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| been in attendance, | would have voted
“yes” for rollcall vote 15, “yes” for rollcall vote
16, “yes” for rollcall vote 17, and “yes” for
rollcall vote 18.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr.
LAHooD). Are there further amend-
ments?

If not, the question is on the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a
substitute, as amended.

The committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute, as amended, was
agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Under
the rule, the Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
HASTINGS of Washington) having as-
sumed the chair, Mr. LAHooD, Chair-
man pro tempore of the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H.R. 3030) to amend the Community
Service Block Grant Act to provide for
quality improvements, pursuant to
House Resolution 513, he reported the
bill back to the House with an amend-
ment adopted by the Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

Is a separate vote demanded on the
amendment to the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute
adopted by the Committee of the
Whole? If not, the question is on the
committee amendment in the nature of
a substitute.

The committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

————
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 3030, Improving the
Community Services Block Grant Act.

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

There was no objection.

——————

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO

MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 3030, IM-
PROVING THE COMMUNITY

SERVICES BLOCK GRANT ACT OF
2003

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that in the engross-
ment of the bill, H.R. 3030, the Clerk be
authorized to make technical correc-
tions and conforming changes to the
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?
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There was no objection.

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 2169

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent to have my name
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 2169.

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

There was no objection.

———

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | rise for
the purpose of inquiring of the major-
ity leader the schedule for the House
next week.

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HOYER. | yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, the House
will convene on Tuesday at 12:30 p.m.
for morning hour debates and 2 p.m. for
legislative business. We will consider
several measures under suspension of
the rules. A final list of those bills will
be sent to Members’ offices by the end
of this week. Any votes called on these
measures will be rolled until 6:30 p.m.

On Wednesday, the House will con-
vene at 10 a.m. We plan to consider the
Senate amendment to H.R. 743, the So-
cial Security Protection Act. In addi-
tion, we plan to consider H.R. 1561, the
U.S. Patent and Trademark Fee Mod-
ernization Act and a short extension of
the highway program as well. The cur-
rent extension expires at the end of
February, so we must consider a short-
term extension while we are working
actively on TEA-LU.

Finally, I would like to remind all
Members that we do not plan to have
votes on Friday, February 13. | will be
happy to answer any questions.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for the information he
has given to the Members and for the
schedule.

Mr. Leader, you indicate there will
be a short-term extension of the high-
way reauthorization bill scheduled for
next week. Can you tell us as to when
the full reauthorization, the permanent
reauthorization, will be ready for con-
sideration on the floor?

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, | think
that the committee should be prepared
to mark up this very important legisla-
tion very shortly after the Presidents’
Day district work period. The 4-month
extension that we are talking about
doing next week should not in any way
indicate that we want to postpone the
completion of this very important bill
until June. The 4-month extension that
we are talking about is simply to give
highway administrators, especially in
the northern States, the predictability
that they need to let contracts for the
spring and summer construction sea-
son.
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In discussions with the chairman of
the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure, he informs me that he
is working as hard as he can to get the
TEA-LU bill up as quickly as possible.
And once they get it marked up, it goes
through the Committee on Ways and
Means. After that, we will bring it to
the floor as quickly as possible.
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Mr. HOYER. | thank the gentleman
for those comments. To reiterate, the
extension will be until May 30 or 31?

Mr. DELAY. | have not seen the ac-
tual language. That is being consulted
with your side. The last | was advised,
it would probably be June 30.

Mr. HOYER. | thank the gentleman
for that information.

For Members’ planning purposes,
does the gentleman expect to have
votes next Thursday? | know we have it
on the schedule, but I am wondering
whether or not the leader has any in-
sight into whether or not we will need
next Thursday or not.

Mr. DELAY. We do not have a busy
week on the floor for next week, but at
this point we are inclined to work
through Thursday, not through Thurs-
day but at least Thursday morning to
early afternoon. This will give commit-
tees an opportunity to hold hearings
and get some markups completed so we
will have legislation ready for the end
of February and through March. But |
do not expect to have a long day Thurs-

day.
Mr. HOYER. Unemployment insur-
ance, as the gentleman knows, has

been a real concern, | think, of all of
ours but particularly we have raised
this issue in terms of the extension.
When Congress adjourned last year, it
failed to extend, as the gentleman
knows, the emergency unemployment
compensation program which left 90,000
American workers and their families
every week, which now is approxi-
mately 375,000 workers by the end of
last month, in the lurch, off of unem-
ployment benefits.

We have just passed, in my perspec-
tive at least, a very significant amend-
ment which will give some hope and re-
lief to these folks whose families have
lost at least some type of floor for
their maintenance of their families,
the purchase of food and payment of
rent and mortgages and things of that
nature. | know we just passed it, but |
would be very interested in whether
the leader has any thoughts as to
whether or not it would be possible to
accelerate this matter so that we could
get it back here so that we could give
relief to these families that we have
been talking about for many months.

