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This problem deserves national dis-
cussion. Hunger affects so many as-
pects of our society. In the spirit of
that landmark conference held by the
White House in 1969, I am asking Presi-
dent Bush to convene a second White
House conference so that the best and
brightest minds can review these prob-
lems together.

I am honored to work with leaders of
the battle to eradicate hunger: Former
Congressman Tony Hall, now the
United States Ambassador to the U.N.
food and agricultural programs, and
former Congresswoman Eva Clayton
from my own State of North Carolina,
now an assistant director general for
the U.N. Food and Agriculture Organi-
zation in Rome. Both were champions
on hunger while in Congress. And there
are many others. Former Agriculture
Secretary Dan Glickman, a leader on
gleaning; Catherine Bertini, Under Sec-
retary General of the United Nations
who was praised for her leadership to
get food aid to those in need through-
out the world; Congresswoman JO ANN
EMERSON, cochair of the Congressional
Hunger Center who carries on the leg-
acy of her late husband Bill who was a
dear friend and leader on this issue.

Here in this body, my chairman on
the Agriculture Committee, THAD
COCHRAN, and ranking member ToM
HARKIN, DICK LUGAR, PATRICK LEAHY,
PAT ROBERTS, and GORDON SMITH are
leaders in addressing hunger issues.

Partisan politics has no role in this
fight. Hunger does not differentiate be-
tween Democrats and Republicans.
Just as it stretches across so many
ethnicities, so many areas, so must we.

As Washington Post columnist David
Broder wrote yesterday: America has
some problems that defy solution. This
one does not. It just needs caring peo-
ple and a caring government working
together.

I get inspiration from the Bible and
John, chapter 21, when Jesus asked
Peter: Do you love me? Peter, as-
tounded that Jesus was asking him this
question again, says: Lord, you know
everything. You know that I love you.
And Jesus replies: Then feed my sheep.

One of North Carolina’s heroes, the
Reverend Billy Graham, has often said
that we are not cisterns made for
hoarding; we are vessels made for shar-
ing. I look forward to working with
Billy Graham in this effort. Indeed
every religion, not just Christianity,
calls on us to feed the hungry. Jewish
tradition promises that feeding the
hungry will not go unrewarded. Fast-
ing is one of the pillars of faith of
Islam and is a way to share the condi-
tions of the hungry poor while puri-
fying the spirit and humbling the flesh.
Compassion or karuna is one of the key
virtues of Buddhism. This issue cuts
across religious lines, too.

I speak today on behalf of the mil-
lions of families who are wvulnerable,
who have no voice, for this little Suda-
nese girl in this picture, stumbling to-
ward a feeding station and so many
like her. I saw this picture some years
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ago in a newspaper. It broke my heart.
I went back to find that picture today
because, as I recall the story, she had
been walking for a long, long way and
she had not yet reached that feeding
station. That has been emblazoned on
my mind since that time.

Anthropologist Margaret Meade said:
Never doubt that a small group of
thoughtful, committed citizens can
change the world. Indeed, it is the only
thing that ever has.

One of my heroes is William Wilber-
force, a true man of God. An old friend
John Newton persuaded him that his
political life could be used in the serv-
ice of God. He worked with a dedicated
group. They were committed people of
faith. His life and career were centered
on two goals: abolishing slavery in
England and improving moral values.
He knew that his commitment might
cost him friends and influence but he
was determined to stand for what he
believed was right. It took 21 years and
Wilberforce sacrificed his opportunity
to serve as Prime Minister. But he was
the moving force in abolishing slavery
and changing the moral values of Eng-
land.

In my lifetime, I have seen Ameri-
cans split the atom, abolish Jim Crow,
eliminate the scourge of polio, win the
cold war, plant our flag on the surface
of the Moon, map the human genetic
code, and belatedly recognize the tal-
ents of women, minorities, the dis-
abled, and others once relegated to the
shadows. Already a large group of citi-
zens has joined what I believe will be-
come an army of volunteers and advo-
cates.

Today I invite all of my colleagues to
join me in this endeavor. Let us recom-
mit ourselves to the goal of eradicating
hunger. Committed individuals can
make a world of difference, even, I
might say, a different world.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that my letter to President Bush
be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

U.S. SENATE,
Washington, DC, June 4, 2003.
President GEORGE W. BUSH,
The White House,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: The White House
Conference on Food, Nutrition and Health,
convened by President Richard Nixon on De-
cember 2, 1969, may well have been one of the
country’s most productive and far-reaching
White House conferences. At the time, Presi-
dent Nixon said that the conference was ‘‘in-
tended to focus national attention and re-
sources on our country’s remaining—and
changing—nutrition problems.’”’ In hindsight,
it achieved that and more.

