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adequate protection of public health and
safety if subject to a terrorist attack, and
that the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
also consult with the Secretary of Homeland
Security before issuing a license or a license
renewal for a sensitive nuclear facility con-
cerning the emergency evacuation plan for
the communities living near the sensitive
nuclear facility.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The no-
tice will appear in the RECORD.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.J. RESOLUTION 73, FURTHER
CONTINUING APPROPRIATIONS,
FISCAL YEAR 2004

Mr. LINDER, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 108-323) on the resolution (H.
Res. 407) providing for consideration of
the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 73), mak-
ing further continuing appropriations
for fiscal year 2004, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT OF INTENTION TO

OFFER MOTION TO INSTRUCT
CONFEREES ON H.R. 1308, TAX
RELIEF, SIMPLIFICATION, AND
EQUITY ACT OF 2003.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, subject
to rule XXII, clause 7(c), | hereby an-
nounce my intention to offer a motion
to instruct on H.R. 1308, Tax Relief,
Simplification, and Equity Act of 2003.

The form of the motion is as follows:

Ms. WoOOLSEY moves that the managers on
the part of the House in the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the House amendment to the Senate amend-
ment to H.R. 1308 be instructed as follows:

1. The House conferees shall be instructed
to include in the conference report the provi-
sion of the Senate amendment (not included
in the House amendment) that provides im-
mediate payments to taxpayers receiving an
additional credit by reason of the bill in the
same manner as other taxpayers were enti-
tled to immediate payments under the Jobs
and Growth Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of
2003.

2. The House conferees shall be instructed
to include in the conference report the provi-
sion of the Senate amendment (not included
in the House amendment) that provides fam-
ilies of military personnel serving in lIraqg,
Afghanistan, and other combat zones a child
credit based on the earnings of the individ-
uals serving in the combat zone.

3. The House conferees shall be instructed
to include in the conference report all of the
other provisions of the Senate amendment
and shall not report back a conference report
that includes additional tax benefits not off-
set by other provisions.

4. To the maximum extent possible within
the scope of conference, the House conferees
shall be instructed to include in the con-
ference report other tax benefits for military
personnel and the families of the astronauts
who died in the Columbia disaster.

5. The House conferees shall, as soon as
practicable after the adoption of this mo-
tion, meet in open session with the Senate
conferees and the House conferees shall file a
conference report consistent with the
preceeding provisions of this instruction, not
later than the second legislative day after
adoption of this motion.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Notice
will appear in the RECORD.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT OF INTENTION TO
OFFER MOTION TO INSTRUCT
CONFEREES ON H.R. 1, MEDI-
CARE PRESCRIPTION DRUG AND
MODERNIZATION ACT OF 2003

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
subject to rule XXIlI, clause 7, | hereby
announce my intention to offer a mo-
tion to instruct on H.R. 1, Medicare
Prescription Drug and Modernization
Act of 2003.

The form of the motion is as follows:

Mr. BROWN of Ohio moves that the man-
agers on the part of the House at the con-
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the Senate amendment to the bill
H.R. 1 be instructed to reject the provisions
of subtitle C of title Il of the House bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Notice
will appear in the RECORD.
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RECOGNIZING THE PASSING OF
WILLIAM C. CRAMER

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

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
| rise to announce to my colleagues the
death of one of our former Members of
Congress, William C. Cramer of St. Pe-
tersburg, Florida. Bill Cramer died on
Saturday afternoon. He had served in
the State House of Representatives
prior to being elected to Congress
where he served 16 years until he left
after the election of 1970.

Our heartfelt sympathies and condo-
lences go out to his wife Sara and to
his three sons Billy, Mark, and Allyn.
And | know that not only some of the
Members today served with Mr.
Cramer, but he continued to be a pres-
ence here in Washington and continued
to make friends among the member-
ship of the House.

And | would say that, having been a
member of his staff in the late 1950s, in
his district staff, and our friendship
was a long-standing friendship, that |
certainly shall miss Mr. Bill Cramer.

———

RECOGNIZING THE PASSING OF
WILLIAM C. CRAMER

(Mr. MICA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, it is with
sadness that | join my colleague, the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG),
the distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, in recog-
nizing the passing of one of our former
colleagues of the House of Representa-
tives, William C. Cramer.

