, in the meantime, we should do it
in open forum and not through the
back door in this manner. This was put
in as one of the administrative agen-
cy’s budgets, but we do certainly agree
to take it out.

Mr. LINDER. If the gentleman would
yield further, | think we know where to
start now.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, continuing
my reservation, | thank the gentleman.

| just want to clear up one procedural
question. | think Members need to
know which action will adopt the lan-
guage which strikes this from the bill.
Will it be the adoption of the rule, or
the passage of an amendment after the
bill is under consideration?

Mr. LINDER. If the gentleman will
yield further, it will be the adoption of
the rule will strike the language.

Mr. OBEY. If Members want to as-
sure this provision is not in the bill,
and if they want to be on record voting
against any possibility that this will
happen under this bill, they will vote
for the rule.

Mr. LINDER. That is correct. The
adoption of the rule will put in place
limiting language that will prevent
any expansion of those benefits.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, | withdraw
my reservation of objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Ose). Without objection, the amend-
ment is adopted.

There was no objection.

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, | have no
further requests for time, | yield back
the balance of my time, and I move the
previous question on the resolution, as
amended.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution, as
amended.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, | ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 6 of rule XVIII, further
proceedings on this question will be
postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.
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LIMITING GENERAL DEBATE ON
H.R. 2660, DEPARTMENTS OF
LABOR, HEALTH AND HUMAN
SERVICES, AND EDUCATION, AND
RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2004

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that any gen-
eral debate in the Committee of the
Whole on H.R. 2660 be limited to 3
hours, equally divided and controlled
by the chairman and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Appro-
priations.

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

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, could the gen-
tleman provide us with the text of the
motion? | think we know what he
wants to do, but we do not have a copy.
I would like to make certain that there
is no inadvertent confusion.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. If the gen-
tleman would yield, the purpose of the
unanimous consent, since the rule is
basically silent on the amount of time,
is to guarantee, pursuant to our agree-
ment, 3 hours in general debate, to be
divided 1¥2 hours on your side and 1Y%
hours on our side. This is the unani-
mous consent request that would be re-
quired to accommodate that agree-
ment.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, continuing
my reservation, | presume that that
will also allow us to reach a second
agreement.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
if the gentleman will yield further, this
does not address the other agreement
on any time limit. We would have to
propound that as well. This just guar-
antees that we would have 3 hours of
general debate.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, | understand
what the gentleman is doing.

Mr. Speaker, | withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.

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

There was no objection.

——————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2660, DEPARTMENTS OF
LABOR, HEALTH AND HUMAN
SERVICES, AND EDUCATION, AND
RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2004

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, |
call up House Resolution 312 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. REs. 312

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2660) making
appropriations for the Departments of Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Education,
and related agencies for the fiscal year end-
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ing September 30, 2004, and for other pur-
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be
dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. General
debate shall be confined to the bill. After
general debate the bill shall be considered
for amendment under the five-minute rule.
All points of order against provisions in the
bill are waived except section 217(b). Where
points of order are waived against part of a
section, points of order against a provision
in another part of such section may be made
only against such provision and not against
the entire section. During consideration of
the bill for amendment, the Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole may accord priority
in recognition on the basis of whether the
Member offering an amendment has caused
it to be printed in the portion of the Con-
gressional Record designated for that pur-
pose in clause 8 of rule XVIII. Amendments
so printed shall be considered as read. At the
conclusion of consideration of the bill for
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Ohio (Ms. PRYCE) is
recognized for 1 hour.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, for
the purpose of debate only, | yield the
customary 30 minutes to the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. SLAUGH-
TER), pending which | yield myself such
time as | may consume. During consid-
eration of this resolution, all time
yielded is for the purpose of debate
only.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 312 is
an open rule which provides for 1 hour
of general debate, equally divided be-
tween the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
REGULA) and the ranking member, the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY),
on H.R. 2660, the fiscal year 2004 Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Edu-
cation, and Related agencies appropria-
tions bill.

The rule waives all points of order
against consideration of the bill and
against provisions in the bill, except as
specified in this resolution. After gen-
eral debate, any Member wishing to
offer an amendment may do so, as long
as it complies with the regular rules of
the House.

The bill shall be read for amendment
by paragraph, and the rule authorizes
the Chair to accord priority in recogni-
tion to Members who have preprinted
their amendments in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD.

Finally, the rule permits the minor-
ity to offer a motion to recommit, with
or without instructions.

Mr. Speaker, we have before us today
the Labor, Health and Human Services
appropriations act for fiscal year 2004,
a funding package that makes good on
our promises to America’s children,
workers and families. Before | summa-
rize the main components of this pack-
age, a larger context must be estab-
lished so that Members of both sides of
the aisle fully understand what we are
debating here and what is at issue
today.
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When Members of Congress met in
subcommittee and in committee to
write this appropriations package,
planning the most effective and effi-
cient way to fund many of these do-
mestic programs for education, for
health care, for labor, they did not pick
random funding levels. Setting funding
levels was not decided by a game of
darts or ‘‘eenie, meenie, minie, moe.”’

A war in lrag, a slowly recovering
economy, and limited government rev-
enues placed very clear and very real
limitations on the resources, and the
need to be fiscally responsible with the
taxpayers’ dollars was great. Despite
these challenges, the gentleman from
Florida (Chairman YouNG) and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Chairman REGULA)
and their colleagues created a funding
plan that reflects our priorities, meets
our goals, and places the greatest fund-
ing in the areas we need it most.

So when they drafted a plan to fund
teacher quality grants, they thought of
the millions of students who learn
something new each day when they are
taught by well-qualified teachers; and
when they created a package to give
assistance and training to dislocated
workers, they thought of the many un-
employed men and women who dili-
gently search for a new job, but always
seem to meet a dead end; and when
they thought to craft a plan to help
critical agencies such as the Centers
for Disease Control and the National
Institutes of Health, they thought of
America’s communities, which need in-
creasing assistance in fighting the
growing threats of terrorism, espe-
cially those of bioterrorism. As a re-
sult, we have seen dramatic increases
in both agencies, even after NIH’s fund-
ing has doubled over the past 5 years.

When they considered the signifi-
cance of programs, such as the Low In-
come Home Energy Assistance Pro-
gram, they thought of all the families
who are forced to forego other needs in
order to afford heat for their homes
during cold winter months; and when
they created a plan to provide com-
prehensive nutrition programs for
women, infants and children, they
thought of the thousands of soon-to-be
and new mothers who wanted to pro-
vide the best possible care for their
children and themselves by eating
right and living healthy lives.

Mr. Speaker, I mention these things
at the risk of sounding repetitive, be-
cause the debate over this appropria-
tions plan is likely to turn quite heat-
ed. These Members of Congress that |
have mentioned, the ones who have
worked so hard under the constraints
of very finite resources, may not be re-
warded here today. Instead, they may
very well be maligned by many of our
colleagues from the other side of the
aisle who will suggest that this plan is
cruel and that those that have created
it are uncaring.

