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The House met at 10:30 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. BOOZMAN).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 10, 2003.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN
BOOzMAN to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

————
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed a concur-
rent resolution of the following title in
which the concurrence of the House is
requested:

S. Con. Res. 49. Concurrent resolution des-
ignating the week of June 9, 2003, as National
Oceans Week and urging the President to
issue a proclamation calling upon the people
of the United States to observe this week
with appropriate recognition, programs,
ceremonies, and activities to further ocean
literacy, education, and exploration.

——————

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member,
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Connecticut (Ms.
DELAURO) for 5 minutes.

THE CHILD TAX CREDIT

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, | rise to
again discuss an issue of great concern
to American families. I am talking
about extending the child tax credit to
families that need it most.

A few weeks ago, this body passed a
$350 billion tax cut bill that gave every
millionaire in this country a $93,000 tax
break. It made sure every corporation
still had the right to avoid paying
taxes by relocating overseas and tak-
ing American jobs with it. But the bill
shorted 6.5 million low-income families
who pay taxes and who are most in
need. These families earn between
$10,500 and $26,625 annually. Out of a
$350 billion bill, the President and Re-
publicans in charge of this body could
not find $3.5 billion, 1 percent, for the
poorest American families.

I tried to address this problem back
on March 12 in the Committee on the
Budget, but my amendment to extend
this tax credit to those families was
turned aside on a party-line vote. And
then when it seemed that the Demo-
crats had successfully included that
provision in the larger tax package
during the conference, the Republicans
secretly eliminated it in the dead of
night. Last week Democrats, united
and resolute, said that that was not
enough, that these 6.5 million families
deserve this tax cut because they
worked every bit as hard as the 25 mil-
lion other families that will be receiv-
ing their tax refund in the mail next
month. They pay almost 8 percent of
their income in payroll taxes or sales
taxes.

And last week the Senate restored
the child tax credit to these hard-work-
ing families; and just yesterday the
President’s spokesperson called on the
House to take up that legislation, but
our colleagues on other side of the aisle
just do not get it. They do not see the
urgency in helping the 12 million chil-
dren left behind by their tax bill. The
majority whip said yesterday that he

did not know if the House would act on
the other body’s bill. As if that were
not bad enough, the Chair of the Re-
publican Study Committee said in this
morning’s Congress Daily, if the House
is going to take up this legislation that
the Republicans should get something
in exchange.

It is always a deal with these people.
It is as if there were no families who
are trying to put food on their table or
clothes on their children’s backs. All
they care about is taking care of their
own people, like the Enrons who paid
no taxes in 4 of the last 5 years. It was
another colleague on the other side of
the aisle who said one must pay an in-
come tax in order to earn a tax credit.
That is the way it works. But she did
not care about Enron who paid no taxes
the last 4 out of 5 years. For Repub-
licans it is all about the deal. It is not
about the fundamental values of fair-
ness or of taking care of people. It is
about the deal, what do we get in re-
turn.

We have passed three tax bills that
benefit the wealthy in this last 3 years,
but we have done nothing to help peo-
ple that need it the most. It is high
time the House of Representatives did
its job. | commend the President for
setting aside the quest for a deal and
urging the House to take up this bill,
which the other body passed by an
overwhelming margin. We must restore
what was stolen in the dead of night,
and if we do not act soon, the families
of these 12 million children will not be
receiving the tax credit in the mail
this July 1 like the other 25 million
families. Now is the time for action.

————
PRICE CONTROLS NEVER WORK

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, as we
return from recess to write and act on
legislation for a Medicare prescription
drug benefit, I am asking my col-
leagues and the American people to re-
sist the temptation to succumb to
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price controls. This is perennial around
here. A lot of folks believe that price
ceilings for pharmaceuticals to be a
feasible solution to the high costs that
we experience with pharmaceuticals,
but they never work.

Against the advice of economic ad-
visers, including Nobel Prize-winning
economist Milton Friedman, one Presi-
dent instituted a broad range of price
controls in August of 1971; but many of
the Members saw the PBS series ‘““Com-
manding Heights” last year in which
the author, Daniel Yergin, recalled
‘“the public was convinced that food
prices were going up,”’ so the President
‘‘opted for wage and price controls.
Voters liked the price controls, and the
President was reelected in a landslide.”
Owing to that we can control prices
but we cannot control the laws of sup-
ply and demand, the economy did not
respond as the President hoped it
would. Mr. Yergin said, ‘“Right away,
the economy went out of whack; people
couldn’t cover their costs. Ranchers
stopped sending their cattle to market.
Farmers started drowning their chick-
ens. Instead of controlling inflation,
they were controlling shortages.”

To those old enough to remember
1971, remember those price ceilings?
Lines for gas were all over the place for
our cars. Black markets were started.
New work started for organized crime.
Shortages on grocery shelves. And
prices still continued to rise, while just
as the public clamored about too ex-
pensive food, some begged for more
price controls.

Why do price controls not work? Ac-
cording to even a basic-level college
text dealing with macroeconomics by
Byrns and Stone, ‘“‘price ceilings keep
monetary prices from rising but not
average opportunity costs there
will be excess demand (or shortages).
But price ceilings keep prices down, do
not they? Unfortunately, the answer is
NO!"” This is from a basic text in all of
our college economic courses.

The people who most value a good or
service and are willing to pay an extra
dollar in nonprice resources, such as
waliting time, lobbying efforts, bribery,
or black market premium, will do so.
Have the Members noticed that more
than a few Canadians who live under a
price-controlled health care system, if
they need health care beyond their pri-
mary care, what do they do? They trav-
el to the United States to get it be-
cause it is the best in the world. So the
Members do not have to trust what |
am saying today. Just read some of the
basic text in our college economic
courses.

But why is it that a majority of phar-
maceutical innovation occurs in the
United States? Because the free mar-
ket offers a reward to undertaking that
risk. How many blockbuster drugs has
Canada invented lately? The National
Taxpayers Union warns lawmakers
““America is the world leader in the re-
search and development that results in
innovative lifesaving medications.”
For the United States to look to Can-
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ada for ‘‘drugs at an artificial price set
by some other country would be, quite
simply, a way to rob the pharma-
ceutical companies of revenue needed
to refund research. It is certainly
cheap to manufacture pills if someone
else supplies the research and develop-
ment funding. On average, it costs the
pharmaceutical companies over $800
million and takes 12 years to bring a
new drug to market. While countries
like Canada may beckon to us with
their centrally controlled drug prices,
none of those types of countries can
begin to approach the United States in
the development of new, innovative
drugs that can save millions of lives.”

Citizens for a Sound Economy point
out ‘“‘prescription drug prices differ be-
tween nations based on a variety of
factors, including per capita income
and type of health care system” that is
provided. Perhaps one of the reasons
American seniors and disabled are
looking at Canada’s and Europe’s ceil-
ing-priced pharmaceuticals is because
that is what they lack. We do not hear
seniors asking for relief on the prices
of outpatient visits or MRIs because
they are not paying out of pocket
themselves.

One more unique viewpoint, that of
interfering with Americans’ right to
vote with their dollars: Americans for
Tax Reform ponders how the ‘“‘impact
of Canadian subsidies on the U.S. mar-
ket will affect American taxpayers.
Government subsidies of any kind
interfere with market forces to drive
competition and innovation. Foreign
subsidies usurp taxpayers’ ability to af-
fect democratically the prices of nec-
essary medicines.”’

The solution is not for Congress to
manipulate prices, but to expand cov-
erage to Medicare beneficiaries, to ex-
pand private sector health insurance
coverage to the uninsured. Price con-
trols never work.

————

THE IRONY OF NO CHILD LEFT
BEHIND

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. BELL) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to talk about the irony of No Child
Left Behind, a very popular phrase here
in our Nation’s Capitol. My colleagues
on the other side of the aisle tout No
Child Left Behind when in actuality
they deliberately choose to leave mil-
lions of children behind.