So much has been accomplished since that
historic White House conference. With bipar-
tisan support in Congress, the food stamp
program has been reformed and expanded,
school nutrition programs have been im-
proved and now reach over 27 million chil-
dren each school day, WIC was created, and
nutrition labels now appear on most food
items.

At the same time, however, the mission is
not complete. There are children who qualify
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for reduced price meals in North Carolina,
and throughout the country, but their fami-
lies cannot afford even this nominal fee. And
while 16 million children participate in the
free and reduced school lunch program, in
the summer many children go without.
America’s Second Harvest, an extraordinary
organization, reports that demand often ex-
ceeds the supply of food in local commu-
nities. Further, the country is challenged by
the paradox of hunger and obesity.

Mr. President, it is time, I believe, for an-
other White House conference to assess the
progress we have made in the fight against
hunger and to recommit the country to the
remaining challenges. I was pleased to work
with President Nixon on the 1969 conference;
I would be honored to work with you on a
second historic conference.

There is a very special tradition in Amer-
ica when it comes to fighting hunger. Per-
haps it is a function of our agricultural
bounty, the famines in Europe that led to
early migration, or the teachings of all
major religions, but Americans are intoler-
ant of hunger in our land of plenty.

Mr. President, I hope you will convene a
second White House conference with the
business, civic and charitable organizations,
educators and advocates who continue to
work tirelessly to address hunger in America
and around the world. Hunger is not a par-
tisan issue and I know that we can work to-
gether, with our colleagues on both sides of
the political aisle, to address the problems
and needs that still exist. Thank you very
much for your consideration.

Sincerely,
ELIZABETH DOLE.

Mrs. DOLE. Mr. President, I yield the
floor.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to speak for up
to b minutes as if in morning business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

PRAISING SENATOR ELIZABETH
DOLE

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
want to join in the praise for the Sen-
ator from North Carolina. She reminds
us today of what an advantage it is to
have someone of such experience serv-
ing in our so-called freshman class. She
has been a pioneer during her whole ca-
reer, whether at Harvard Law School,
the Nixon White House, or in the Cabi-
net of two Presidents. I have had the
privilege of working with her all during
that time on a parallel track.

On two occasions, I competed in a
Presidential race with another person
named Dole. I am not embarrassed to
say I did relatively better against her
husband than I did against her. They
are both here and I have enormous ad-
miration for both her and her husband,
and all of us are enriched by her mem-
bership in our class in the Senate.

———
THE CHILD TAX CREDIT

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President,
today, the President visited with
troops overseas to thank them. I want
those troops to know we are paying at-
tention to their families at home.

Last week, as chairman of the Sub-
committee on Children and Families, I
held a hearing at Fort Campbell in



June 5, 2003

Tennessee and Kentucky to look at the
issues faced by military parents raising
children. Senator CHAMBLISS did the
same in Georgia, and Senators DODD
and BEN NELSON will do the same in
their respective home States of Con-
necticut and Nebraska.

Later this month, we will have a
joint hearing in Washington of the
Subcommittee on Children and Fami-
lies, which I chair, and the Sub-
committee on Personnel of the Armed
Services Committee, which Senator
CHAMBLISS chairs. Senators DoODD and
NELSON are the ranking Democrats.
That joint hearing is to focus on mili-
tary families raising children.

Our military has dropped from 3 mil-
lion to 1.4 million, so we have fewer
people in the Armed Services, but we
have more missions; we have fewer sol-
diers; we have more women as a part of
the military; we have more military
spouses working; we have longer de-
ployments; we have more military chil-
dren. As a result, we need to be think-
ing about the families at home as we
think about the warriors overseas. I
wanted the full Senate to know that
four Senators and two subcommittees
are addressing these issues.

I think that makes it even more im-
portant that the leadership on the Re-
publican and Democratic sides find a
way to fix the problem that occurred
with the child tax credit in the re-
cently enacted Tax Bill.

President Bush had recommended
that we increase from $600 to $1,000 the
child tax credit to help parents raising
children, including families that make
$10,5600 to $26,625. Refundability for
these lower income families is to be in-
creased from 10 to 15 percent in 2005
under the 2001 Tax Bill. The full Senate
voted for that to be accelerated to 2003
and 2004 when it passed its version of
the Tax Bill. In the final version of the
Tax Bill, those between $10,500 and
$26,626 were left out. Some of those
families left out of the Tax Bill are
serving in our military.