So when these opponents begin to
suggest that the amount of money is
indicative of the size of a person’s
heart, | would ask them to ponder a
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quote by one of our former presidents,
Ronald Reagan, who said, “The size of
the Federal budget is not an appro-
priate barometer of social conscience
or charitable concern.” And that is so
true.

Do we have limited resources to
spend? Yes. Can we still meet Amer-
ica’s needs with those limited re-
sources? Absolutely. And is more
money always the best answer or the
only answer? Absolutely not.

For example, in 1994, when my col-
leagues from the other side of the aisle
controlled Congress, the Labor-HHS
appropriations plan increased edu-
cation spending by a mere 2 percent,
and even then there were no additional
education reforms. The message of
their plan was more spending equals
better education; more dollars equals
better education.

Now, fast forward to 2002 when the
Republican-controlled Congress in-
creased funding by 18 percent: 2 percent
when they had it, 18 percent when we
have it. And we also implemented the
landmark No Child Left Behind plan to
allow local school districts more flexi-
bility in exchange for greater account-
ability and for student achievement.

Our message: more efficient and ef-
fective spending equals a better edu-
cation.

Mr. Speaker, funding America’s pri-
orities can be both generous and re-
sponsible, and this appropriations
package is proof positive of that fact.
It provides significant increases for
vital programs and services while
maintaining wise stewardship over tax-
payers’ dollars.

One issue that | have championed for
many years, greater funding for chil-
dren’s medical hospitals, received sig-
nificant increases in this bill, and 1
want to thank both the chairman and
the ranking member for recognizing
the need for continued support for
those working to improve children’s
health and end critical and deadly dis-
eases.

But all Americans are touched in one
way or another by this legislation. The
gentleman from Ohio (Chairman REG-
ULA) has provided tremendous leader-
ship, working tirelessly to assure that
Congress spends generously, but wise-
ly. As a result of that fact, as the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Chairman REGULA)
says, we should call this legislation the
Hope Act, because it provides hope for
nearly every single person in America
it touches.

[ 1600

Hope for new medical cures, hope for
stronger schools, hope for a new job.
Whether you are an at-risk youth who
will be able to attend an after-school
program, or whether you are a senior
who will benefit from increased effi-
ciency and improved service in receiv-
ing your Social Security benefits, or
whether you are a child who will re-
ceive better care from the extra assist-
ance for children’s hospitals and the
teaching that goes on in them, the
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message that this appropriations plan
sends out is very clear. Our priorities
are the same, and our commitment is
unwavering: quality education, ade-
quate quality health care, safe work
environments, and secure jobs. These
are our goals, and they are reflected in
this funding package.

I urge all of my colleagues to pass
the rule and approve the underlying
bill.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms.
PRYCE) for yielding me the customary
30 minutes, and | yield myself such
time as | may consume.

(Ms. SLAUGHTER asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Priorities, Mr.
Speaker. Again and again the majority
has used legislation and procedural
tactics to force its priorities through
the body. The majority passed another
massive tax cut for the wealthiest peo-
ple that provided no relief for low-in-
come families with children and al-
lowed practically no debate on the bill.
They passed a hollow plan to write a
blank check to the pharmaceutical
companies and called it a prescription
drug plan, again allowing little debate.

Last night the Committee on Rules
demonstrated that tax cuts for the
wealthiest Americans are more impor-
tant than education, the goals of the
No Child Left Behind Act, public
health, the needs of older Americans,
and help for those who are suffering
due to the impotent economy. H.R. 2660
falls far short of the funding levels
needed to sustain important programs
that should be our priorities.

The bill increases education funding,
but the increase falls $700 million short
of the funding increase promised in the
budget resolution for the 2004 fiscal
year. These funding levels do leave
children behind. H.R. 2660 provides an
increase in Title | spending, but it is
approximately $300 million less than
the $1 billion promised in the budget.
Because the programs designed to leave
no child behind are again underfunded,

school districts will lose money, and
our children will lose educational op-
portunities.

My district in New York will lose
more than $700,000. The Niagara Falls
City School District will lose over
$100,000, and Buffalo City schools will
face a loss of almost $900,000.

Only $1 billion of the $2.2 billion
budgeted for special education is ap-
propriated. Pell grants allow 307,234
students to attend New York colleges
and universities, yet the funding for
Pell grants is frozen at current levels.
And the current levels of funding cover
less than 40 percent of the cost of a col-
lege education at a 4-year public uni-
versity.

The legislation also funds public
health programs, which are truly some
of the most important services that the
Federal Government provides. How-
ever, H.R. 2660 provides few additional
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resources for health services and public
health. Quality health care is out of
the reach of far too many Americans.
Recent press accounts have highlighted
severe problems with the oversight of
the State Medicaid programs, and
States face financial crises. Over 3 mil-
lion people in New York depend on
Medicaid, and, across the Nation, 4 mil-
lion children rely on State Children’s
Health Insurance Programs, SCHIP, for
health care. In New York, over a half a
million children rely on SCHIP. There
are no increases in funding for child-
hood immunization grants or for the
program that provides the scholarships
for nursing students, despite the seri-
ous shortage of nurses in this country.

Despite these tax cuts which were
made, actually what we are doing is
shifting the burden to the middle class,
and then, obviously, the programs that
we care about are being cut, and while
we are doing that, issuing these tax
cuts that were supposed to do such
wonderful things, the economy slowly
staggers along. And the result of the
stagnant economy is that 6.4 percent of
all Americans are unemployed. That is
the highest number in almost a decade.
We have the largest deficit we have
ever had in our history, and more than
9 million Americans who want to work
and support their families cannot find
work.

Are we going to help these millions
of Americans until they are able to
find jobs? No. We either freeze the
funding levels for programs to help
low-income Americans at the same
level as last year, or it reduces funding
levels. And because of inflation, the
bill would leave the victims of poor
economic policy with fewer resources.

Natural gas prices are rising and will
likely be 50 percent higher by this win-
ter, but the funding for the Low-In-
come Home Energy Assistance Pro-
gram was slashed by 10 percent. This
bill will literally leave 635,000 New
York households that rely on LIHEAP
in the cold. And believe me, last year it
was cold.

Before the July 4 recess, the older
Americans were given a hollow promise
of insurance coverage for the astro-
nomically high cost of prescription
drugs. Now, H.R. 2660 comes back again
to take a swipe at elderly Americans.
Almost 200 million older, home-bound
Americans rely on Meals-on-Wheels.
The allocated funding levels for the
Meals-on-Wheels program would force
serious cuts in the services, resulting
in 4.6 million fewer meals delivered.
Our priorities are not providing fewer
meals to home-bound elderly Ameri-
cans.

Last night the Committee on Rules
passed an open rule for the consider-
ation of the Labor, Health and Human
Services, and Education appropriations
for the 2004 fiscal year. Also last night
the committee rejected an amendment
to add $5.5 billion to this appropria-
tions bill. The additional funds could
be added by reducing the tax cuts from
$88,000 a year to $60,000 for those mak-
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ing more than $1 million. Because the
majority refused to grant a waiver in
the open rule, the amendment is out of
order. The $5.5 billion in additional
funds from the big tax cut would go to
education, to public health, to services
for low-income and elderly Americans,
and more. Meals-on-Wheels would keep
rolling. Education funds would go to
the children and make sure that truly
no child is left behind, and would pro-
vide the health care immunization
shots for children, and it would keep
houses warm during the icy winter.