President Bush signed a new law that
would provide tax cuts of $93,500 to the
200,000 taxpayers making over $1 mil-
lion. Let us go over that again: $93,500
in tax cuts to the 200,000 taxpayers
making over $1 million. However, 53
percent of all taxpayers will get less
than $100 under the GOP tax cut, just
another example of the administration
choosing the wealthiest over America’s
working families. But as they used to
say on the old television commercials,
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but wait, there is more. What is even
more egregious in this particular case
is that the administration chose not to
provide or increase the child tax credit
to working families making between
$10,500 to $26,625 per year. That is right.
If they make $10,500 to $26,625 per year,
they miss out on the child tax credit.

Mr. Speaker, Republicans in the
other body dropped a provision added
by Senator LINCOLN that would help
nearly 12 million children and their
families get such a tax credit. Out of
that 12 million, a staggering 8 million
received no child tax credit under the
GOP law. Mr. Speaker, the Republican
plan in no way, shape, or form protects
the children that need it the most. In-
stead, the plan deliberately excludes
these children. In actuality, the Repub-
lican plan should be called the ““Plan to
Leave Children Behind.”

This is why | urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 2286, the Rangel-Davis-
DeLauro bill. 1 am proud to be a co-
sponsor of this bill. It is a great start
to preparing the damage inflicted by
the administration’s reckless and neg-
ligent tax package. H.R. 2286 would re-
store the child tax credit to families
making minimum wage by providing
greater tax relief to working families.
Nineteen million children and their
families would benefit from this bill. In
fact, over 2 million children in my
home State of Texas would benefit
under the Rangel plan.

In addition to the child tax credit,
H.R. 2286 would create more jobs. The
provisions in this bill are key elements
to the House Jobs and Economic
Growth package and would create more
than 1 million jobs without adding one
penny to the deficit, welcome relief in
a State like Texas where we are look-
ing at our highest unemployment in 10
years, reaching close to 7 percent.
Lastly, this bill has key elements that
would ensure our brave men and
women in uniform are not denied tax
relief just because they are on active
duty.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 2286. This tax plan is fair.
It helps America’s economy, America’s
men and women in uniform, and it
helps America’s working families. Most
importantly, it allows us to not just
talk about it, but it allows us to actu-
ally leave no child behind.

———

INNOVATION, MANUFACTURING,
AND JOBS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. SMITH) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, | rise this morning to talk about
the danger of losing good-paying jobs
and our strong economy here in the
United States.

Manufacturing has been America’s
economic strength. For 3 decades now,
manufacturing productivity has in-
creased more than any other sector of
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our economy. The average manufac-
turing worker produces four times as
much per hour as the average worker
did 50 years ago. As a result, manufac-
turing has been one of the most impor-
tant parts of the economy and has pro-
duced higher living standards for
Americans as those products from
American manufacturing have become
cheaper and better and wages in manu-
facturing have risen. But now we are
losing our manufacturing base as we
tend to move towards a service econ-
omy.

With manufacturing suffering in re-
cent years, other industries such as the
service sector have offered alternative
employment. The trouble is that manu-
facturing cannot be simply replaced by
insurance companies or the legal pro-
fession or retail trades. There are only
four economic sectors that generate
material wealth. Only four. And they
are agriculture, where they produce
things; mining, where they produce
things; manufacturing, where they
produce things; or construction. And
those are the four. Of those, only man-
ufacturing is not limited by natural re-
sources and is capable of export.

We need innovation to produce better
products at competitive prices to re-
gain our manufacturing leadership. We
cannot pay American-level wages un-
less we can still be competitive. That
means innovation for quality products
and increased productivity. Innovation
starts with basic research, followed by
application and commercialization.

As chairman of the Subcommittee on
Research under the Committee on
Science, | am familiar with the govern-
ment’s efforts to find and promote
basic research, mostly through the Na-
tional Science Foundation. NSF has
seen substantial increases in recent
years, and we need to ensure that this
money is spent in ways that research
discoveries can have the greatest im-
pact in terms of promoting innovation
and practical application for United
States businesses. The development of
basic research for industrial use has
generally been the province of busi-
nesses which undertake these efforts to
create new products. Unfortunately,
according to witnesses at a recent
Committee on Science hearing, appli-
cation is the hardest part. Companies
facing intense competitive pressure
find it difficult to set aside sufficient
resources, money, to develop new prod-
ucts, especially if the results cannot be
anticipated before 5 or 6 years. So we
are having a gap. Government is now
the substantial payer of basic research;
and having that research with tech
transfer and to apply that research for
better and more products and efficient
ways of manufacturing is what we are
lacking.

Development also suffers from low
prestige. The academic community and
Federal grants generally reward those
who seek knowledge for knowledge’s
sake rather than those who do the nec-
essary development work. Some for-
eign countries spend their research dol-
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lars monitoring our government fund-
ing basic research and then spend the
rest of their government money to
apply that research for commercial
products ahead of our getting that ap-
plication in the United States.

Another problem we face is the short-
age of math and engineering talent.
The United States has long lagged far
behind other nations when it comes to
producing top-notch engineering and
research talent. Let me just give an ex-
ample of China. China produces 10
times as many engineers as we do in
the United States. This cannot con-
tinue if we expect to continue a strong
economy in the United States. It can-
not continue to go on without erosion
of our international competitiveness.
That is why | have pushed NSF to do a
better job of promoting math and
science careers to students. We need
more capable math and science stu-
dents for research and business and for
our future.

In summary, Mr. Speaker, the de-
cline in manufacturing employment is
something that we ignore at our peril.
Over the long term, we cannot hope to
have a healthy and growing economy
unless we make lots of tangible goods
that people want to buy both in the
U.S. and overseas markets. Govern-
ment needs to support not only basic
research but to provide incentives for
American business to develop applica-
tions to ensure continued economic
health.

———

IN SUPPORT OF THE CHILD TAX
CREDIT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. EMANUEL) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day’s New York Times story ran a
headline: ““lraqgis Are Out of Jobs, But
Pay Day Still Comes.” With the admin-
istration’s blessing, 200,000 Iraqis are
receiving $20 a day for no-show jobs.
They do not work. They do not show up
for work. They do not do any work.
Twenty bucks a day. | come from Chi-
cago, from Cook County. We like no-
show jobs. We think that is a good
thing. We built an entire political
party on no-show jobs, not at 20 bucks
a day; but for everybody’s apprecia-
tion, in the last 2 months we have
given lragi families nearly $900. That is
equal to the amount that we would pay
for the child credit. So we are paying
Iragis and Iraqi families 900 bucks over
the last 2 months, which is equal to
what we are fighting over here, which |
do not believe we need to fight here in
the House since the Senate agreed 94 to
6 for the same amount of money. Yet
somehow we said in Iraq if they do not
work, if they do not show up for work,
we will give them 20 bucks a day. It is
a no-show job. It looks pretty good to
me. But here if they work full time,
trying to help their families, trying to
raise their kids with the right values,
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trying to provide them clothes for
school, food for the summer, a camp, a
program, YMCA, they are not part of
the American family.

I want to tell the Members some-
thing. Here is an American official, a
government official who said nobody is
going to quibble about paying a few
dollars into this economy.

I am going to quibble. 1 do not know
whom he talks to. | do not know who is
paying him except for all Americans,
and he says nobody is going to quibble?
But what we are quibbling about is
whether the children of America, 12
million children, 6.5 million families,
are going to get the same sense of
value here in America that we are say-
ing in Iraq that for 20 bucks a day they
do not have to show up for work and we
will pay them. But here if they show up
for work, work hard and pay their
taxes, they do not deserve a tax cut,
that they are unappreciative.

Who are these children? They are
America’s children, and they have done
right. Parents are trying to raise them
with good values, trying to teach them
right from wrong. And what do we do
in Congress? We turn those values on
their head. We turn those values upside
down and say if they work full time
trying to do right by their Kids, they
do not deserve a tax cut. We are going
to treat Iraqis with a different sense of
values, a different sense of apprecia-
tion.