Mr. DELAY. My friend considers that
amendment a very significant amend-
ment. | have a different point of view.
As the gentleman is surely aware, the
provision that he refers to that just
passed is a completely new, unfunded
program in a new agency with no expe-
rience or competence to handle this
issue. Frankly, it was a very clever po-
litical stunt and | have to hand it to
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the gentleman, but if you look at the
substance of this, | cannot imagine any
member of the conference committee
actually voting to allow that to come
out of conference.

I would remind the gentleman that
the unemployment rate today is lower
than it was when President Clinton and
a Democrat-controlled Congress cut off
extended unemployment benefits, and
in my opinion the way to help the
working class is not to grow the gov-
ernment but to grow the economy and
create jobs.

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time,
and | appreciate the leader’s observa-
tion of my cleverness or the cleverness
at least of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) and our
side of the aisle. The most clever thing,
though, that we did was to get 229 peo-
ple in the House of Representatives to
say, we need to give relief to these
folks who have lost their unemploy-
ment insurance. That was the most
clever. The gentleman did not vote on
that side of the proposition, | under-
stand that, but 229 Members did, Re-
publicans and Democrats. | would re-
spectfully suggest to the leader that
his observation may be correct, that
the way in which this was done, be-
cause the rules required us to do it this
way, may not be the best way to do it.
There is a best way to do it and it can
be done immediately, hopefully even
by unanimous consent; simply extend,
as we have been requesting for the last
4 months, to extend unemployment
benefits so that these folks, these
375,000 who have lost their unemploy-
ment benefits, would be covered. The
gentleman and | may agree. This may
not be the best way to do it. It may
have been a clever way, as the gen-
tleman observes, for us to get this
issue up, but as | say, the more clever
thing was to get 229 Members of the
House, a majority of the House, to say
that we ought to be doing this.

Mr. DELAY. If the gentleman will
yield, he did not use all of my quote. |
said it was a clever political stunt.
Members do vote sometimes, without
questioning anybody’s motive, do vote
for political reasons or whatever rea-
son they may. But the truth still re-
mains, and our side of the aisle feels
very strongly that it is more important
to provide jobs than unemployment.
We understand the gentleman’s point
of view. We respect his point of view.
We have a different point of view. If
this was a substantive amendment that
had real teeth in it, 1 do not think the
vote would have been the same.

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time,
apparently the leader believes the 39
Republicans who voted for it voted for
it as a political maneuver. | do not
think that is the case. | do not think it
was a political stunt.

Mr. DELAY. That is not what | said.

Mr. HOYER. There were 39 Repub-
licans who joined over 190 Democrats
to say that we need to give unemploy-
ment insurance to those families who
have lost it. To assert that that was a
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political stunt, with all due respect,
Mr. Leader, is incorrect. It was a con-
viction, a belief, strongly held, long ad-
vocated, that we give relief to those
who have lost their unemployment in-
surance benefits, just as it has been our
belief for a long period of time that we
give that child tax credit to those 6.5
million families, those 12 million chil-
dren, those 200,000 service personnel
who are not covered by the child tax
credit.

Mr. DELAY. If the gentleman will
yield, |1 have to correct the gentleman.
He says a long-held belief. I do not un-
derstand what the gentleman’s defini-
tion of “‘long-held belief’”” is. When his
party was in control in 1993 and the un-
employment figures were higher than
they are now, the economy was not as
good as it is now, his party brought to
this floor the cutting off of long-term
unemployment benefits. Yet now when
the economy is even better, when the
unemployment rate is almost to full
employment, the gentleman feels very
strongly, and it is not for politics, | am
sure, very strongly that now we have
to extend. So long-held beliefs are in
the eyes of the beholder.

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time,
surely the majority leader jests. Surely
the majority leader knows that Sec-
retary Snow said that the administra-
tion was going to create 200,000 jobs per
month. Surely the gentleman knows
that last month the economy created,
in December, the last month we have
figures for, 1,000 jobs. That is one-half
of a percent of the performance that
the Secretary of Treasury said was
going to be accomplished, 1,000 out of
200,000. Surely the gentleman knows
that during the time period in which he
talks, the Clinton years, the 8 years, 22
million jobs were created. This admin-
istration has lost 2.5 million jobs over
the last 3%z years.

Mr. Speaker, there is a commitment
on this side of the aisle. There was the
commitment in the Reagan recession,
there was a commitment in the first
Bush recession to extend. In fact, as
the leader must know, we extended un-
employment benefits more frequently
with Democratic votes in the Reagan
administration and in the first Bush
administration than we have done in
this recession, with Democratic not
only support but leadership on those
extensions. With all due respect, Mr.
Leader, | would say that the assertion
that somehow that Democrats are not
for extending unemployment benefits
when we have families in trouble is
simply inaccurate.