Every day we as elected representa-
tives make choices. The appropriations
process requires us to make difficult
choices sometimes. But the Federal
Government, we know, has a finite
amount of money, and we must choose
wisely how to allocate the resources.
The appropriations process for the 2004
fiscal year is incredibly more difficult
because Federal funds have been se-
verely depleted. The billions of dollars
in tax cuts given to the wealthiest
Americans have depleted it. This House
has chosen to fund millionaires rather
than fund programs for elderly Ameri-
cans, the 9 million people unemployed,
and children’s minds and bodies. That
is the wrong choice.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
am very pleased to yield such time as
he may consume to my very distin-
guished colleague from the grand State
of California (Mr. DREIER), the chair-
man of our Committee on Rules.

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, let me
begin by complimenting my colleague,
the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms.
PRYCE), who chairs our Republican
Conference, on her superb statement. |
think she really hit the nail on the
head when she quoted Ronald Reagan,
making it clear that the commitment
in one’s heart to priorities is not based
on the size of the Federal budget.

It is interesting that as | listened to
my friend, the gentlewoman from
Rochester, New York, go through the
litany of concerns that she has with
this bill, and we are regularly hearing
from the other side of the aisle that we
are spending too much, we are con-
cerned about the deficit, and they try
to paint it as if Republicans only are
the ones who are responsible for spend-
ing. | know that there are many who
believe that this tax cut; because one
of her closing lines here, | was struck
with that, that we somehow are appro-
priating dollars, and that is how 1 in-
ferred it, because she said we are
spending dollars on millionaires and
cutting off those who are in great need.

Nothing could be further from the
truth. What we have done, Mr. Speak-
er, and | know that my friend, the
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, is focused on
this tax cut, we put into place a jobs
and growth plan, which, frankly, is al-
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ready beginning to work. We know that
the best way to ensure that we have
the resources necessary to deal with
these issues is for us to make sure that
we get the economy growing.

The challenge that we face fiscally
here is that we have seen a slowdown
that began the last two quarters of the
year 2000, and we are emerging from
that. Virtually every economist has ac-
knowledged that the economic reces-
sion that took place in the early part
of 2001 was, in fact, the shallowest eco-
nomic recession since the Great De-
pression. Why? In large part due to the
fact that we put into place an eco-
nomic growth plan, and it is one which
I think we should stick by.

Now, let us talk about the bill and
this legislation itself. 1 know that my
friend, the gentlewoman from Ohio
(Ms. PRYCE), has very appropriately
pointed to the hard work and success of
the chairman of the full Committee on
Appropriations, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. Young) as well as the
chairman of the subcommittee, the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA). We
obviously are living with very, very
challenging fiscal constraints that
have been imposed on us by the budget
which passed this House, and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA) was
one who, as has been said by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG), will-
ingly stepped forward as a sub-
committee chairman and chose to,
without complaint, live within the
strictures imposed by the 302(b) alloca-
tions that, in fact, do have limitations
on the amount that can be spent. But
it is important to note that his pursuit
of vigorous reforms and dealing with
priorities will, in fact, allow those very
important needs to be met.

Now, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
REGULA) likes to refer to this as the
Love Thy Neighbor bill, because with
280 million Americans, virtually every-
one is touched by some aspect of this
bill, whether it has to do with health
issues, education issues, we can Qo
right down the line. We all as Ameri-
cans are touched by this. So it is for
that reason, as we look at a wide range
of these very important, serious, chal-
lenging societal needs, that he has
come forward with a fiscally respon-
sible measure that will allow us to ad-
dress those.

I would like to take just a moment,
Mr. Speaker, to talk about one of those
needs. He very generously allowed my
colleague, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. SESsSIONS), and me to join with the
very capable writer and commentator
George Will in testifying before his
subcommittee about the need for us to
ensure that the National Institutes of
Health has the resources necessary to
deal with the challenge of Down Syn-
drome. | have friends, included among
them George Will and the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS), and my
former staff director of the House Com-
mittee on Rules, Vince Randazzo, who
have in their family children who are
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faced with the challenge of Down Syn-
drome. And | believe that the recogni-
tion that the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
REGULA) has made in reporting out this
measure will go a long way towards
dealing with that challenge for future
generations.

Mr. Speaker, we can go all the way
down the line in looking at all of the
diseases that exist; we can look at all
of these different issues. And we know
that there are some who have talked
about the idea that we may not be pro-
viding the same kind of increase for
the National Institutes of Health that
have been provided in the past. Since
1994 we have doubled the level of spend-
ing for expenditures for the National
Institutes of Health, and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Chairman REGULA)
has very appropriately said that with
large Federal bureaucracies, it takes a
while to absorb many of these re-
sources that are provided. So while my
friend from Rochester talked about the
fact that we should be increasing funds
for this and this and this and this, all
of these issues, which are obviously
priorities and are a concern to all of us,
we have to recognize that within the
structure that is there today, we have
got to allow these resources that have
been increased dramatically over the
past several years, as | said, since we
won the majority, doubled at the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, we have to
allow it to be absorbed. That is why I
think when | talked about reforms ear-
lier, that is the kind of thing that the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA) is
pursuing in his measure.

So, Mr. Speaker, as the gentlewoman
from Ohio (Ms. PRYCE) said, we are
going to hear a lot of rhetoric as the
debate begins on this measure. There
are going to be a lot of people who will
try to paint those of us who are sup-
porting the very important work of
this committee as being less than con-
cerned about those who are in need.
Nothing could be further from the
truth. We are doing it responsibly, we
are doing it within the fiscal con-
straints that have been set forward,
and we are doing it with a great deal of
compassion.

So | urge my colleagues to support
this rule and to support the very im-
portant measure that the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. REGULA) has worked so
hard on.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr.
yield myself 1 minute.

I am afraid my good friend, the chair-
man of the Committee on Rules, did
not pay very much attention to what |
was saying. | do not recall at any point
saying that we would like to add more
money. What we were talking about
were the extraordinary cuts that have
been taken to programs that people
have learned to really rely on. It has
always been the basic tenet of this gov-
ernment that we want to make sure
that everybody has the opportunity to
rise equally, have an opportunity to
have good education, have the oppor-
tunity to enjoy good health.

Speaker, |
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What we have done in this measure,
and | continue to say that the reason
the resources are not there are because
of the tax cuts, is that we are taking
away the rights of many children to go
to Head Start, to get a good education
that we want them to have; we are tak-
ing away their SCHIP program, which
provides health insurance for them,
and what is very disturbing, too, is
that the elderly have already taken
hits.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Ms. SLAUGHTER. | yield to the gen-
tleman from California.
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Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentlewoman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, | would say, | know as
I see the chairman of the sub-
committee here, this view that some-
how Draconian cuts are going to take
place that jeopardize the opportunity
for people to be in the Head Start pro-
gram dealing with SCHIP and a wide
range of things | believe is a real
stretch. Let us look at this bill, which
I believe is going to pass and be suc-
cessful, and | believe it is a measure
that will, in fact, meet those very im-
portant needs that are out there.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself 30 seconds.