Let us be clear about what this says
about who we are. America’s children.
Enron in the last 4 out of 5 years had
record profits, did not pay taxes 4 out
of 5 years. They got breaks. WorldCom,
$12.5 billion in profits, 2 out of 3 years
did not pay any taxes. They were big
recipients of government contracts, yet
did not pay taxes. We are paying their
taxes. Tyco decided to move their ad-
dress down to Bermuda, got a new ZIP
code, new area code. $600 million dol-
lars in government taxes were not paid;
yet they got benefits in government
contracts. That is a form of corporate
welfare. If they do not pay, if they do
not work and they are a corporation,
we take care of them. America’s chil-
dren, 12 million of them, we are not
going to give them a tax cut.

Recently on a Friday, the unemploy-
ment rate hit 6.1 percent. When this
President came to office, the unem-
ployment rate was 4 percent. Nearly 3
million Americans have lost their jobs,
and we have added $3 trillion to the Na-
tion’s debt. What a deal, as we would
say back in Chicago. $3 trillion dollars
added to the Nation’s debt, and Ameri-
cans are paying with their jobs.

I believe the Senate did right. They
did right by our values as Americans;
and | know people on the other side of
the aisle. They are good people with
good values, but those values that left
the 12 million children on the floor
while corporate interests were circling
the conference room are not the values
we came here to vote for. We all came
not just to be a vote, but we came to be
a voice for our values and the values
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that say WorldCom is going to get pro-
tected; lraq, 20 bucks, no-show jobs,
they are going to get protected; 6.5 mil-
lion American families work full time,
making somewhere around $20,000, and
I am talking about a rookie cop, first-
year teacher, first-year emergency
worker, those types of people, they are
not getting a tax cut. They are not
worthy of it.

What does that say about who we
are? So that tax bill is not just dollars
and cents. It is a reflection of our val-
ues as Americans. And this person, this
body, is going to quibble with an Amer-
ican official who thinks that somehow
paying 20 bucks a day not to shows up
for work is valuable; but if one shows
up every day trying to provide for their
children, that is not valuable and it is
not worthy of a tax cut. It is worthy of
a tax cut. Those children are America’s
children. That mother and father earn-
ing $20,000 are as valuable as if that
mother and father were earning
$200,000.

So | would say that this House, this
body, we did not come here to just be
a vote. We came here to give voice to
our values and the values that we all
represent regardless of what part of the
country we come from. Regardless of
what party we are from says that those
12 million children, they too deserve to
go to school, they too deserve to go to
the YMCA, they too deserve to go to
the summer camp, and they too de-
serve for their parents to put funds
away for their higher education; and
we in this body need to take up the
Senate bill, take up the DeLauro bill
and vote on it immediately so the
President can sign it so that on July 1
their tax cut gets sent too so that when
they show up for school like the Iraqis
who do not show up for work, they get
a tax cut too.

———

UCF CHAMPIONSHIP
CHEERLEADING TEAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. FEENEY) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. FEENEY. Mr. Speaker, it is a big
thrill to rise today to honor a home-
town university, the University of Cen-
tral Florida, and their cheerleading
team for their Division | championship
and cheerleading and dance team com-
petition this year. UCF President John
Hitt and the entire UCF family are
simply thrilled with the success and
are extraordinarily proud of this ac-
complishment. In fact, this is no fluke.
UCF cheerleaders have finished in the
top 10 for 9 out of the last 10 years.
Talk about consistency. All champions
exhibit quiet determination; but two
teammates especially, Jamie Woode
and James Kersey, demonstrated ex-
ceptional resolve above and beyond the
call by competing with serious injuries,
a broken fibula for Jamie and a torn
rotator cuff for James. That is the UCF
Knights spirit.
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A student athlete’s success is not
merely measured by athletic perform-
ance, however. This 18-member team
holds a cumulative 3.3 grade point av-
erage. During her 19-tenure as coach,
Linda Gooch has witnessed all but one
of her team members earning bachelors
degrees, an all-too-rare accomplish-
ment in Division | competitive student
athletic programs. Today | will submit
a resolution with many colleagues
from Florida commending the fabulous
success of the University of Central
Florida cheerleading team on its cham-
pionship this year and wish them con-
tinued success in the future both on
and off the field.

———

THE CHILD TAX CREDIT, THE RE-
PUBLICAN TAX BILL, AND THE
RANGEL PACKAGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, yesterday in Houston, Texas,
| stood with carpenters and letter car-
riers, working families who work for
the communications industry of the
Nation, builders who build in the hot
sun and the very cold winters, and
those who take our plates away in res-
taurants and hotels. Some would call
them the working class: low-income
families, middle-income families. The
one thing that they probably are not
considered to be in this Nation, though
I abhor any sense of class distinctions,
but they probably would not be consid-
ered elite.

So | stand here today, Mr. Speaker,
in arguing on their behalf, particularly
in light of the very inequitable tax bill
that was passed just a few weeks ago. |
think the argument could be made that
the elite went free on that day and
they marched the working poor and the
working Americans into a locked jail
and threw the key away because the
$550 billion tax cut that the President
signed clearly did not represent work-
ing families of America, clearly did not
represent individuals whose income
may fall between $10,000 to $26,000.

Mr. Speaker, I am not interested in
having a class between incomes. | cer-
tainly appreciate those who have made
their way in this Nation and have built
their income and capital upon the de-
mocracy and the free opportunity for
business in this Nation. But, frankly, I
think it is appalling and an outrage
that we can be in this Congress, take
our income every day, take the bene-
fits of this Nation, and refuse to pro-
tect the least of those. The Senate has
passed a bill. It has fixed its error. The
first error came when they refused to
take the Lincoln amendment in the
last hours, Senator LINCOLN’s amend-
ment in the last hours of the tax nego-
tiations. They left the working people
off the table. So they enacted a bill
that values the elite few over millions
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of Americans and left out those who
make between $10,000 and $26,000.

That is why | am here to support the
Rangel-DeLauro bill as an original co-
sponsor to restore that tax credit.
What does that mean? That when the
checks are issued in July to all the
millions of others who are doing well, a
tax credit for children, $400 to make it
a total of $1,000, who will be left out?
Those who make the 10,000 to $26,000.
Are they the deadbeats of America, are
they the undeserving, are they the ones
that my good friends on the other side
continue to hammer over and over
again they do not pay taxes? | reject it.
I refute it. It is ridiculous. They pay
payroll taxes. They pay property taxes.
They pay sales taxes. They contribute
to America’s economy. How dare you
provide this elitist response that these
working families who get up every day
and clean tables, these working fami-
lies who get up every day and help
build America, are you telling me that
they do not deserve a tax credit on
their children?

The reason, Mr. Speaker, that | add
to this is that we have the worst unem-
ployment in America that we have had
in America’s history amongst any
President in the United States. We
have gone up to 6.1 percent unemploy-
ment with unemployed reaching $3.1
million. That means that the very peo-
ple we are talking about per child tax
credit may have only one bread winner
in the family. Not two, but one. And
that means that children who need
these dollars maybe for the beginning
of the school year are now denied be-
cause of the elitist attitude of this
Congress and the Republican leader-
ship.

l\/ﬁ)r. Speaker, | refuse to stand with
that kind of Neanderthal thinking. 1
prefer standing with the hundreds who
stood with me, working men and
women who are appalled by the lack of
a tax credit and equally appalled by
the opportunity or the effort by this
particular body, this Republican ma-
jority, to put a comp time bill on the
floor of the House which eliminates
any opportunity for individuals who
get overtime pay and gives them only,
only compensation by giving them
comp time off. Not when they need it,
Mr. Speaker, but when the employer
says they can have it.

So here we go. We have got a tax sce-
nario that penalizes working families.
We have a working bill that violates
the Fair Labor Standards Act, and we
have an overall package that we are
trying to help Americans and we can-
not seem to get it on the floor of the
House. We need to get the Rangel-
DeLauro bill, H.R. 2286, on the floor of
the House now, this week. We must
continue to fight for providing them
along with our United States military
personnel whose salaries fall within
that $10,000 to $26,000 a year. We have
got to stand to create jobs when we
have seen such an enormous loss of
jobs. Mr. Speaker what we have here is
a failing of the United States Congress,
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failing of our constitutional duties and
certainly a failing to the American
people. Vote for the Rangel-DelLauro
bill, and vote to eliminate the bad
comp bill that will destroy working
families all over America.