Bill Cramer served in this Chamber
as a representative from Florida’s west
coast from 1955 to 1970. Over the past
decades, Congressman Cramer was
more than a former colleague to me. |
affectionately referred to him as my
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old boss for | had the great honor and
privilege also to work with him, and I
worked as a campaign aid in his bid for
the United States Senate in 1970.

Bill Cramer was a pioneer for the Re-
publican party. He was a Florida State
legislator and the first GOP Member
from the State of Florida since the
post-Civil War reconstruction era. Not
only was he one of the true contem-
porary founders of Florida’s Repub-
lican majority, Bill Cramer served ini-
tially as a minority of one, our State’s
only GOP Member in Congress in 1955.

In the House of Representatives, Con-
gressman Cramer rose to leadership po-
sitions in both the Public Works Com-
mittee and also the House GOP con-
ference with his distinguished service.
And as part of his legacy, the Repub-
lican party of Florida now has 18 of 25
GOP Members of Congress, a Repub-
lican Governor, and majorities in both
the State Senate and State House.

Our country has lost a great Amer-
ican and an honored veteran. Mr.
Speaker, the Congress, the State of
Florida, and the Republican party have
lost a distinguished leader. With Bill
Cramer’s passing, | have lost a great
mentor and a good friend.

To the Cramer family, Sara his wife,
his sons Billy, Jr., Mark, Allyn, and his
family, 1 extend my personal sym-
pathy.

———

HONORING JUDGE KAY
SPAULDING ROBILIO

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker,
today | wanted to take time to honor
one of Tennessee’s most accomplished
Memphians, Judge Kay Spaulding
Robilio of the U.S. Circuit Court, Divi-
sion 5, 30th Judicial District.

For more than 20 years of dedicated
service as a judge and the 2002-2003
president of the Tennessee Lawyers’
Association for Women, Judge Robilio
has committed her life to the pursuit
of justice and equality for all. She has
helped open the way for women inter-
ested in serving on the bench and in
public office. And as a mother and vol-
unteer, her dedication to the commu-
nity extends beyond her profession. Her
dedication to exploring legal issues
surrounding emotional abuse claims is
helping expand recognition of the prob-
lem and establishes her as a true pio-
neer.

Judge Robilio is an asset to Memphis
and a shining light in our legal commu-
nity. | want to thank Kay for her dec-
ades of service and let her know we
look forward to many more years of
legal excellence and integrity from her
court.

————
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHERWOOD). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, and
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under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. LIPINSKI addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——————

WASHINGTON WASTE WATCHERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MARIO DIAZ-
BALART of Florida) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, I, once again, want to
speak a little bit on the cause the
Washington Waste Watchers is trying
to get done and that is to highlight and
try to get rid of some of the everlasting
waste in the Federal Government,
waste of the taxpayer’s money that the
Federal Government seems so apt at
doing so well.

Mr. Speaker, for example, the postal
service managers received over $500
million in incentive awards for alleg-
edly improving financial performance
when, in fact, all indicators showed at
the same time that the financial per-
formance had actually declined. And,
yet, we still gave that $500 million be-
cause of the performance which, again,
the same performance had declined.

The examples are just never-ending.
For example, the EPA had no knowl-
edge whatsoever of the work that a cer-
tain EPA applicant was going to per-
form, but still awarded that same ap-
plicant with a $700,000 grant even
though it did not know what it was for,
Mr. Speaker.

HUD paid the full amount of $227,000,
Mr. Speaker, for a project even though
that same project that it was paying
for, the full project, one-third of the
project had only been completed. And,
yet, the entire sum went out.

Again, no accountability whatsoever.
And nothing seems to happen.

The public housing authority in
Bridgeport, Connecticut, received an
extra $750,000 in operating subsidies
during the year 2000, while incurring
$300,000, Mr. Speaker, in unnecessary
utility expenses for units that had been
vacant for years. Again, these are not
new issues.

And, yet, the Democrats, Mr. Speak-
er, still insist on trying to raise the
taxes of the hard-working American
people to do more of this.

You see, Mr. Speaker, the Federal
Government has grown at an uncon-
trollable size. And the Democrats in-
sist on raising the taxes on the hard-
working Americans to do more of this,
of throwing good money after bad and
bad money after good and good money
after bad. Because it is not once, it is
over and over and over. And their solu-
tion, Mr. Speaker, is it is not a prob-
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lem, there is more money where that
comes from.

The American people will take more
money out of their hard-earned dollars,
take it out of their pockets, send it to
D.C. so D.C. can continue to do what it
has done year after year after year.