The gentleman from California (Mr.
DREIER) better hope for that because
otherwise America will be pretty dis-
appointed to find that they have been
left behind, not just the children but
the elderly, the middle class, all the
rest of them, and certainly the unem-
ployed.

Mr. Speaker, | yield 6 minutes to the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY).

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, we have
heard a lot of rewriting of history in
the last hour or so. | want to make one
thing clear, if House Republicans had
their way and if we had passed the bills
which originally passed the House
under Republican leadership the last 5
years, instead of increasing education
funding by $19 billion over that 6-year
period, we would have decreased it by
$15 billion. That is the bottom line
summary of the facts.

Now, let me get to the problem with
this rule. Over the last 2 years, Con-
gress has provided more than $2 trillion
in tax cuts; a huge percentage of those
tax cuts have been targeted to the top
1 percent of earners in this country.
The majority party has pretended that
there are no consequences and no cost
to those tax cuts. Well, there are. First
of all, every single dollar is paid for
with borrowed money. That means that
for the fiscal year in which this bill is
going to be effective, we will pay $26
billion more in interest. That makes no
sense. For less than half of that, you
could fix every appropriations bill that
we are going to pass.

Consequence number two of the tril-
lions of dollars in tax cuts is that there
is no money left on the table except
table scraps to deal with the problems
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of Medicare, to deal with the problems
of prescription drugs, and to deal with
other needed investments.

Of the 13 appropriations bills that
will come before the House this year,
this is the bill that contains most of
the funds for those needed investments.
And | think we need to take a look at
what is happening to this bill because
this is the bill that demonstrates
where the chickens come home to roost
because of the cost of the outlandish
tax packages that this House has
passed.

Now, in order to get moderate Repub-
lican votes for the original budget reso-
lution, the Republican majority in this
House promised that they would pro-
vide significant funding for title | and
special education in order to get the
votes of those moderates. So they
promised that they would raise that
funding to a very high level. The prob-
lem is that for title | we have a bill
today which is almost $400 million
below that funding level. And for spe-
cial education we have a bill which is
$1.2 trillion, below the amount prom-
ised in the Republicans’ own budget
resolution. So it is apparent that what
happened is that they could not afford
both to pay for their tax cuts and keep
their promises on education, so they
are breaking their promises on edu-
cation.

Secondly, the President said when we
passed No Child Left Behind, ‘“no more
money until we reform the programs.”’
So we reform the programs. | voted for
those reforms. And guess what? The
check is not in the mail. The money
now is not coming. This bill is going to
be $8 billion for education below the
amount that was promised for the
funding scheduled for No Child Left Be-
hind. In addition, this bill contains a
number of other problems. It brings the
5-year progress that we have had in
doubling NIH to a halt.

You ask the people who are going to
contract cancer, Parkinson’s, Lou
Gehrig’s disease, MS, you ask them
this year whether they think an $88,000
tax cut for a millionaire is more impor-
tant than continuing our efforts to
double again NIH medical research. |
know the answer you will get because
they are in my office every day begging
for help.

In addition to that problem, if you
take a look at some of the other prob-
lems, this committee cuts LIHEAP, the
low-income heating assistance pro-
gram, by $200 million below the Presi-
dent’s budget and below last year. It
cuts 3 million congregate meals for
senior citizens under the Old Ameri-
cans Act. It adds 200,000 people to the
backlog that the Social Security Agen-
cy will experience in trying to meet
disability claims, for instance. And it
comes up $400 million dollars short,
well, 1 have already said $400 million
short, in basic title | programs.

The problem with this House and the
problem with this rule is that if this
rule is adopted, nobody in the House
can fix the problems in the bill that I
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have just described because the rule
locks us in to past decisions on tax
cuts, and it says, ‘“‘Sorry, boys and
girls, you cannot do a blessed thing
about it except fiddle around the
edges.”

So, Mr. Speaker, | am going to ask
people to vote ‘“no” on the previous
question. If it goes down, | will offer
two amendments, one would close the
gap between No Child Left Behind and
other education funding. It would raise
$5 billion in additional funding for edu-
cation for needed funds for health care,
and | would offer a second amendment
which would provide $2.9 billion in in-
creases by increasing every State’s
share that they receive from the Fed-
eral Government under Medicaid so
that we can guarantee that not a single
poor child will be tossed off the Med-
icaid or SCHIP rolls in any State of the
Union.

The budget process has been managed
in a way that is trying to hide the im-
pact of those tax cuts on education, on
health care, on workers. This amend-
ment reestablishes those linkages for
all to see. In a democracy, you should
not hide from your choices. You should
make them quite clear. What a vote for
this rule will do is to lock in the deci-
sion that we have made to have our
kids pay for tax cuts for millionaires.
That is a lousy choice. Anybody who
makes it ought to be ashamed of them-
selves.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
the State of Florida (Mr. FOLEY).

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, | thank the
gentlewoman for yielding me time. |
thank the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
REGULA) and the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Chairman YOUNG) who have
worked and labored over this bill for
quite some time. | want to thank them
for their dedication to a number of key
principles in this bill; but I first must
take some exception because it seems
no matter what we are talking about
on this floor, it is always not enough.
There is never enough provided for the
bills that they would like to pass on to
the taxpayers.

We keep hearing about deficits, and |
know they know a lot about deficits on
the other side because for 40 years they
rolled the deficits up to a $5.7 trillion
mortgage on America’s future. We talk
about giving some tax relief to Amer-
ican taxpayers, but we have a dis-
connect because we talk in this Capitol
like it is our money rather than theirs.

Now, the first case of anthrax and the
first death of anthrax happened in my
county, in Palm Beach County, JFK
Medical Center. So | know firsthand
the efforts our local public health offi-
cials and the CDC and others had in
grappling with this emerging concern
and epidemic, at least at that time, a
concern that panicked many Ameri-
cans. And thanks to the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. REGULA) and this com-
mittee, they have added substantially
to the budgets for the Centers for Dis-
ease Control, for Community Health
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Centers, for the National Institutes of
Health. In almost every one category
we look at, significant and substantial
increases in every category. Monies for
special education grants, more money
for title I. Prioritizing Reading First
fully funds the program at the re-
quested level of $1.15 billion. Improving
teacher quality. It is not about how
many teachers we have. It is the qual-
ity of those teaching. My father was a
teacher and principal in the public
school systems, so | know a little bit of
what | speak. And when | see the im-
provements to help teachers grapple
with the ever-changing dynamics, we
are particularly proud of the fact that
this bill does, in fact, have increased
funding. Yes, an increase of 4 percent
from fiscal year 2003.

Now, | guess if the other side had
their choice, it would be 20 percent;
and we would pass the bill on to those
same taxpayers that they are seeming
so critically concerned about when it
comes to deficit spending. If you are in
college and you have a Pell grant, we
are maintaining that level at the high-
est maximum grant in the program’s
history. Infectious diseases, enhances
CDC resources for preventing and con-
trolling emerging infectious diseases.
Threats such as SARS, West Nile Virus
and monkey pox; 24 million of new, ad-
ditional dollars in that category alone.
Homeland security, bio-defense pro-
gram supported at $1.625 billion dollars
in NIH. Ryan White increase of $24 mil-
lion for a total funding of $2 billion.

