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Arguably one of the most traumatic events 

in western history, the issue of slavery con-
tinues to instigate debate. Most recently ques-
tions of reparations, repairing the lives of 
those forced into the barbarous institution of 
slavery, often discussed in the form of repay-
ing debts owed to descendants of slaves, 
have proven divisive at best and controversial 
at least. Although not called reparations, as 
reported in the article, the committee’s rec-
ommendations are substantive and represent 
a form of repair. The committee’s findings 
offer an example of the many ways that con-
versations and inquiries around reparations 
may be had in intelligent and sensible ways. 

As stated in the article, the argument 
around reparations is not about a simple mon-
etary gain, rather at the core of the debate is 
the need to acknowledge a part of our history 
that not anyone has fully come to terms with. 
It is important that we recognize and cham-
pion Brown’s lead. This issue is central to who 
we are as a people and to who we are as a 
country. 

[From the New York Times, Oct. 19, 2006] 
PANEL SUGGESTS BROWN U. ATONE FOR TIES 

TO SLAVERY 
(By Pam Belluck) 

BOSTON, OCT. 18.—EXTENSIVELY DOCU-
MENTING Brown University’s 18th-century ties 
to slavery, a university committee called 
Wednesday for the institution to make 
amends by building a memorial, creating a 
center for the study of slavery and injustice 
and increasing efforts to recruit minority 
students, particularly from Africa and the 
West Indies. 

The Committee on Slavery and Justice, ap-
pointed three years ago by Brown’s presi-
dent, Ruth J. Simmons, a great-grand-
daughter of slaves who is the first black 
president of an Ivy League institution, said 
in a report: ‘‘We cannot change the past. But 
an institution can hold itself accountable for 
the past, accepting its burdens and respon-
sibilities along with its benefits and privi-
leges.’’ 

The report added, ‘‘In the present instance 
this means acknowledging and taking re-
sponsibility for Brown’s part in grievous 
crimes.’’ 

The committee did not call for outright 
reparations, an idea that has support among 
some African-Americans and was a con-
troversial issue at Brown several years ago. 
But the committee’s chairman, James T. 
Campbell, a history professor at Brown, said 
he believed the recommendations ‘‘are sub-
stantive and do indeed represent a form of 
repair.’’ 

The committee also recommended that the 
university publicly and persistently ac-
knowledge its slave ties, including during 
freshmen orientation. Dr. Campbell said he 
believed that the recommendations, if car-
ried out, would represent a more concrete ef-
fort than that of any other American univer-
sity to make amends for ties to slavery. 

‘‘I think it is unprecedented,’’ Dr. Camp-
bell said, adding that a few other univer-
sities and colleges have established memo-
rials, study programs or issued apologies, 
but not on the scale of the Brown rec-
ommendations. It was not clear how much 
the committee’s recommendations would 
cost to carry out. 

‘‘We’re not making a claim that somehow 
Brown is uniquely guilty,’’ Dr. Campbell 
said. ‘‘I think we’re making a claim that this 
is an aspect of our history that not anyone 
has fully come to terms with. This is a crit-
ical step in allowing an institution to move 
forward.’’ 

Even in the North, a number of univer-
sities have ties to slavery. Harvard Law 

School was endowed by money its founder 
earned selling slaves for the sugar cane fields 
of Antigua. And at Yale, three scholars re-
ported in 2001 that the university relied on 
slave-trading money for its first scholar-
ships, endowed professorship and library en-
dowment. 

Dr. Simmons issued a letter in response to 
the report, soliciting comments from the 
Brown community and saying she had asked 
for the findings to be discussed at an open 
forum. She declined to give her own reac-
tion, saying, ‘‘When it is appropriate to do 
so, I will issue a university response to the 
recommendations and suggest what we 
might do.’’ 

She said ‘‘the committee deserves praise 
for demonstrating so steadfastly that there 
is no subject so controversial that it should 
not be submitted to serious study and de-
bate.’’ 

Initial reaction to the recommendations 
seemed to be appreciative. 

‘‘It sounds to me like this makes sense,’’ 
said Rhett S. Jones, a longtime professor of 
history and Africana studies at Brown. ‘‘I did 
not expect the committee would emerge say-
ing, Well, you know, Brown should write a 
check. 