I would be glad to yield to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. DELAY. | appreciate the gen-
tleman yielding to me. It is not inac-
curate to state that in 1993, before the
Clinton administration took credit for
an economy that was created by a Re-
publican Congress, the Democrat-con-
trolled House cut off extended benefits.
The gentleman knows that we can use
figures all over the place. The gen-
tleman is right, only 1,000 jobs were
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created in December, but it was very
interesting to note that 146,000 long-
term unemployed went off the rolls and
went to work in December alone. The
trends are that jobs are going up, the
trends are that unemployment is going
down, that jobs are being available and
the long-term unemployed will be able
to find jobs.

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time,
Mr. Leader, I want to make this com-
ment. | make it as an interesting com-
ment, that during the Clinton years,
the gentleman claims that it was the
Republicans who created those jobs. Is
it not ironic, Mr. Leader, that the Re-
publicans cannot do that when they
not only have the House, the Senate,
but also the Presidency? Could it be
that perhaps the difference was Presi-
dent Clinton? Because with total con-
trol, as your friend Dick Armey no-
ticed last time, you own the town and
have for the last 3 years. Is it not iron-
ic that you claim credit for doing it be-
fore but you cannot do it now?

Mr. DELAY. | lived this history. |
very much remember that the Bal-
anced Budget Act of 1996 and 1997 was
vetoed twice by President Clinton and
then signed by President Clinton with
very little changes. The restraint on
spending through the whole process,
the Welfare Reform Act that was ve-
toed two or three times if | remember,
all of the issues that actually got to
the President’s desk in those years
were resisted by the President while he
took credit after he signed it for every-
thing, including the economy.

Then we find ourselves coming into a
new administration when the recession
started in the old administration, and
this administration was saddled with a
recession as it came in and did exactly
what needed to be done, along with the
Republican House and Senate and, that
is, give the types of tax relief and eco-
nomic policies that now we see are
working and a growing economy that
the American people are experiencing,
not the economy described by the other
side of the aisle. Unemployment is
going down, jobs are going up, people
are finding jobs. | see no reason to ex-
tend after 26 weeks unemployment ben-
efits.

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time, |
know that the leader believes that. He
has said it before. He has voted that
way. We understand that. There is very
little confusion.

I noted that by the President’s own
admission when he spoke to the House
and the Senate, he was saddled with a
$5.6 trillion surplus. He has success-
fully turned that into a $4 trillion def-
icit, an almost $10 trillion turnaround
the wrong way. So in terms of being
saddled, Mr. Leader, the recession, by
the admission of the administration,
was over some many months ago and
we still find ourselves in a place where
not only do we have 2.5 million people
unemployed but we have some 3 mil-
lion people who are discouraged and
are no longer on the rolls because they
are no longer seeking employment.
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I guess we could go on all night on
this. We have a different view. But |
really believe and would hope, as we
did in the child tax credit, that we
could certainly pass an extension to
take care of those 375,000 people who
have lost their unemployment insur-
ance over the last 3 months.

———

ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY,
FEBRUARY 6, 2004

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, | ask unan-
imous consent that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at
noon on Friday, February 6, 2004.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
RENzI1). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

————

ADJOURNMENT FROM FRIDAY,
FEBRUARY 6, 2004 TO TUESDAY,
FEBRUARY 10, 2004

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, | ask unan-
imous consent that when the House ad-
journs on Friday, February 6, 2004, it
adjourn to meet at 12:30 p.m. on Tues-
day, February 10 for morning hour de-
bate.

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

There was no objection.

———
DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON

WEDNESDAY NEXT

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, | ask unan-
imous consent that the business in
order under the Calendar Wednesday
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday
next.

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

There was no objection.

———
O 1830

RECOGNIZING ACCOMPLISHMENTS
OF UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA’S FOOTBALL, WOM-
EN’S VOLLEYBALL, AND MEN’S
WATER POLO TEAMS

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to the order of the House of February 3,
2004, and as the designee of the major-
ity leader, | call up the resolution (H.
Res. 511) recognizing the accomplish-
ments of the University of Southern
California’s football, women’s
volleyball, and men’s water polo teams,

and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of House Resolution 511 is as

follows:
H. RES. 511

Whereas the USC football team went 12-1
overall, its best record since 1978;

Whereas the USC football team won its
second consecutive Pac-10 title;

Whereas five USC football players were se-
lected as first team All-Americans;
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Whereas nine USC football players were se-
lected to the All-Pac-10 first team;