Just over 1 week ago, the President signed
a new law that provides tax cuts of $93,500 to
the 200,000 taxpayers making over $1 million,
while 53 percent of all taxpayers would get
less than $100 under the law.

The Republicans chose not to provide or to
increase the child tax credit to working families
making between $10,500 to $26,625 per year,
in order to make room for a dividend tax cut.

Republicans deliberately chose to leave
these children and their families behind.

Republicans also deliberately chose to drop
a provision added by Senator LINCOLN that
would help nearly 12 million children and their
families to get the child tax credit—8 million of
whom would get no child tax credit at all under
the new law.

This provision would have helped low in-
come families with children who make that are
working hard to make ends meet.

On May 29, 2003 White House Press Sec-
retary Ari Fleischer said, “Everybody was
aware in the conference of what was in, and
what was out. So that was very well-known to
all the conferees, including to the White
House. Does tax relief go to the people who
pay income taxes and forgive their income
taxes, or does it go above and beyond the for-
giving of all income taxes, and you actually
get a check from the government? This [GOP
tax conference agreement] certainly does de-
liver tax relief to the people who pay income
taxes.” (May 29, 2003)

Today, Majority Leader Tom DELAY re-
sponded that the House would not move
stand-alone legislation on this issue. He said,
“There’s a lot of other things that are more im-
portant than that. To me it's a little difficult to
give tax relief to people who don’t pay income
taxes.”

First Republicans refused to give workers
the same pension rights that corporate CEQOs
have.

Then they pushed through a $350 billion tax
cut, which fails to increase the child tax credit
for working families making $10,000 to
$26,625 a year.

Now, the Republicans are working to take
away overtime pay with H.R. 1119 the so-
called Comp Time bill and describing it as a
“family-friendly” idea.

In reality, this is the Republican’s concerted,
long-term attack on America’s working families
that must be stopped.

SUPPORT FOR WORKING FAMILIES

Democrats are offering a package to help
hard working Americans and create jobs.

Democrats are taking the first step (H.R.
2286) to begin to repair the damage from this
reckless and irresponsible tax package.

The Rangel-Davis-DeLauro bill will provide
greater tax relief to the families of 19 million
children who make the minimum wage that
are struggling to make ends meet.

In addition to restoring the child tax credit
provision that Republicans dropped in the mid-
dle of the night, the Rangel bill would make
the child tax credit available to 1.7 million
more families by providing that those earning
$7,500 or more could get the credit.

Under current law, the tax credit it is limited
to those who make over $10,500.
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The Range package will benefit 19 million
children in America; over 2 million children in
Texas alone.

Furthermore, the Rangel bill would accel-
erate marriage penalty relief for families that
receive the Earned Income Tax Credit. And it
is fully paid for—the bills calls for no deficit
spending.

DEMOCRATS CONTINUE TO FIGHT FOR MEN AND WOMEN
IN THE MILITARY

The Democratic package would make sure
that our men and women in the military are
not denied tax relief just because they are de-
ployed in Irag.

Specifically, the bill would count combat pay
for purposes of the Child Tax Credit.

Republicans enacted a $350 billion tax bill,
and yet they failed to make sure that our men
and women in combat are able to take full ad-
vantage of the child tax credit.

The Democratic Plan will also create jobs
for the soldiers who are returning home, their
loved ones and others in need of employment.

These provisions are key elements of the
Democratic House Jobs and Economic Growth
package that will create more than 1 million
jobs this year without adding one penny to the
deficit.

Democrats know that by putting money in
the hands of working Americans and by keep-
ing our fiscal house in order can we create
jobs and build a strong economy.

————

IRAQ AND WEAPONS OF MASS
DESTRUCTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. PENCE) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, | was in
the grocery checkout line buying some
Motrin for my ailing 8-year-old daugh-
ter late this Saturday night; and the
woman next to me, seeing me wearing
something of a Republican T-shirt on
the weekend but not recognizing me as
a Congressman, said, ‘I guess your
President is in some hot water over
weapons of mass destruction.” And
that seems to be what many on the
other side of the aisle and many in the
national debate would like to say
about the President, that somehow this
administration either directly or indi-
rectly intentionally or unintentionally
exaggerated the threat of weapons of
mass destruction and the WMD pro-
gram of the Nation of Iraq during the
months and weeks leading up to Oper-
ation lIraqi Freedom. It is an extraor-
dinary assertion, and as | went on to
describe there in the checkout line last
Saturday night and rise today to de-
scribe, it is patently untenable and ig-
nores the real and demonstrable his-
tory of the nation of Irag and the re-
gion.

First, a lesson in history. We go back
to 1981 when Israel was forced to bomb
Saddam Hussein’s nuclear reactor at
Osirak. In fact, the United Nations es-
tablished at that time that Iragq had
begun a nuclear weapons program and,
in their words, chemical and biological
weapons capability systems. In fact, in
the immediate aftermath of the last
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Persian Gulf War, Saddam Hussein and
his regime as a part of the cease fire
agreement acknowledged extensive bio-
logical and chemical weapons pro-
grams; and | cite now from UNSCOM’s
sources, the U.N. agency responsible
for overseeing the cease fire of lIraq,
that Iraq itself acknowledged 10,000
nerve gas warheads, 1,500 chemical
weapons, and 412 tons of chemical
weapons agents.

Last week before the Committee on
International Relations, John Bolton,
the Under Secretary for Arms Control
at the U.S. State Department testified
before us; and | asked him very specifi-
cally, Mr. Speaker, whether or not the
assessment of the WMD program in
Iraqg changed significantly from the
Clinton administration to the Bush ad-
ministration. He hesitated and then
very carefully said it had not changed
in any significant way and that in
many respects the Clinton administra-
tion assessed the WMD program in lrag
precisely the same as the Bush admin-
istration did. Citing those hundreds of
tons of chemical and biological agents
that Iraqg admitted it had in 1991, Under
Secretary of State John Bolton said,
“Both administrations said these ma-
terials were unaccounted for.”

In fact, when President Clinton
bombed lIraq in 1998 after they expelled
our weapons inspectors, he justified the
bombing by saying ‘it was necessary
to attack Iraqg’s nuclear, chemical and
biological programs and its capacity to
threaten its neighbors.”” So said Presi-
dent Bill Clinton. So those who would
say that in the 5 years leading up from
the time Irag expelled weapons inspec-
tors to the time of Operation Iraqgi
Freedom that somehow, even though
he refused to admit it, Saddam Hussein
willingly and privately destroyed his
enormous cache of weapons of mass de-
struction, ignore common sense, ignore
history, the truth is, Mr. Speaker, we
would have to believe the worst of
George W. Bush and the best of Saddam
Hussein to believe that there was not
an extraordinary program of biologi-
cal, chemical and even a nascent pro-
gram for nuclear weapons being devel-
oped in the nation of Irag and the cap-
ital of Baghdad.

Facts are stubborn things, and recit-
ing those facts that Iraq admitted to in
1991 and establishing a decade-long pat-
tern of deception and denial confirms,
as our lraqgi survey group continues to
scour that country for further evidence
of a WMD program, | remain confident,
as the President said yesterday, that
we will not only continue to find evi-
dence of a program, the mobile labs,
the biological and chemical suits and
the syringes that were found with anti-
dotes for chemical deployments, but
the day will come in the very near fu-
ture, |1 am confident, that U.S. and coa-
lition forces will find the elusive evi-
dence of a program of weapons of mass
destruction.
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ELIMINATION OF THE CHILD TAX
CREDIT FOR 12 MILLION CHILDREN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ) is recog-
nized during morning hour debates for
5 minutes.