‘‘I never thought that was in the cards. I’m 
not sure I think it’s even appropriate that a 
university write a check, even though it’s 
pretty widely agreed on that Brown would 
not be where it is if it were not for slave 
money. These recommendations seem to me 
to be appropriate undertakings for the uni-
versity.’’ 

Brown’s ties to slavery are clear but also 
complex. The university’s founder, the Rev. 
James Manning, freed his only slave, but ac-
cepted donations from slave owners and trad-
ers, including the Brown family of Provi-
dence, RI. At least one of the Brown broth-
ers, John, a treasurer of the college, was an 
active slave trader, but another brother, 
Moses, became a Quaker abolitionist, al-
though he ran a textile factory that used 
cotton grown with slave labor. 

University Hall, which houses Dr. 
Simmons’s office, was built by a crew with 
at least two slaves. 

‘‘Any institution in the United States that 
existed prior to 1865 was entangled in slav-
ery, but the entanglements are particularly 
dense in Rhode Island,’’ Dr. Campbell said, 
noting that the state was the hub through 
which many slave ships traveled. 

The issue caused friction at Brown in 2001, 
when the student newspaper, the Brown 
Daily Herald, printed a full-page advertise-
ment produced by a conservative writer, list-
ing ‘‘Ten Reasons Why Reparations for Slav-
ery Is a Bad Idea And Racist Too.’’ 

The advertisement, also run by other col-
lege newspapers, prompted protests by stu-
dents who demanded that the paper pay 
‘‘reparations’’ by donating its advertising fee 
or giving free advertising space to advocates 
of reparations. 

The Brown committee was made up of 16 
faculty members, students and administra-
tors, and its research was extensive. 

‘‘The official history of Brown will have to 
be rewritten, entirely scrapped,’’ said Omer 
Bartov, a professor on the committee who 
specializes in studying the Holocaust and 
genocide. 

The report cites examples of steps taken 
by other universities: a memorial unveiled 
last year by the University of North Caro-
lina, a five-year program of workshops and 
activities at Emory University, and a 2004 
vote by the faculty senate of the University 
of Alabama to apologize for previous faculty 
members having whipped slaves on campus. 

Katie Zezima contributed reporting. 

TRIBUTE TO PHILLIP BRADLEY 
BELCHER FOR THE AWARD OF 
EAGLE SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, February 7, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Phillip Belcher, a very spe-
cial young man who has exemplified the finest 
qualities of citizenship and leadership by tak-
ing an active part in the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica, Troop 1433, and by earning the most 
prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Phillip has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
years Phillip has been involved in scouting, he 
has earned 31 merit badges and held numer-
ous leadership positions, serving as Senior 
Patrol Leader and Den Chief for Cub Scouts. 
Phillip is a member of the Tribe of Mic-O-Say 
and is in the Order of the Arrow. 

For his Eagle Scout project, Phillip built con-
crete stairs at the Rolling Hills Community 
Church. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Phillip Belcher for his ac-
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE HIGH 
SCHOOL ATHLETICS ACCOUNT-
ABILITY ACT 

HON. LOUISE McINTOSH SLAUGHTER 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, February 7, 2007 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, I am 
proud to rise today to introduce the High 
School Athletics Accountability Act. As oppor-
tunities for girls and women to participate in 
sports and athletics have been made increas-
ingly available, women’s participation has 
grown exponentially. Nearly 2.6 million high 
school girls now participate in organized 
sports, as opposed to 294,015 in 1971 before 
Title IX was enacted. Athletic participation has 
brought with it confidence and camaraderie 
among young women, giving them memories 
and friends that will last a lifetime. 

Despite our progress, persistent attacks 
against equality for women’s sports require 
that we continue to protect the rights our na-
tion’s young women deserve. Currently high 
schools are not required to disclose any data 
on equity in sports, making it difficult for high 
schools and parents to ensure fairness in their 
athletics programs. The High School Athletics 
Accountability Act requires that high schools 
report basic data on the number of female and 
male students in their athletic programs and 
the expenditures made for their sports teams. 
The data will help high schools improve oppor-
tunities for girls in sports, and thereby help 
high schools and parents of schoolchildren 
foster fairness in athletic opportunities for girls 
and boys. Ultimately better information will en-
courage greater participation of all students in 
athletics. 