It was not the intention of the Sen-
ate to do that, I don’t believe. I doubt
if most Members of the House want
that result. That is why on Tuesday I
cosponsored Senator GRASSLEY’s bill to
fix the problem, and I am prepared to
vote for any reasonable proposal in the
Senate that the leadership can nego-
tiate in the next few days to make it
clear that our Senate and our Congress
put a priority on parents raising chil-
dren.

I thank the Chair.

————

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under
the previous order, morning business is
now closed.

———

ENERGY POLICY ACT OF 2003
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 14, which the
clerk will report.
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The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 14) to enhance the energy secu-
rity of the United States, and for other pur-
poses.

Pending:

Domenici/Bingaman Amendment No. 840,
to reauthorize Low-Income Home Energy As-
sistance Program (LIHEAP), weatherization
assistance, and State energy programs.

Domenici (for Gregg) Amendment No. 841
(to Amendment No. 840), to express the sense
of the Senate regarding the reauthorization
of the Low-Income Home Energy Assistance
Act of 1981.

Domenici (for Frist) Amendment No. 850,
to eliminate methyl tertiary butyl ether
from the United States fuel supply, to in-
crease production and use of renewable fuel,
and to increase the Nation’s energy inde-
pendence.

Schumer/Clinton Amendment No. 853 (to
Amendment No. 850), to exclude Petroleum
Administration for Defense Districts I, IV,
and V from the renewable fuel program.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SUNUNU). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Under the previous order, the Sen-
ator from California, Mrs. BOXER, is
recognized.

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mrs. BOXER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call
be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 854

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I send an
amendment to the desk on behalf of
myself, Senator LUGAR, and Senator
CANTWELL.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from California [Mrs. BOXER]
proposes an amendment numbered 854.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Mr.
President, I ask unanimous consent
that further reading of the amendment
be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:
(Purpose: To promote the use of cellulosic

biomass ethanol derived from agricultural

residue)

On page 8, strike lines 16 through 19 and in-
sert the following:

“(4) CELLULOSIC BIOMASS ETHANOL.—For
the purpose of paragraph (2), 1 gallon of cel-
lulosic biomass ethanol—

““(A) shall be considered to be the equiva-
lent of 1.5 gallons of renewable fuel; or

‘(B) if the cellulosic biomass is derived
from agricultural residue, shall be consid-
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ered to be the equivalent of 2.5 gallons of re-
newable fuel.”

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I am
very delighted to offer this amendment
on behalf of myself, Senator LUGAR,
and Senator CANTWELL. I think it is
quite a pro-ethanol amendment be-
cause what we are trying to do here is
encourage the development of ethanol
that is produced from agricultural resi-
dues.

This amendment will, in fact, pro-
mote the production of agricultural
residue ethanol. I want to tell my col-
leagues why this is important. I believe
that biomass ethanol derived from ag-
ricultural residue could be a signifi-
cant source of ethanol in California
and also throughout the United States.
Every State has agricultural waste, in-
cluding those producing corn.

I hope my colleagues who have the
production of corn, wheat, sugarcane,
rice, barley, beets, or oats in their
States will realize this amendment is
very important to them. I also believe
the use of agricultural residue ethanol
will make it easier for many of our
States—certainly for California—to
meet an ethanol mandate without price
spikes and gasoline shortages as it in-
creases the flexibility that the country
has to meet this mandate.

What is agricultural residue ethanol?
I am sure if people are watching, they
are thinking: This cannot be inter-
esting. To me, it is very interesting be-
cause it is fuel made from the fibrous
portion of plants, as is ethanol, but it
differs from conventional ethanol in
the following significant ways.

First, the manufacturing process
does not consume fossil fuels but rath-
er uses plant byproducts and waste to
create the energy to run the process.
So, in a time in our history when we
are trying to lessen our dependence on
fossil fuel, I think this amendment is
quite an important statement for us to
make. I am very proud that Senator
LUGAR agrees because he is someone
with much experience in this area.

Second, the raw material does not
compete as a food source for humans
and is available today based on exist-
ing farm practices.

Third, it uses existing waste prod-
ucts, thus decreasing disposal needs.

Ethanol made from agricultural res-
idue, such as rice, wheat straw, and
sugarcane waste, can be locally pro-
duced and does not require that corn
and other commodities be grown just
to make ethanol.

What we are talking about is using
the residue, not growing food just to
produce ethanol at a time when we are
throwing food away because we have an
overabundance in many of these areas.
And, then we have been very energy in-
efficient by using the fossil fuel to de-
velop the ethanol. What we are saying
is the waste of agricultural materials
is going to be put to good use.

Is this a pie-in-the-sky idea? No, it is
not. In 1999, Sacramento Valley pro-
duced enough rice straw waste—>500,000
tons of which is burned in the field—to
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