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
talk about that sleight of hand that
happened in the last few days when the
Republicans put together the newest
tax cut for the American people. At the
time, they decided to eliminate the
child tax credit for 12 million children
here in the United States, because, of
course, they had to find a way to pay
for their tax cut for dividend earnings.
One would say, so what? It is just 12
million children that we are not going
to give the tax credit to their families
for. But it was 12 million children of
low-income families. That means that
if they made somewhere between
$10,000 and $26,000 as a family they
would not get that child tax credit.
People tell me all the time there is no
possibility. They just cannot make
$10,000 a year because $10,000 a year,
they cannot live on that. Darn right.
They cannot live on $10,000 a year.

Let us look at what it takes to live
when they are making minimum wage,
minimum wage in Orange County, Cali-
fornia, where | live. Let us say they
live in Santa Ana and they are making
minimum wage, and there are a lot of
people who make minimum wage out
there. Why? We have got Disneyland;
we have got tourist attractions there.
We have got the maids who make the
bed when they come and stay in Ana-
heim. The dishwashers, the people who
serve. We have the gardeners who are
cleaning up everything, the janitors.
They all make minimum wage; and
they make no benefits, most of them.

So minimum wage, and in California
it is higher than the rest of the Nation.
Our minimum wage is $6.15 an hour.
Multiply that if they are going to work
for 2,040 hours a week. That is working
every week. That comes to less than
$13,000 a year. But by the time just
their payroll taxes get pulled out of
that paycheck, they are taking home
about $11,000. And let us say that they
are a family of three, that they have
got a child, that they go home to live
in their one-bedroom rented apartment
in Santa Ana, California, where the av-
erage rent is $950 a month. When they
do all the math, they figure out that
earning minimum wage means they
can barely pay their apartment rent.
That is not their utilities. It is not
health care. It is not clothes for them
or their children. It is not school books
or supplies. It is not transportation to
get to their job, and it is not food. It is
not medicine. So, yes, it is very dif-
ficult to live on minimum wage where
I live, but a lot of people do it. They
are working hard every single day.

I remember about a year ago we
unionized our janitors there, and they
had a contract that would pay $6.40 an
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hour. And the workers came to put in
their bid of whether they were going to
accept that contract or not, $6.40 an
hour for cleaning toilets, cleaning toi-
let after toilet after toilet in a high-
rise all night long every floor. Who do
the Members think cleans those build-
ings? And they were voting on this,
$6.40 an hour. That was the contract.
One holiday a year and 5 sick days a
year. There was this guy, this older
gentleman who was crying as he put in
his “‘yes’ vote, and he said to me ‘““You
know, Congresswoman, | have been a
janitor here for 17 years. This is the
first time that | will get a raise.”

People live and they work very hard
for these wages. So | hear the other
side say it does not matter; we should
not give people this tax credit. We need
to give people that tax credit. What
about the 200,000 families that are in
our military, some of them stationed
in Iraq, having put their lives on the
line who are not eligible for the child
tax credit because the other side de-
cided that they needed to give rich peo-
ple more money? When we first discov-
ered it and we started to talk about it,
some said, oh, my God, we did not
know. How could that happen? Some-
one just slipped it in. Nobody slipped it
in. The White House Press Secretary
Ari Fleischer said it was a very well-
known fact what they were doing and
the White House knew about it.

Let us pass the DelLauro bill. We
have got to get money to the families
who really need it.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would ask the occupants of the
gallery not to show signs of approval or
disapproval.

———

PROTECTING THE UNITED STATES
AND ITS CITIZENS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentlewoman from Flor-
ida (Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE) is recog-
nized during morning hour debates for
5 minutes.

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, most Americans be-
lieve that the first duty of the Federal
Government is to protect the security
of the United States and its citizens.
By any objective assessment, when the
threat to our security takes a form of
foreign armies, navies or interconti-
nental missiles, we have done an exem-
plary job. When it comes to threats
confronting us, new threats, the sort
that resulted in the attacks like that
on September 11, we continue to ignore
gaping holes in our national defense.
As it becomes more evident that we
need better information about who is
in our country, we are about to sur-
render that identification process to
foreign governments. We must adhere
to a policy of closed borders with open,
guarded doors. We cannot rely on for-
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eign nations, even allies, to be thor-
ough enough to issue identification
that meets our rigorous standards. Do
we really want to rely on the govern-
ment of Mexico and the dozens of other
countries that will be lining up to issue
consular IDs to tell us who is living il-
legally in our country? | think not.
The majority of Americans believe
that we should not either.

Given the very real and deadly
threats that we face, how wise is it to
have millions of Americans, people liv-
ing illegally in this country using doz-
ens of identity documents issued by
governments all around the globe to do
everything from opening a bank ac-
count to boarding planes. | have re-
cently been informed that our customs
office in New York is actually allowing
customs forms as people enter into this
country to be turned in and they are si-
multaneously not checking the names
of the people turning in the customs
forms to compare it to a list of known
terrorists. Customs forms pile up and
are entered several days later. This is
later when these people are already in
our country. It is kind of the ‘“‘come on
in and we will check you later’ proc-
ess, that ‘““‘we will check you later if we
can find you.” Is this what we really
had in mind when we promised the
American people that we would do ev-
erything within reason to prevent an-
other catastrophe like 9-11 and we
spent billions of tax dollars to create a
Department of Homeland Security? |
do not think so, Mr. Speaker; and | do
not think our American citizens do ei-
ther.

———
TAX CUT TO WORKING FAMILIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, |
want to congratulate the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ)
for her eloquent statement on behalf of
the people who are left out of the Re-
publican tax cut bill and the people
who like the Narvaez family in my dis-
trict are working hard every single
day. This is Maria Narvaez and her
daughters Alma and Elia. She has an-
other daughter too. She is standing in
front of a community organization
called Family Matters in my district
and all of us would hope that to every
Member of Congress that families real-
ly do matter.

To Ms. Narvaez, they really do. She
works also in a day care center taking
care of other people’s children, and for
all of her full-time work she earns
$20,000. When the tax cut bill passed
the Senate originally, it had a refund-
able tax credit. She would have gotten
up to another $400, which may not
mean much to some people, but could
mean a lot to Maria and her daughters
and her son, who are pictured there.
She would have taken that money and
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gone right out and maybe paid a few
bills or bought some extra food for the
family or some clothes. Money would
have gone directly into the economy
and would have helped to create more
jobs and stimulate growth.

But instead, what the House Repub-
licans said is that she and her family
are just simply not wealthy enough to
have a tax cut because in the dead of
night what happened to that Senate
provision that would have given her a
tax cut that would have given her a re-
bate, Vice President CHENEY went in
and said, wait a minute, and he helped
negotiate this, the bill that was passed
goes too high. It spends too much
money. So somebody is going to have
to be cut out. And in the dark of night,
in a secret negotiating deal, it was
families like the Narvaez family who
were cut out.

It is not just her. | talked to a moth-
er of a Marine yesterday. | had break-
fast with her. And she was telling me,
he is in Iraq right now but she was tell-
ing me that when she went to visit him
at his base there was a church nearby
that had a big box in front of it and she
said what is that box? And that is for
donations of clothing for the military
families. Understand that I am not
talking about the generals and | am
not talking about the people that are
sitting at the Pentagon. I am talking
about the young men and women, the
privates, the privates first class who
are over in lrag who are risking their
lives every day, some of them losing
their lives, and we do not know how
many have been injured in that war,
those people also have been cut out of
this bill, and this is what the majority
leader said. The gentleman from Texas
(Mr. DELAY), the majority leader, said
there are a lot of other things that are
more important; and what that must
mean is that it is more important to
give an average of $90,000 tax cut to
millionaires, and it is more important
to pass a tax dividend cut, the taxes we
pay on dividends, to cut that, than to
ensure families who are making less
than $26,000 to have a few extra dollars
to spend on their families.