Without information about how athletic op-
portunities and benefits are being allocated at 
the high school level, female students may be 
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deprived of their chance to play sports. For 
many young women, sports are often their 
ticket to higher education. A survey conducted 
by the National Federation of State High 
School Associations indicates that female stu-
dents receive 1.25 million fewer opportunities 
to play high school sports than do male stu-
dents, which translate into many lost opportu-
nities for athletic scholarships. Other studies 
show that student athletes tend to graduate at 
higher rates, perform better in school and are 
less likely to use drugs and alcohol. Women 
athletes also tend to have more confidence, 
better body image, and higher self-esteem 
than female non-athletes—critical attributes 
that help them succeed throughout their lives. 
We must give our schools the tools they need 
to identify inequities in their programs so that 
current and future generations of women can 
enjoy the benefits of sports. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in this effort to help girls move toward 
equality in athletics at every level and in every 
community across the nation. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE LIBERTY 
AMENDMENT 

HON. RON PAUL 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, February 7, 2007 

Mr. PAUL. Madam Speaker, I am pleased to 
introduce the Liberty Amendment, which re-
peals the 16th Amendment, thus paving the 
way for real change in the way government 
collects and spends the people’s hard-earned 
money. The Liberty Amendment also explicitly 
forbids the federal government from per-
forming any action not explicitly authorized by 
the United States Constitution. 

The 16th Amendment gives the federal gov-
ernment a direct claim on the lives of Amer-
ican citizens by enabling Congress to levy a 
direct income tax on individuals. Until the pas-
sage of the 16th amendment, the Supreme 
Court had consistently held that Congress had 
no power to impose an income tax. 

Income taxes are responsible for the trans-
formation of the federal government from one 
of limited powers into a vast leviathan whose 
tentacles reach into almost every aspect of 
American life. Thanks to the income tax, today 
the federal government routinely invades our 
privacy, and penalizes our every endeavor. 

The Founding Fathers realized that ‘‘the 
power to tax is the power to destroy,’’ which 
is why they did not give the federal govern-
ment the power to impose an income tax. 
Needless to say, the Founders would be horri-
fied to know that Americans today give more 
than a third of their income to the federal gov-
ernment. 

Income taxes not only diminish liberty, they 
retard economic growth by discouraging work 
and production. Our current tax system also 
forces Americans to waste valuable time and 
money on complacence with an ever-more 
complex tax code. The increased interest in 
flat-tax and national sales tax proposals, as 
well as the increasing number of small busi-
nesses that questioning the Internal Revenue 
Service’s (IRS) ‘‘withholding’’ system provides 
further proof that America is tired of the lab-
yrinthine tax code. Americans are also in-
creasingly fed up with an IRS that continues to 

ride roughshod over their civil liberties, despite 
recent ‘‘pro-taxpayer’’ reforms. 

Madam Speaker, America survived and 
prospered for 140 years without an income 
tax, and with a federal government that gen-
erally adhered to strictly constitutional func-
tions, operating with modest excise revenues. 
The income tax opened the door to the era 
(and errors) of Big Government. I hope my 
colleagues will help close that door by cospon-
soring the Liberty Amendment. 

f 

HIRE A VETERAN WEEK 

HON. TODD TIAHRT 
OF KANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, February 7, 2007 

Mr. TIAHRT. Madam Speaker, I rise to sup-
port H. Con. Res. 5, a resolution supporting 
‘‘Hire a Veteran Week.’’ Supporting our troops 
should not be confined just to the battlefield; 
supporting our troops extends beyond their 
time in active duty. The liberties we enjoy 
today were earned through the bravery and 
sacrifice of patriotic Americans. America must 
never turn her back on her veterans. 

Historically, unemployment of veterans is 
higher than in the civilian populations. This is 
a national tragedy. Veterans are hard-working, 
self-sacrificing patriots. Unfortunately, many 
employers simply do not understand the skills, 
capabilities, and tremendous value that vet-
erans bring to any workplace. Through efforts 
such as ‘‘Hire a Veteran Week,’’ coupled with 
those of the Departments of Defense, Vet-
erans Affairs and Labor, Veteran Service Or-
ganizations, and various non-profit groups, we 
will bring attention to the benefit of hiring vet-
erans. 