Whereas USC won the Rose Bowl, its 21st
Rose Bowl victory;

Whereas USC scored at least 20 point in its
last 26 games (a school record), had a stretch
of 11 consecutive 30 point games (also a
school mark) and 7 straight 40 point contests
(a Pac-10 record), and scored 534 points dur-
ing the season (also a Pac-10 record);

Whereas USC won the Associated Press na-
tional championship, its ninth national title,
and first in 25 years;

Whereas USC women’s volleyball team fin-
ished the season with an undefeated record
of 35-0;

Whereas USC women'’s volleyball team won
its last 47 matches, an NCAA record;

Whereas USC’s women’s volleyball team
won its 6th national championship;

Whereas this year’s USC’s women’s
volleyball team is considered to be one of the
greatest teams to have played the sport;

Whereas USC men’s water polo team had a
24-3 record,

Whereas USC men’s water polo team won
its second-ever NCAA title;

Whereas 3 USC water polo team members
were selected as first team All-Americans;

Whereas Coach Pete Carroll, USC football,
Coach Mick Haley, USC women’s volleyball,
and Coach Jovan Vavick, USC men’s water
polo, each were honored as National Coach of
the Year in their respective sports; and

Whereas in the span of less than 30 days,
USC’s football, women’s volleyball, and
men’s water polo teams brought home na-
tional championships, the first time ever
that USC won 3 national titles in the fall
season: Now, therefore be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives recognizes and congratulates the Uni-
versity of Southern California’s football,
women’s volleyball, and men’s water polo
teams for their superior achievements.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
RENZz1). Pursuant to the order of the
House of Tuesday, February 3, 2004, the

gentleman from California (Mr.
MCKEON) is recognized for 1 hour.
GENERAL LEAVE
Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members

may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H. Res. 511.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of
House Resolution 511, which would rec-
ognize the accomplishments of the Uni-
versity of Southern California’s foot-
ball, women’s volleyball, and men’s
water polo teams. | want to thank my
colleague and friend, the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WATSON), for in-
troducing this important resolution.

Mr. Speaker, Los Angeles was little
more than a frontier town in 1880 when
the University of Southern California
first opened its doors to 53 students and
10 teachers. Then, Los Angeles still
lacked paved streets, electric lights,
telephones, and a reliable fire alarm
system. Today, USC is located at the
heart of one of the biggest metropolises
in the world and is home to nearly
30,000 students and 3,800 faculty.

The central mission of the University
of Southern California is the develop-
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ment of human beings and society as a
whole, through the cultivation and en-
richment of the human mind and spir-
it. USC has worked to accomplish this
mission through teaching, research, ar-
tistic creation, professional practice,
and public service. As a result, USC has
become world-renowned in the fields of
communication and multimedia tech-
nologies, has received national acclaim
for its innovative community, and has
solidified its status as one of the Na-
tion’s leading research institutions. It
is the largest private employer in the
City of Los Angeles, and USC physi-
cians serve more than 1 million pa-
tients each year.

Today, the House of Representatives
is recognizing another exceptional
facet of the University of Southern
California, its world-class sports pro-
gram.

House Resolution 511 is a resolution
that recognizes the accomplishments of
the University of Southern California’s
football, women’s volleyball, and men’s
water polo teams.

This past year, the USC Trojans foot-
ball team only lost one game, which
was its best record since 1978; won its
second consecutive Pac-10 title; won
the Rose Bowl; and won the Associated
Press national football championship,
the University’s ninth national foot-
ball championship.

The USC women’s volleyball team
finished the season without a single
loss, with a record of 35 victories and
no defeats; won its last 47 matches,
which is an NCAA record; won its sixth
national championship; and is consid-
ered to be one of the greatest teams to
have played the sport.

The USC men’s water polo team fin-
ished the season with a record of 24 vic-
tories with only three losses and won
its second NCAA national champion-
ship.

In addition, football coach Pete Car-
roll, women’s volleyball coach Mick
Haley, and water polo coach Jovan
Vavick each were honored as National
Coach of the Year in their respective
sports.

That is why, today, the House is con-
sidering House Resolution 511, so we
can congratulate the significant
achievements of the University of
Southern California’s football, wom-
en’s volleyball, and men’s water polo
teams. Their hard work and dedication
to their respective sports is admirable
and deserves to be recognized by the
House of Representatives.

I congratulate the University of
Southern California for their incredible
victories and ask my colleagues to join
me in recognizing their championship
teams.

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, it is with great
pride that | rise in support of House Resolution
511, which recognizes the accomplishments of
the University of Southern California’'s 2002—
2003 football, women'’s volleyball, and men’s
water polo teams.

The University of Southern California is a
cornerstone of California’s 33rd Congressional
District. This institution is a magnet for diverse
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