And the reality is that if Congress
does not act by the end of June, 6.5
million low-income families will not
receive their refund checks at the same
time as the middle-class families do.
So we are under a time frame here. It
is not something that we can just chat
about. Who does benefit then from the
tax cut bill? Let us talk about who ac-
tually gets a benefit. Vice President
CHENEY who negotiated that deal that
cut this family out will reap about
$116,000 a year from the dividend and
capital gains provisions in the tax bill.
Maria will have to work about 10 years
in order to have an income that equals
the l-year tax cut that the Vice Presi-
dent will get, and that is not the only
thing. John Snow, the Secretary of the
Treasury, will get in 1 year a tax cut
about $332,000.

She will have to work 16 years to get
that. Let us talk about fairness here.
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Let us talk about what is good for the
economy and good for families. Let us
do what the Senate did when they fixed
it. Let us give a tax cut to working
families.

———————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 25
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until noon today.

——
0 1200

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order at noon.

———

PRAYER

The Reverend Phillip Kaim, Diocese
of Rockford, Illinois, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Almighty God, as we open Congress
for another day, we ask that You open
the hearts and minds of our legislators
to do Your will. We ask that You gift
them with the wisdom to know Your
will, the prudence to know the means
to accomplish it, and the courage to
follow through, to persevere, and over-
come any obstacles put in their path.

As we open Congress, we keep in our
thoughts and prayers all the men and
women in our armed services, espe-
cially those still deployed in Iraq, who
risk their lives every day to protect
our cherished freedom. We ask You to
keep them safe and out of harm’s way.
We also ask that You provide sufficient
chaplains to serve this unique and
challenging ministry.

We ask all of this
Name. Amen.

in Your Holy

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. MICHAUD led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

—————

WELCOMING FATHER PHILLIP
KAIM

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

Mr. HASTERT. Mr. Speaker, today
the House opened with a prayer from
our guest chaplain, Father Phil Kaim.
Father Kaim is a newly ordained priest
in the Rockford diocese in the State of
Illinois. Father Kaim is also a close
personal friend of mine and a former
member of my staff.

When Phil worked in my office, | al-
ways admired his clarity of vision, his
strong conviction, and his compassion
for those around him. Phil had a knack
for politics. He worked for me for al-
most 10 years.

He served in my office as my district
director and was my eyes and ears back
home in Illinois. Phil was very good at
his job, but I guess he decided he had a
higher calling. Six years ago he made a
decision to become a priest, and after
the election of November of 1998 he left
my employment, packed his bags and
moved to Rome to study at the North
American College to become a Roman
Catholic priest.

On May 17 of this year he was or-
dained. He will return to Rome later
this year to continue his studies.

Father Kaim, thank you for your
prayer today and good luck to what I
know will be a bright future.

———

CLASS ACTION REFORM GOOD FOR
FAMILIES

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

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, this week
we will be taking up another bill that
will directly benefit working families:
the Class Action Fairness Act of 2003.
And as we know, the class action proc-
ess was designed to help consumers
with similar troubles pool their re-
sources for legal assistance and
streamline what might otherwise be
thousands, even millions, of separate
claims.

But in the last 10 years, class action
filings have risen 1,000 percent. For all
their apparent popularity, one would
think class action suits have suddenly
become more beneficial to consumers,
but the evidence suggests in that time
the class action system has been
abused more often than ever. A suit
against the Bank of Boston, for in-
stance, yielded just $8.64 cents for
every plaintiff, but cost $90 each in
lawyers’ bills.

A class action against Blockbuster
Video racked up more than $9 million
in legal fees, but yielded plaintiffs a
mere $1 off coupon for future rental at
Blockbuster.

Class actions have become more pop-
ular, but not because they have sud-
denly started benefitting consumers
more. After all, under the current sys-
tem, the suits get bogged down in
State courts where the settlements are
often not equally distributed among
members of the class. Meanwhile, the
cost of all this litigation is being
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passed on by companies to the Amer-
ican consumer. The courts, the compa-
nies, and the consumers are not bene-
fitting them.

But who is? Who else? The trial law-
yers. The American people get the
joke, Mr. Speaker. No matter who loses
in class action suits, the winners are
always the same: The trial lawyers.
Even if their clients do not get any
money or are not being paid, the law-
yers always seem to be paid.

So the reforms we will take up this
week will streamline the class action
system and provide for new consumer
protection against abusive lawsuits.
This Republican majority is committed
to meeting the needs of the American
people and reining in the excesses of
our litigious trial lawyer community.

So | look forward to the debate on
this bill, Mr. Speaker, to see if the
same can be said of their friends on the
other side of the aisle.

——————

WORKING FAMILIES TAX CREDIT
ACT OF 2003

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

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, the re-
cent tax bill carelessly neglects 12 mil-
lion children in America’s low-income
working families by cutting them out
of the child tax credit plan.

| asked the House Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform to investigate what
this would mean to the State of Maine.
They found that in my home district,
21,000 working families will receive no
benefit. These are families who work
hard, pay taxes, play by the rules, and
who were still left out in the cold.

Cutting these people out was just
plain wrong. That is why | have intro-
duced the Working Family Tax Credit
Act of 2003, along with my good friend,
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
RANGEL). This bill will fix the problem
and assure that all working families
get some benefit. In a tax bill that
gives $90 billion of its tax cut exclu-
sively to millionaires, making sure
that working families who make $25,000
a year should be able to get some tax
relief is the least this Congress can do.

———

FAMILIES SHOULD CHOOSE WHAT
IS BEST FOR THEM

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, last week
the House was scheduled to consider
the Family Time Flexibility Act. But
some of our friends on the other side of
the aisle opposed the idea of allowing
workers to choose what their overtime
is worth, so we did not get to vote on
it.

When workers spend extra time at
work, they should determine how much
that time is worth, not employers and
not politicians. This bill would allow
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them to do that. It gives employees the
choice of how they are compensated for
time they work over and above their
normal work week.

In my district this is a big deal.
There are a lot of hardworking people
there who work a lot of overtime and a
lot of close-knit families whose time is
precious enough as it is. They should
not be forced to take more money when
what they need is some extra time at
home.

But in order to appease special inter-
ests, our friends on the other side op-
posed this bill and prevented a vote on
it. They opposed the right of workers
to choose what is best for their fami-
lies. They put the demands of big labor
unions over the rights of parents to
spend more time with their Kids, and |
think that is a crime.

———————

EXTEND CHILD TAX CREDIT TO
LOW-INCOME FAMILIES

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, | rise
again to discuss extending the Child
Tax Credit to the families that need it
most. This morning | came to the
House floor to again call on my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle to
pass the legislation to give these 6.5
million taxpaying families what they
have rightfully earned.

The other body has passed a bill. The
President has said the House should
take it up and he will sign it. Why is
the Republican leadership so reluctant
to lift a finger to help people who
work, people who pay taxes, people who
have children? Republicans pass tax
cut after tax cut for the wealthiest
Americans, and then they cut out the
families of 12 million children, families
that pay a greater percent of their in-
comes, 8 percent of their income in
taxes; more than Enron did in the last
4 out of the last 5 years. They paid no
taxes.

Now we hear the Republican leader-
ship wants something in exchange. As |
said this morning, there is always a
deal with these people. It has nothing
to do with values or fairness. It is all
about taking care of their own. It is all
about taking care of Enron, WorldCom,
and Tyco.

Mr. Speaker, let us stop playing
games. It is time for the House to take
the other body’s legislation. Let us
help 6.5 million families share in the
benefits of this tax cut. It is the right
thing to do.

—————

STATE DEPARTMENT IS AIDING
ILLEGAL ALIENS

(Mr. TANCREDO asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, it is
not bad enough that foreign govern-
ments are brazenly distributing identi-
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fication documents to their nationals
in order to make it easier for them to
violate our immigration laws, it now
appears that our government is aiding
in the effort.

Perhaps | am a bit inaccurate in re-
ferring to the State Department as
“‘our government.” Anyone who has
been around here any length of time
knows that the State Department oper-
ates as a separate entity with its own
agenda and set of rules and are often
unconnected to the wishes of the ad-
ministration and are often disdainful of
any congressional input except when
they are up here asking for money.