I am very pleased to see that the unemploy-
ment rate for veterans has fallen by one-third 
since 2005. Although the unemployment rate 
is still higher than the civilian population, these 
new numbers are clear evidence that progress 
is being made. As with most progress, we 
must not be content to rest on past accom-
plishments. I will not be happy until every vet-
eran who wants to work is able to make a 
good living for themselves and their families. 

To those companies that have hired a vet-
eran, I say, ‘‘thank you.’’ I have never met a 
business owner who has regretted hiring a 
veteran, and appreciate their willingness to un-
derstand the value of our veterans and make 
room for them in their organization. 

While I say it all the time, I can never say 
it enough. ‘‘Thank you’’ to the men and 
women of our Armed Forces for guaranteeing 
freedom for all Americans. May God bless 
you, and may God bless America. 

f 

IRAQ POLICY 

HON. PETER HOEKSTRA 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, February 7, 2007 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Madam Speaker, I believe 
that Congress should continue to encourage 
an open and robust debate about its Iraq pol-
icy. I found former Speaker Newt Gingrich’s 
recent testimony before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee on the situation in Iraq of 

particular interest. I would like to share it with 
my colleagues. 

[From Gingrich Communications, Jan. 23, 
2007] 

THE COST OF DEFEAT IN IRAQ AND THE COST OF 
VICTORY IN IRAQ 

TESTIMONY TO SENATE FOREIGN RELATIONS 
COMMITTEE 

(By Newt Gingrich) 
Chairman Biden, Ranking Member Lugar, 

and members of the committee: Thank you 
for allowing me to testify. 

This is an extraordinarily important series 
of hearings on a topic of enormous national 
importance. 

The United States finds itself in a global 
struggle with the forces of Islamic fascism 
and their dictatorial allies. 

From a fanatic American near Chicago 
who attempted to buy hand grenades to 
launch a personal Jihad in a Christmas mall, 
to 18 Canadians arrested for terrorist plots, 
to the Scotland Yard disruption of a plot in 
Britain to destroy ten civilian airliners in 
one day that if successful would have shat-
tered worldwide confidence in commercial 
aviation and potentially thrown the world 
into a deep economic contraction. 

We are confronted again and again with a 
worldwide effort to undermine and defeat the 
system of law and order which has created 
more prosperity and more freedom for more 
people than any previous system. 

The threats seem to come in four different 
forms: 

First, from individuals who are often self 
recruited and randomly inspired through the 
internet, television and charismatic social 
and religious friendships. 

Second, from organized non state systems 
of terror of which Al Qaeda, Hezbollah and 
Hamas are the most famous. Additional 
groups have sprung up and provide con-
tinuity, training, and support for terrorism. 

Third, from dictatorships in the Middle 
East most notably Iran and Syria who have 
been consistently singled out by the State 
Department (including in 2006) as the largest 
funders of state supported terrorism in the 
world. These dictatorships are investing in 
more advanced conventional weapons and in 
chemical and nuclear weapons. 

Fourth, from a strange assortment of anti- 
American dictatorships including North 
Korea, Venezuela and Cuba. 

This coalition of the enemies of freedom 
has growing power around the world. Its 
leaders are increasingly bold in their explicit 
hostility to the United States. 

To take just two recent examples: 
Ahmadinejad of Iran has said ‘‘[t]o those who 
doubt, to those who ask is it possible, or 
those who do not believe, I say accomplish-
ment of a world without America and Israel 
is both possible and feasible.’’ He has also 
said that Israel should be ‘‘wiped off the 
map.’’ Chavez of Venezuela, just last week in 
a joint appearance with the Iranian leader in 
Latin America, announced a multi billion 
dollar fund to help countries willing to fight 
to end ‘‘American imperialism.’’ 

Both of these statements were on tele-
vision and are not subject to misinterpreta-
tion. 

Similarly there are many web pages and 
other public statements in which various 
terrorists have described in great detail their 
commitment to killing millions of Ameri-
cans. I described these publicly delivered 
threats in a speech on the fifth anniversary 
of 9/11 which I gave at the American Enter-
prise Institute. The text of this speech is at-
tached as an appendix to this testimony. 

These threats might be ignored if it were 
not for the consistent efforts to acquire nu-
clear and biological weapons by these en-
emies of freedom 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 01:30 Apr 19, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00011 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD07\E07FE7.REC E07FE7hm
oo

re
 o

n 
P

R
O

D
P

C
68

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-16T04:26:44-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