How can anyone say this bill does not
meet the test of time? Faith-based and
community initiatives increasing the
compassion capital fund at $50 million,
and mentoring children of prisoners at
$25 million. Abstinence education,
which is important.

So as we scan the bill and as people
listen to our voices, | hope they will
not be dissuaded by some of the harsh
rhetoric. Yes, we are having some tax
relief for taxpayers. We are, in fact,
having a chance to give those very
hardworking Americans a chance to
make their ends meets, to pay their
bills, to be able to spend on their fami-
lies. 1 do not think that there is any-
thing wrong with a firefighter and a
teacher who work side by side, husband
and wife, who are raising kids, to have
a little bit of tax relief. In fact, | do
not hear anybody from the other side
of the aisle offering to rebate their tax
funds to the Treasury. | think it is fair
to help balance the budget. I think it is
fair to help fund programs that are im-
portant to America. | think it is impor-
tant to give tax relief to American
families.

I think we can do it all. This is not
about single choices. This is about bal-
ancing our priorities and our needs.
This bill, the full committee bill on
Labor-HHS and Education does that
dramatically, does it efficiently, does
it effectively, and provides for the kind
of programs that | think Americans
have long come to expect of their Fed-
eral Government.
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Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. HOYER), the minority
whip.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me time.
I would ask my friend from Florida to
read the administration’s position on
the bill where they say, and | unfortu-
nately do not have the time to read, in-
sufficient funding. We fear that we can-
not fully carry out the administra-
tion’s request. We believe that Pell
grants are underfunded. We believe
that five or six or seven or eight pro-
grams are underfunded.

That is the administration, that is
not us, asking that more money be
spent.

Mr. Speaker, today the Republican
Party might as well admit when the
television cameras are on and the press
and American people are watching, it
says one thing, but then as soon as the
photo opportunities are over, it says
another. This Labor-HHS-Education
appropriations bill is an unmitigated
betrayal of the bipartisan commitment
to education in the No Child Left Be-
hind Act. This bill falls $8 billion short
of the funding authorized in that act
signed by President Bush, congratu-
lated by President Bush, and promised
by President Bush to America and to
the States, an increase that after infla-
tion is tantamount to a funding freeze.

Just 2 months ago in the conference
report on the Republican budget, this
Republican majority promised a $3 bil-
lion increase for the Department of
Education. That is not what we said we
ought to spend. That is what you said
you ought to spend. Today, it has un-
derfunded that commitment by $700
million on the promise they made 90
days ago, the smallest percentage in-
crease in 8 years. Just 2 months ago,
this Republican majority promised to
increase IDEA funding by $2.2 billion.
Today it would provide less than half
of that promise made less than 3
months ago.
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This Republican majority promised
to increase title | by $1 billion. Today,
it would provide $334 million less than
promised.

This bill abandons the commitments
to the No Child Left Behind Act. It
cuts low-income heating assistance,
slashes unemployment programs, and
breaks our commitment to face the
nursing shortage.

The majority’s refusal to allow the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY)
to offer two amendments tells us pre-
cisely where its priorities lie. It lies
with America’s millionaires, not the
millions of children that will be left be-
hind by the failure on this bill.

They would give a tax cut, the Obey
amendment, hear me now, the Obey
amendment would give a tax cut for
people making more than $1 million a
year of $44,000. That is more than over
half of what Americans make in a year.
That is what the Obey amendment
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would do, give them a $44,000 tax cut
instead of $88,000.

Let us put our priorities where our
hearts are said to be. Vote against this
rule. Vote against this bill.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, we
reserve our time on this side for the
time being.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN).

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, | rise
in opposition to this rule and in opposi-
tion to the Labor-HHS-Education ap-
propriations bill.

This bill shortchanges the American
people in so many ways it is difficult to
keep track of them all: the No Child
Left Behind Act, $8 billion short; the
Individuals With Disabilities Act, $1.2
billion short. It cuts LIHEAP funding
below $200 million this year. It freezes
the Maternal and Child Health Block
Grant and the Childhood Immunization
Program. It cuts health professions
funding, money used to train doctors
and nurses, by $30 million.

When our States are being forced to
cut their education budgets, this bill
freezes the maximum Pell grant and all
other forms of Federal student finan-
cial aid.

What are we doing here, Mr. Speak-
er? | will tell my colleagues what this
bill is going to do to Massachusetts.
The children of Massachusetts will lose
over $130 million in title I grants for
what was promised in the No Child Left
Behind Act. Children with disabilities
in Massachusetts will lose over $29 mil-
lion in IDEA grants below what was
promised. Massachusetts will lose $6.3
million in teacher quality grants.
UMass Memorial Healthcare will lose
millions of dollars that the hospital
uses to train doctors who serve in low-
income areas, and the children of mili-
tary personnel based in Massachusetts
will lose $4.8 million in Impact Aid.

But the majority seems to have little
concern for the children of Massachu-
setts or their hardworking parents or
for the children and families of our
country, and children around the world
are not treated much better. This bill
will cut the International Labor Af-
fairs funding from $147 million to $12
million. The only purpose of that office
is to help end the abuse of child labor
around the world.

It is too bad that the children in my
district and the children across the
country and the children around the
world do not make millions of dollars
in dividend income. If they did, the Re-
publicans would find the money to take
care of them.

Mr. Speaker, this appropriations bill
is a scandal, and our children deserve
much more than a list of broken prom-
ises. | urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no”
on the previous question, to give the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY)
the opportunity to fix this mess. If
that fails, | urge a ‘“‘no” vote on the
rule and a “‘no’’ vote on the bill.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 4% minutes to the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. FRANK).
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Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I am always glad to be
present at the annual exhibit of incon-
sistency on the Republican side. When
we talk about this bill, first of all, they
denounce us for claiming that addi-
tional funding is important in showing
we support programs. They then go on
to brag about how much additional
funding they have provided for the pro-
grams.

I must say | sometimes do agree that
simply throwing money at problems is
not necessarily a good idea. | just wish
I was not one of the only few Members
who thought that yesterday when we
did $400 billion in about 3 minutes for
the Defense Department, not all of
which is exquisitely well spent.

Here, as | said, they brag about how
much they spend and then try to deni-
grate spending as a measure. Dollars
are not some totem. They are a meas-
ure of resources, and the dollars we
make available are the resources we
are making available.

As was pointed out previously, it is
the Bush administration that is dis-
appointed in many aspects of this bill,
and | am quoting them directly. | am
reading the statement of administra-
tion policy. There is six disappointeds,
eight underfundeds and a lot of other
negative words, but here is the one
that | think most impressive to those
advertisers of compassion on the other
side.

The committee reduced the adminis-
tration’s request for the Social Secu-
rity Administration by $168 million.
Without these resources, SSA may not
be able to reverse the steady increase
in the backlog of disability claims.