Recently a memo came into our pos-
session, which emanated from our Em-
bassy in Managua and was sent to Sec-
retary Powell. It was asking for direc-
tions in the task of helping the govern-
ment of Nicaragua create these ID
cards to distribute to Nicaraguan na-
tionals living illegally in the United
States. They want to do this so that
these illegal aliens can more easily ob-
tain benefits, get breeder documents,
and generally live here undisturbed
while they violate our laws.

You got it. That is our government in
league with a foreign government as
they aid and abet their illegal aliens
living in the United States.

Beam me up, as our friend used to
say, Mr. Speaker, beam me up.

———

ADMINISTRATION MUST HAVE
ACCOUNTABILITY

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

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, the
credibility gap is growing. First the ad-
ministration said the U.S. had to sweep
aside the U.N. inspections and the Se-
curity Council because Irag had weap-
ons of mass destruction which were an
imminent threat.

No weapons have been found to jus-
tify the war. So why did we go to war?

Now Paul Wolfowitz says, ‘“The truth
is that for reasons that have a lot to do
with the U.S. Government bureauc-
racy, we settled on the one issue that
everyone could agree on which was
weapons of mass destruction as the
core reason.”

Now their story is changing. Iraq had
a weapons program, they say. No
longer weapons of mass destruction but
a program. Is this now the core reason?

Bait and switch will not work here,
nor will a pretense for war. If this ad-
ministration can fabricate reasons for
the war after the fact, where will
America be headed for war next?

Congress must demand account-
ability for the wanton exercise of war
power, loss of life, destruction of prop-
erty, waste of tax dollars, and damage
to America’s reputation.
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Thirty-three Members of the House
have now signed the resolution of in-

quiry to demand the White House tell
the truth.
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SEXUAL ASSAULT AWARENESS
AND PREVENTION

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

Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to commend the House leader-
ship for bringing before us a resolution
to raise awareness and encourage pre-
vention of sexual assault in the United
States.

One person victimized by sexual as-
sault is far too many, but unfortu-
nately, one person on average is sexu-
ally assaulted every 2 minutes in the
United States alone. These can be our
neighbors, our friends, or even our fam-
ily members.

For these victims and for the people
who help them, this resolution salutes
them for survival. For organizations,
businesses and media, this resolution
promotes awareness of sexual violence
and strategies to decrease the inci-
dence of these horrific crimes.

Mr. Speaker, no one deserves to be
sexually assaulted. | encourage my col-
leagues to support this resolution, S.J.
Res. 8, on the House floor today.

————

MIGHTY DUCKS

(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
congratulate the Mighty Ducks of Ana-
heim for their spectacular success in
the 2002-2003 National Hockey League
season. Even though they did not win
the Stanley Cup this year, they came
into the playoffs as the seventh-best
team in the Western conference, faced
down their critics, and made it to the
Stanley Cup finals for the first time in
their 10-year history.

Sweeping the Detroit Red Wings in
four games, the Dallas Stars in six, and
the Minnesota Wild in four, the Ducks
proved that they were a serious con-
tender for the sport’s most coveted tro-
phy; and Jean Sebastien Giguere, the
Duck’s spectacular goal tender, was se-
lected as the most valuable player,
winning that trophy for his hard work
and incredible skill that gave the
Ducks their fire throughout all of these
playoff games.

Congratulations to my hometown
team, the Mighty Ducks. Thanks for
making this season a great one to
watch and for making us proud.

———

TRIBUTE TO AL DAVIS

(Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, today | rise to acknowledge
the passing of Committee on Ways and
Means’ staff member Al Davis who died
on May 30. Like so many of his staffers
that | hope are watching today, the re-
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gard that we as Members of this House
hold for you is unparalleled. You are
the ones who genuinely make the
trains run on time.

In the case of Al Davis, the informa-
tion he provided to members of the
Committee on Ways and Means as our
economist were not only quality statis-
tics but they were always reliable, a
fact that the media and our critics
often missed. It is people like this who
day in and day out provide us with leg-
endary support, and | particularly will
miss the volumes of data he provided
to me on the issue of alternative min-
imum tax.

He was a political warrior, like so
many who staff this Congress; but he
was also an individual who held great
regard for this institution and was
never disdainful of any of its Members.
Even those who opposed his ideas re-
spected him.

If we were offering a sitcom on the
life of Al Davis, we would have called it
“Humble Al.”” 1 never heard anybody
who did not find a compliment for Al
Davis, and those of us who would ac-
knowledge what he did when he whis-
pered in our ear vital statistics are for-
ever grateful for the service he ren-
dered. We all will miss Al Davis.

————
CHILD TAX CREDIT

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, House
Majority Whip Blunt said GOP Mem-
bers find no urgency to act for a child
tax credit, but there was an incredible
urgency in this House a couple of
weeks ago when we acted in the dark of
the night to extend an average $93,500
tax break to every millionaire in
America.

Then the gentlewoman from North
Carolina (Mrs. MYRICK) said, if we give
people a tax break that do not pay
taxes, it is welfare. Excuse me, some-
one who earns $27,000 a year pays $1,890
in FICA taxes. They pay taxes, regres-
sive taxes; and guess what, every penny
of those FICA taxes that is supposed to
go into the Social Security surplus, the
lockbox, that that side of the aisle used
to support, that the President used to
support, is being borrowed and being
mailed in big checks to the wealthy.
She may call that welfare; I call it Re-
verse Robin Hood.

————

NEXT GENERATION HISPANIC-
SERVING INSTITUTIONS

(Mr. RODRIGUEZ asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, on
behalf of our educational future of
America, | rise today in favor of H.R.
2238, a piece of legislation filed by the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA)
that would allow an opportunity for us
to get additional resources for those
youngsters and those individuals
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throughout this country, Latinos, that
are attending the Hispanic-serving in-
stitutions to be able to get additional
resources to get their master’s and
their Ph.D.’s.

This bill will strengthen the His-
panic-serving institution programs by
establishing a competitive grants pro-
gram to extend graduate degrees pro-
gram opportunities for the Hispanic-
serving institutions.

The bill will support graduate fellow-
ships, services for graduate students,
facilities, and improve our college and
university faculty and technology. Cur-
rent law only provides for those that
are attending 2- and 4-year institutions
and not allows for master’'s and
Ph.D.’s.

It is important that we look at pro-
viding additional resources so that
these youngsters can go and obtain
their master’s and their Ph.D.’s. | ask
for my colleagues’ support on H.R. 2238.

——————

AMERICA’S INTERNATIONAL
STANDING IS BEING DAMAGED

(Ms. DEGETTE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, we have
now gone 80 days without finding any
weapons of mass destruction in lIraq.
Questions are mounting as to whether
the intelligence presented by the ad-
ministration was manipulated or delib-
erately misinterpreted to create a false
justification for the war.

Regardless of whether we supported
or opposed the war, this is a critical
issue. America’s international standing
is being damaged by this failure; and
more importantly, this issue raises se-
rious doubts about our intelligence ap-
paratus, and it raises potential con-
stitutional concerns.

I urge all of us to look carefully at
this lapse, and | urge Congress to work
in a bipartisan way to find out how this
happened and to take steps to ensure
that Congress and the American people
are never misled when it comes to the
issue of sending our American fighting
men and women into harm’s way about
the purpose and the extent of the prob-
lem.

————

AMERICA’S FAMILIES AND
CHILDREN ARE IMPORTANT

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

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
light of today’s news reports to really
thank Republicans for finally agreeing
with us that all children and families
of America are important, whether or
not they are wealthy.

Two weeks ago, these same Repub-
licans did not understand that lesson.
Two weeks ago, they sacrificed the
well-being of 6.5 million families, in-
cluding 12 million children, so that
they could pass tax breaks and divi-
dend tax cuts for their wealthiest
friends. Republicans thought that their
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actions really would have gone unno-
ticed, but how wrong they were.

In California, for example, without
this new legislation, almost 1.3 million
California families would receive no
child tax credit, including 2.4 million
children. The Republicans would have
especially hurt minority families be-
cause one-third of all Latino families
would miss out on the tax break, while
half of all African American families
would not receive the credit.