I am encouraged, Mr. Speaker, by the
President’s new initiative to try to
curtail this. But let me tell my col-
leagues what | am a little bit discour-
aged about, Mr. Speaker. The Federal
Government loses almost $20 billion be-
fore it can even waste it. When the gen-
tleman from lowa (Mr. NuUSSLE), the
chairman of the Committee on the
Budget, had an amendment in the com-
mittee after we see the amount of
money that is wasted, he said let’s cut
1 percent, just 1 percent on waste,
fraud and abuse. Mr. Speaker, how
many votes were there from our distin-
guished friends of the Democratic
party for the motion of the chairman
of the Committee on the Budget to cut
just 1 percent of waste, fraud and
abuse? Zero. Not one. Because, again,
they believe in raising taxes.

Take the money from the hard-work-
ing American people. They all keep
sending it up here so they can come up
and the money can come up here and
the Federal Government can continue
to waste it.

Mr. Speaker, again | will continue to
highlight this waste. | am going to con-
tinue to thank the President for the
initiatives that he has taken to change
this, and we are going to continue to
highlight it. And we have already filed
some legislation, and we are going to
file more legislation in order to try to
change this culture of spending and of
misspending to the culture of fiscal re-
sponsibility.

In the meantime, | would ask my
friends in the other party to change
their attitude from just asking for
more money, for asking for more taxes
and increases in taxes, and help us
change this attitude that the President
is trying to change, and we are going
to continue to try to change.

———

PURCHASING PRESCRIPTION
DRUGS FROM CANADA AND EU-
ROPE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, people
from around the world come to Amer-
ica for their medical care. Yet Ameri-
cans are forced to travel around the
world for their prescription drugs and
medications. Today, in the Washington
Post, there was a poll conducted by the
Washington Post and ABC News show-
ing more than two-thirds of Americans
think it should be legal to purchase
medications from Canada and Europe
and other industrialized nations.

I think this is significant given on
the eve that the conference on pre-
scription drugs is meeting to know
where the American people are on the
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major issue of allowing them to pur-
chase medications from either Europe
or Canada, allowing competition to
pervade in the prescription drug area,
allowing choice to consumers. Two-
thirds of the Americans think it is the
right thing to do.

In the meantime, millions of Ameri-
cans are forced to either cut their
medications in half, skip a month,
forgo their prescription drugs entirely,
or cut their pills, as | said, in half. Yet
of those who choose not to do that,
many are forced to go to Canada to buy
their medications.

And what do our drug companies pro-
vide these seniors who are in dire need
of life saving medications? Today, Eli
Lilly announced joining other major
companies like Glaxo, AstraZeneca,
and Pfizer, they are going to begin to
limit their sales to Canada, cut off
their supplies to Canada. Rather than
allowing competition and choice to
exist in the system, these prescription
drug companies are going to deny ac-
cess to the Canadians where Americans
get competitive prices.

You take the cancer drug Tamoxifen,
$360 in the United States; Canada, $33.
Life-saving medication for women with
breast cancer. You go down the list,
line by line. Last week, USA Today ran
an article going line by line over major
medications, and they were all some-
where between 40 to 50 percent cheaper
in Canada than they are in the United
States.

And the irony of all of that is many
of those medications were developed
with U.S. taxpayer dollars. So what
have we provided? Not only do we fund
the research and development of these
new life-saving medications, we are
provided the unique opportunity of
paying the most expensive prices in the
world for medications that were origi-
nally developed with U.S. tax dollars.

Many in the industry not only now
are limiting sales, they argue about
the safety of these medications pur-
chased from Canada. Yet today, we im-
port $15 billion worth of medications
from around the world. Nobody argues
about their safety. And the most tell-
ing example about the issue of Canada
is that in October 2000 when the United
States Government needed a vaccine
for anthrax, where did they turn be-
cause there was a shortage here in the
United States?
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They turned to Canada. If it was so
unsafe for our consumers to go to Can-
ada to buy medications, where did the
United States Government go in dire
need? They went to Canada because the
system in Canada is comparable to our
system.

A recent Wall Street Journal/Harris
Interactive poll shows 77 percent of
Americans believe it is unreasonable
for pharmaceutical companies to take
actions like Eli Lilly did today.

The facts are that the claims made
by the FDA and the pharmaceutical
companies about the dangers of these
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