Understand what the Bush adminis-
tration has said. Vote for this bill and
we will almost certainly increase the
backlog of our disabled fellow citizens
who cannot get money on which to
live. Yeah, | think more money would
be a good thing here. | agree with the
administration. Let us understand
what is at stake here.

The chairman of the Committee on
Rules said he congratulated the chair-
man of the appropriations sub-
committee, who | must say many of us
admire and do not want to get him in
trouble by expressing how much we
sympathize with the dilemma that he
is in; but revealingly, the chairman of
the Committee on Rules said he cred-
ited the chairman of the appropriations
subcommittee for agreeing to abide by
these constraints. Good for him, he
agreed to abide by these constraints.

Let us technically point out, and |
love the gentleman, I know what pres-
sure he is under, but he voted for these
constraints he is abiding by. They
talked about the Federal budget as if it
had descended from the sky, the House
budget resolution; and somehow these
wonderful people in the House who
would really love to help not build up
the backlog on disability found them-
selves constrained by this thing called
the budget. Apparently it came in a
horror movie, stepped off the screen
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and it constrained them. They voted
for it. They imposed this restriction on
themselves, and that is the game we
are playing.

We have the Republican majority
first say in the specifics that they are
for a lot of programs. Then to pay for
the tax cut, what happens is this, they
go to these constituencies and tell
them how much they support these
programs. They then give into ideolog-
ical pressure and vote for very large
tax cuts while we are fighting two
wars.

Now, the notion that we can finance
two wars with three tax cuts has not
previously been known in human his-
tory; but having done that, they are
now unable to fund the programs that
they told people they loved. So what do
they do? They pass a tax cut. Then
they pass a rule which does not allow
them to consider the tax cut when they
vote to underfund the programs. This
is a perfect example of tying their own
hands.

It is what | have called before the re-
verse Houdini. Unlike Houdini, who
was tied in knots and had as his act
getting out of the knots, my Repub-
lican colleagues, particularly those
compassionate ones, tie themselves in
knots and then their public act is to
say, boy, would | love to help you if |
was not tied up in these knots. Well, it
is the tax cut that keeps you from
funding Social Security so that you do
not get the build-up in disability that
the President talks about. It is the tax
cut that you voted for.

What we are asking for is let us do
priorities. Let us not have the tax cut
done months ago, a budget done
months ago, and now act as if those
things which you voted for and you
gave us are somehow acts of God that
bind us. Let us reopen this and let us
deal as rational human beings. Let us
put on the one side Social Security dis-
ability and the other important pro-
grams, Downs Syndrome, et cetera; and
let us put on this side the tax cut for
the rich, and let us make rational deci-
sions about which is more important.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
may | inquire as to the time remain-
ing.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BAss). The gentlewoman from Ohio
(Ms. PRYCE) has 12% minutes remain-
ing. The gentlewoman from New York
(Ms. SLAUGHTER) has 6% minutes re-
maining.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from California (Mrs. TAUSCHER).

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentlewoman for yielding me
the time.

Mr. Speaker, the funding level in the
Labor-HHS-Education appropriations
bill is woefully insufficient. It fails to
meet the needs of school, and our chil-
dren will end up paying the price.
While the majority has talked again
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and again about reforming and improv-
ing education, they have not provided
the funds to do so.

This bill underfunds Impact Aid for
school districts that are serving our
military families in this country by
$583 million that are required by the
No Child Left Behind Act. It is irre-
sponsible to take credit for passing the
No Child Left Behind Act, but then
refuse to provide the money to fund the
programs, especially to the level that
Congress and the President committed
to just 2 years ago.

There are thousands of men and
women from my district at Travis Air
Force Base who deserve to have better
schools for their children while they
are fighting in Operation Iraqi Free-
dom. They deserve a top-notch edu-
cation for their Kkids.

I urge my colleagues to oppose the
rule for the Labor-HHS-Education ap-
propriations bill and demand that we
fully fund Impact Aid.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
California (Mr. CUNNINGHAM).

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, |
am proud of the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. REGULA) and what we have done.
These are considerable tough times,
and it is not due to a tax break “‘for the
rich”” that the left on every bill states,
but you can never spend enough
money; but | think we have done a
pretty good job.

If we take a look at, for example,
IDEA was mentioned. | was a sub-
committee chairman, and we author-
ized IDEA when we were in the minor-
ity. The maximum was 6 percent fund-
ing that the Democrats ever put forth
for IDEA, 6 percent. We are up to over
18 percent since we have taken the ma-
jority.

Title I, we have increased the funding
for title I; and Mr. Speaker, | sorely re-
sent comments from the left that state
that the only thing we want to do is
help the rich.

I am dedicated on education and
medical research; and | work very, very
hard in that direction. What | am upset
at, the money that we raise for Cali-
fornia not only in formula but for the
additional funds that we are sending
California for title I, Governor Gray
Davis is taking the additional money
that we sent to California and putting
it in county mental health. He has
taken away the money.

When they talk about tax rates for
the rich, in 1993, when they had the ma-
jority, they taxed the middle class
when they said they would not, and
they said well, only Democrats voted
for that, no Republicans. Why did Re-
publicans not vote for that tax in-
crease? They cut military COLAs,
which they demagogue every day on
this floor. They cut veterans COLAs,
which they demagogue. They increased
the tax on Social Security, and they
took every dime out of the Social Se-
curity trust fund, and they taxed the
middle class the highest tax ever,
which also hurt the military. There is
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no occasion they want tax relief. They
always want a tax increase for addi-
tional spending and big government
programs.

New York cost $200 billion just to re-
build. That does not include $83 billion
just in lost revenue; and then we look
at the airline industry, we look at the
hotel industry, we look at the stock
market and what has happened. Yes,
there is depreciation of funds along
with the war on terrorism. Maybe we
can take the money back from New
York and fund all these programs. | do
not want to do that because they need-
ed that money, but for that other side
and the left to come out and say that
Republicans only care about the rich,
it hurts because they know it is not
true, but it is political gamesmanship
before an election.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY).

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, | just want
to correct something the gentleman
just said.

The fact is, going all the way back to
1978, there has never been a year when
the Democratically controlled Con-
gress provided a federal contribution
for IDEA less than 7% percent. In fact,
in 1979 it was 12¥%: percent; in 1983, 9%
percent.

The fact is everybody understands,
this is the same Republican majority
that tried to eliminate the Department
of Education, that tried to shut the
government down in order to force deep
cuts in education. They had to be
dragged kicking and screaming into
supporting education increases in 5 out
of the last 6 years, and now they are
taking credit for the funding increases
which the Democrats forced on them
mostly during the Clinton years.

I do not mind them rewriting his-
tory, but | certainly hope they do not
expect us to believe it.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from
California (Mr. CUNNINGHAM).

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, the
maximum amount that the Democrats,
when we were in the minority, ever
funded IDEA was 6 percent. Regardless
of the percentage that they increased
it, the total amount was 6 percent. We
are up to 18 percent. Do not try and re-
write history.
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Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. PELOSI), the mi-
nority leader.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me this
time and for her leadership in man-
aging the rule on this very difficult
bill.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong opposi-
tion to the previous question and to
making the Obey amendment in order.
I thank the gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. OBEY) for his great leadership for
America’s children and families and for
his giving us an opportunity today to
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reverse a decision that the Republican
leadership has made that is detri-

mental to those children and those
families.
I do this with great regret, Mr.

Speaker, because | have the deepest ad-
miration, and he knows it, for the
chairman of the subcommittee, the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA). |
had the privilege of serving under his
leadership on the committee and
watched him in action for a number of
years. | know that his priorities are in
the right place. Unfortunately, the pri-
orities of this bill are not in the right
place. And how could they be when the
Republicans in the weeks leading up to
now have bled, have starved the budget
of the resources to meet the needs of
America’s children.

The previous speaker said, oh, you
never have enough money. This is not
about endless money. This is about
money promised by President Bush in
the Leave No Child Behind bill. In-
stead, the legislation that will come
before us under this rule, if this rule
passes, would leave millions of children
behind because of the $8 billion short-
fall in the President’s own Leave No
Child Behind bill.

We see here a continuation of the
pattern of the credibility gap, of the
rhetoric, versus the harsh realities of
the budget, and those realities are
made all the more harsh because of the
tax cut. The gentleman from Wisconsin
gives us an opportunity this afternoon
to correct the situation, somewhat.

The Obey amendment would simply
say that if you make $1 million a year,
your tax cut will be $44,000 a year in-
stead of $88,000 a year. That is an addi-
tional tax cut. With that money, we
can put around $5 billion into the
Labor-HHS bill and help to redress
some of the shortfalls contained here-
in, and also help with children’s health
in addition to the education provisions.

Earlier today, the Democratic staff
of the Committee on Appropriations in
our office put forth a report, which I
hope that everyone will take advantage
of, which is entitled GOP Funding Bill
Shortchanges America’s Children by
Underfunding Key Education Prior-
ities. Instead of giving $88,000 and in-
stead giving $44,000 to those making $1
million a year, we can instead fund the
following programs. And let me just
talk about how the GOP shortchanges
children, and then we can talk about
redressing it.

The Republican Labor-HHS bill cuts
education for America’s children by a
total of $9.2 billion below the levels au-
thorized by the President’s No Child
Left Behind Act and the IDEA Reau-
thorization Act, with the key high-
lights as follows: IDEA, funding for
children with special needs. Parents,
children, school districts, teachers,
anyone concerned about education
throughout the country are crying out
for the Federal Government to keep its
promises to children with special
needs. As a result of this bill, Amer-
ica’s children with disabilities will lose
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$1.2 billion in IDEA grants below the
level promised in the Republican IDEA
Reauthorization Act. In their own bill.
The rhetoric, the reality, the harsh
credibility gap.

Shortchanging after-school learning
opportunities. As a result of the GOP
bill, America’s children will lose $750
million in after-school program fund-
ing below the level called for in the No
Child Left Behind bill, the President’s
own No Child Left Behind bill.

Failing to fund highly qualified
teachers in every classroom. Under the
bill, America’s teachers will lose $350
million in teacher quality grants below
the level called for in the President’s
No Child Left Behind bill. It goes on
and on and on.

Sadly, as my colleague, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms.
TAUSCHER), mentioned, as a result of
this bill, America’s children will lose
$583 million in Impact Aid grants below
the level authorized. And this is for
children of military personnel, another
blow to military personnel and their
children. As you know, they do not
make enough and are unworthy of the
expanded tax credit, but that is an-
other bill, another day. Part of the pat-
tern, however.

The list goes on and on about how
the GOP funding bill shortchanges chil-
dren in America, and we have it broken
down State by State for those who are
interested in this information. So |
thank the gentleman from Wisconsin
for giving us an opportunity to correct
some of that. But this is tragic.

Education does more for our econ-
omy, educating American people, early
childhood, K through 12, higher edu-
cation, postgrad, lifetime learning for
our workers does more for our economy
than any tax cut, tax credit, tax gim-
mick, tax break that you can name. It
returns more money to the Treasury
than anything you can name. It is
more dynamic, to use the Republican
word in budgeting, than any initiative
you can name. It is also not only good
for our economy, it is fundamental to
our democracy to have an informed
population, an educated population. It
is good for our international competi-
tiveness as well. But most of all, it is
important to the self-fulfillment of our
children.

And so we have a series of broken
promises that the Obey amendment
would correct. This is a defining vote
for the Republican Party. If they vote
for this bill, then all the statements
that they make claiming to support
education are simply unreal. Repub-
licans cannot proclaim their commit-
ment to our Nation’s schools and then
withhold their support for funding to
the level that the President has in his
own bills. They cannot tell our chil-
dren and parents, we care about
schools, and then watch our decaying
classrooms fill with greater numbers of
unprepared children.

Kids are so smart. You cannot tell
children that education is important to
their self-fulfillment and to their lives
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and to their livelihood later in life, you
cannot tell them it is important that
they should place a value on it if we do
not place a value on it. Children get a
mixed message when they hear us say
it is important, but not important
enough for us to give you the smaller
classes, indeed the smaller schools that
all the scientific evidence says is good
for you; that we do not give you the
schools that are wired for the future;
the after-school programs, the quali-
fied teachers, the funding for disadvan-
taged children and the funding for chil-
dren with disabilities. If it is impor-
tant, then it should be important in
our spending priorities as well as in our
investments.

Just 3 months ago the Republican
budget resolution promised $1 billion
for Title I, but the bill on the floor
today falls $334 million short of this
promise, denying quality instruction to
140,000 disadvantaged schoolchildren.
The Republican budget resolution also
promised a $2 billion increase for spe-
cial education, but this appropriation
bill, as I mentioned earlier, provides $1
billion, a 55 percent discrepancy be-
tween what they promised and what
they propose to deliver. The Obey
amendment provides the full amount
promised in the budget resolution for
both Title | and special education.

This is a great bill, usually. This is a
great opportunity. In our service on
that committee, anyone who ever
served there always called this the peo-
ple’s bill. It dealt with Labor, Health
and Human Services, and Education. It
is lamb-eat-lamb. There is no place to
go get money in the bill to correct
some of the mistakes in it, because ev-
erything in the bill is good. And under
these circumstances, everything is
being starved, so you have to put addi-
tional funding in the bill.

The gentleman from Wisconsin has
given us a way to do that. Without his
correction, we are stuck. We are stuck
with a bad bill that is underfunded,
leading to underinvestment in our chil-
dren’s education.

And in terms of other aspects of the
bill, in terms of health, patients and
advocates for cancer, diabetes, Alz-
heimer’s and AIDS have all been clear:
We must strongly support increased re-
search at the National Institutes of
Health. The fruits of medical research
are truly miraculous. Despite this
proven record of success and the oppor-
tunity to fund vital research, the Re-
publican bill provides the smallest in-
crease for NIH in more than 15 years.
The only amendment provides substan-
tially more funding to advance the
science that is helping us find cures.

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, | want to
say that the Obey amendment helps
Republicans keep their own promises
and takes advantage of important op-
portunities to help the American peo-
ple. The Republican leadership should
be thanking the gentleman from Wis-
consin. They should be thanking him.
Instead, they will not even allow a vote
on his proposal. What are they afraid
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of? Are they afraid that they are going
to have to shrink one of their big tax
cuts in order to invest in America’s
children? Probably.

| urge my colleagues to vote ‘““no’’ on
the previous question and vote to sup-
port the Obey amendment.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 1 additional minute to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr.
CUNNINGHAM).

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, it
is almost laughable. The gentlewoman
from California talks about Repub-
licans cutting education. Well, we have
increased education higher than they
ever did.

Mr. Speaker, they cannot stand it.
The Republicans have taken over the
issue of education and prescription
drugs, and they just cannot stand it. It
is killing them.

The gentlewoman talks about the
poor military. In 1993, the gentle-
woman from California voted to cut
military COLAs when they were on
food stamps. She voted to cut veterans’
COLAs. She voted to increase the tax
on Social Security and take the money
out of the Social Security Trust Fund.
The gentlewoman from California’s
highest rating on defense is 36 percent.
Her average is 16 percent. Sixteen per-
cent.

| would say to the gentlewoman from
California, if she is so interested in
helping the military, two-thirds of a
military bill is pay and allowances.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 30 seconds to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. PELosSI) for a re-
sponse.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, | said the
other night in the debate on Medicare
that on this floor of the House people
can misrepresent the facts, and that is
okay; but if you call them on it, you
can be questioned on questioning the
veracity of your colleague.

Well, 1 seriously not only question
the veracity of my colleague, | chal-
lenge him, because | have voted for
every defense bill practically since |
have been here. And the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. MURTHA), my
colleague, can testify to that, as can
all of the chairmen of the Committee
on Appropriations Subcommittee on
Defense. So either the gentleman
knows not of what he speaks, or he se-
riously is misrepresenting the facts.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
am most pleased to yield such time as
he may consume to the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. REGULA), my distin-
guished colleague, the dean of the Ohio
delegation, and the chairman of the
Subcommittee on Labor, Health and
Human Services, who has done such
great work to bring this bill to the
floor of the House.
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Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, | want to
say to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI) that she made two
statements | agree with. She said this
is a good bill, perhaps not as much as
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they would like, but it is good given
the constraints we have; and, secondly,
education is a high priority. We agree
it is a high priority, so much so in the
last 8 years we have doubled the money
that went to education, and we have
tripled the money for the special needs
children. Members need to keep that in
mind.

Also, keep in mind we are not debat-
ing a tax bill. That is behind us. That
was a Committee on Ways and Means
issue. We are debating a bill within the
budget constraints given to us, an allo-
cation which is about $138 billion. We
have tried, and | want to say that the
minority members as well as the ma-
jority members had input in trying to
allocate the priorities and the re-
sources in the best possible way.

Now, we have heard about the letter
from the administration, and | under-
stand that because the administration
has priorities that are somewhat dif-
ferent than the Members of this House.
But if | read the Constitution cor-
rectly, the House of Representatives
has the responsibility for setting pol-
icy, not executing it, but setting it. So
if there is some difference, it is because
we reflect 435 Members’ priorities and
280 million people. This literally is the
people’s House. As such, in this bill we
have tried to reflect the things that are
important to the people of this Nation
given the constraints.

I want to say for the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. YOUNG), the gentleman
worked diligently to get some addi-
tional funding so we could meet the
needs of the people of this Nation. |
think we should not lose sight of that.
This is a good bill. 1 hope all Members
between now and tomorrow will famil-
iarize themselves with what is in this
bill. A “no”” vote will be a vote for $1
billion less for special needs children.
A ““no” vote will be a vote against $680
million give or take for education. A
““no’’ vote will be a reduction in impact
aid, and on and on. It will be a reduc-
tion in an amount for NIH.

Let me point out that it was this Re-
publican majority that doubled the
NIH budget over a period of 5 years.
They have the highest number of
projects, research projects, ever in his-
tory, something like 34,000 grants that
have been made to do research on the
medical health of this Nation. Let us
remember that a lot of good things
were done. This bill does have hope,
and it has compassion; and that is our
responsibility, to give the people of
America hope that there will be better
things ahead, and it does, and that we
have compassion.

I do not want to debate totally the
bill tonight, we will have plenty of
time for that tomorrow, but | just
point out that our colleagues both on
the majority and the minority side will
familiarize themselves with what this
bill does. We tried to be fair and |
think the minority members of the
subcommittee will agree that every op-
portunity was made to have witnesses
and hear testimony from all aspects of
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America. If Members could sit in the
hearing room and see the row of wheel-
chairs and needs of kids, we have tried
to address that. We probably had more
hearings than any other subcommittee
because we are trying to represent the
problems that challenge 280 million
Americans, whether it is health care,
whether it is people who have lost their
job and want an opportunity to get
some new skills, or whether it is the
education needs of our young people. |
think we have reflected that. It is the
people’s bill.

Mr. Speaker, 1 would point out again
that we have doubled education in the
last 8 years. We have tripled the money
that goes to special needs. We have in-
creased the commitment to math and
science. We have heard a lot about
that, that we need more math and
science teachers; and we have ad-
dressed that in the bill. We have ad-
dressed the fact that we need more
highly skilled teachers in the class-
room. We all can see that classroom
teachers can make a world of dif-
ference. We have recognized that in the
bill that is before Members.

I would point out that in terms of
NIH, we have recognized their needs.
Actually, a lot of construction is tak-
ing place out there, so we have focused
resources, given a 6 percent increase in
program funding, which is an impor-
tant element to ensure that the re-
quests that come to NIH for research
can be met. That is why we have the
greatest number of research projects
going on right now in the history of
NIH. That is a tribute to the Repub-
lican leadership in doubling the budget
of NIH.

The Centers for Disease Control, we
put substantial increases there because
that agency has a special responsibility
in terms of homeland security; and
they are addressing it, and they recog-
nize that infectious diseases are a real
threat to this Nation. A former Sen-
ator said at a breakfast | was at that
the greatest threat is bioterrorism, and
we have tried to recognize that by giv-
ing CDC a substantial increase in fund-
ing. CDC is the watchdog in the sense
that they are always looking out to
keep these things away from America’s
shores and to give help to others.

One of the things that we are trying
to do with this bill is to streamline the
health care delivery system. We have
said let us make it seamless, every way
from CDC to the local State health
agencies to the local agencies so if
there is a problem in a community,
there is an immediate response all the
way to CDC. Again, we are putting a
protection in place for the health of
American citizens.

As far as job training, in this bill we
increase the amount that goes to the
Department of Labor to help the com-
munities across the Nation have job
training programs so they will be able
to help those that are displaced be-
cause of imports, because of a shifting
consumer market in products, again a
recognition of the needs of people. This
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really is a people’s bill. This really is a
fair balance. | do not think that it is
partisan. | think in constructing this
we took the $138 billion that were
available and said what can we do in
the fairest possible way to meet the
needs of education, health research and
to meet the needs of those who need
job retraining. | hope Members in the
minority will look at what is in this
bill and realize how valuable it is to
the American people, and they will
think twice before they vote against
all of these programs that are very im-
por