Thankfully now, the majority is real-
ly beginning to listen and beginning to
understand that those families who do
not make any more than $26,000 should
also receive the same benefit that
every family that earns up to $110,000
and over would receive.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WALDEN of Oregon). Pursuant to clause
8 of rule XX, the Chair will postpone
further proceedings today on motions
to suspend the rules on which a re-
corded vote or the yeas and nays are
ordered, or on which the vote is ob-
jected to under clause 6 of rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later today.

——————

SUPPORTING GOALS AND IDEALS
OF NATIONAL SEXUAL ASSAULT
AWARENESS AND PREVENTION
MONTH

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, 1 move to suspend the rules and
pass the Senate joint resolution (S.J.
Res. 8) expressing the sense of Congress
with respect to raising awareness and
encouraging prevention of sexual as-
sault in the United States and sup-
porting the goals and ideals of National
Sexual Assault Awareness and Preven-
tion Month.

The Clerk read as follows:

S.J. RES. 8

Whereas, on average, another person is sex-
ually assaulted in the United States every
two minutes;

Whereas, the Department of Justice re-
ports that 248,000 people in the United States
were sexually assaulted in 2001;

Whereas, 1 in 6 women and 1 in 33 men have
been victims of rape or attempted rape;

Whereas, children and young adults are
most at risk, as 44 percent of sexual assault
victims are under the age of 18, and 80 per-
cent are under the age of 30;

Whereas, sexual assault affects women,
men, and children of all racial, social, reli-
gious, age, ethnic, and economic groups in
the United States;

Whereas, less than 40 percent of sexual as-
sault victims pursue prosecution by report-
ing their attack to law enforcement agen-
cies;

Whereas, two-thirds of sexual crimes are
committed by persons who are not strangers
to the victims;

Whereas, the rate of sexual assaults has de-
creased by half in the last decade;

Whereas, because of recent advances in
DNA technology, law enforcement agencies
have the potential to identify the rapists in
tens of thousands of unsolved rape cases;
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Whereas, aggressive prosecution can incar-
cerate rapists and therefore prevent them
from committing further crimes;

Whereas, sexual assault victims suffer
emotional scars long after the physical scars
have healed; and

Whereas, free, confidential help is avail-
able to all victims of sexual assault through
the National Sexual Assault Hotline, more
than 1,000 rape crisis centers across the
United States, and other organizations that
provide services to assist victims of sexual
assault: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That—

(1) it is the sense of Congress that—

(A) National Sexual Assault Awareness and
Prevention Month provides a special oppor-
tunity to educate the people of the United
States about sexual violence and to encour-
age both the prevention of sexual assault and
the prosecution of its perpetrators;

(B) it is appropriate to salute the more
than 20,000,000 victims who have survived
sexual assault in the United States and the
efforts of victims, volunteers, and profes-
sionals who combat sexual assault;

(C) national and community organizations
and private sector supporters should be rec-
ognized and applauded for their work in pro-
moting awareness about sexual assault, pro-
viding information and treatment to its vic-
tims, and encouraging the increased prosecu-
tion and punishment of its perpetrators; and

(D) police, forensic workers, and prosecu-
tors should be recognized and applauded for
their hard work and innovative strategies to
increase the percentage of sexual assault
cases that result in the prosecution and in-
carceration of the offenders;

(2) Congress urges national and community
organizations, businesses in the private sec-
tor, and the media to promote, through Na-
tional Sexual Assault Awareness and Preven-
tion Month, awareness of sexual violence and
strategies to decrease the incidence of sexual
assault; and

(3) Congress supports the goals and ideals
of National Sexual Assault Awareness and
Prevention Month.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
ScoTT) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, | ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on S.J. Res. 8.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield myself such time as | may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, | support this resolu-
tion as a way to further increase
awareness of sexual assault and recog-
nize the important contributions of
victims in various groups that combat
sexual assault. The police, forensic
workers, and prosecutors should be
praised for their hard work and dedica-
tion to this fight.

Through recent advances in DNA
technology, law enforcement agencies
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have developed the potential to iden-
tify the rapists in tens of thousands of
unsolved rape cases. The work of these
individuals to prosecute sexual assault
cases and incarcerating the offenders
makes all of us safer.

We must also recognize the work of
victims, national and community orga-
nizations, private sector supporters,
and the media in this area. These
groups helped to increase public aware-
ness and provide support for individ-
uals affected by this dramatic experi-
ence. Public awareness is a vital tool in
combatting the incidence of sexual as-
sault. It is noteworthy that the rate of
sexual assaults has decreased by half in
the last decade.

This resolution also recognizes the
plight of victims of sexual assault.
Often, victims suffer emotional scars
that remain long after the physical
scars have healed. Free, confidential
help is available to all victims of sex-
ual assault through the National Sex-
ual Assault Hotline, more than 1,000
rape crisis centers in the United States
and other organizations that provide
services to assist the victims of sexual
assault.

Hopefully, public awareness of this
issue will also help victims to recog-
nize that they are not alone and en-
courage them to come forward and re-
port the crime. Currently, less than 40
percent of the sexual assault victims
pursue prosecution by reporting their
attack to law enforcement agencies.

This resolution offers the support of
this Congress and brings attention to
this very important issue. | urge my
colleagues to join me in supporting the
individuals and organizations that
dedicate themselves to combatting sex-
ual assault.

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

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to join the chair-
man of the Committee on the Judiciary
in supporting S.J. Res. 8 to call atten-
tion to National Sexual Assault Aware-
ness and Prevention Month. The pur-
pose of this resolution is to increase
public awareness of sexual assault and
to recognize the important contribu-
tions of various individuals and groups
across the United States that combat
sexual assault.

Mr. Speaker, sexual assault victims
are primarily young people with 44 per-
cent of the victims under the age of 18,
80 percent under the age of 30. Sexual
assault affects women, men, children of
all races, social, religious, age, ethnic
and economic groups and even pris-
oners. Yet less than 40 percent of sex-
ual assault victims pursue prosecution
by reporting their attack to law en-
forcement agencies.

Mr. Speaker, as we recognize Sexual
Assault Awareness and Prevention
Month, Congress also recognizes that
other tools are also important in pre-
venting and addressing sexual assault.
With advances in DNA technology, law
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enforcement agencies have been able to
identify and prosecute many offenders,
and the potential exists to identify
tens of thousands of additional offend-
ers in unsolved rape cases. That is why
it is so important that Congress pro-
vide additional resources needed to im-
mediately eliminate the current back-
log of rape evidence Kkits across the
United States.

I look forward to working with my
colleague, the gentleman from Wis-
consin, in authorizing and funding the
Debbie Smith Act and other bills aimed
at reducing the DNA backlog.

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

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, |1 yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. GREEN).

Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, | thank the chairman for yielding
me the time.

Mr. Speaker, some would be quick to
point out that this resolution is about
symbolism; but in this area and on this
subject, symbolism is important. Sym-
bolism can help us raise the profile of
this very important issue.

As the previous speaker, the chair-
man, just alluded, there are things that
we should celebrate in our battle
against sexual assault. Rape is down 50
percent over the last decade. We have
recently passed the Protect Act, child
abduction legislation, that | think will
offer new tools and resources in the
fight against sexual assault. The com-
mittee is developing DNA legislation
that will provide additional tools and
resources; but as we all know, we have
so far to go.

A person is sexually assaulted in this
country every 2 minutes.
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According to the Department of Jus-
tice, nearly 250,000 people were as-
saulted in 2001 alone; 1 in 6 women have
been the victim of rape or attempted
rape.

This resolution declares that Con-
gress supports the goals and ideals of
the National Sexual Assault Awareness
Month. We can use this opportunity to
educate the public on how to prevent
sexual assault. We can use this oppor-
tunity to recognize those in the com-
munity that volunteer numerous hours
to work with victims. We can use this
opportunity to recognize law enforce-
ment for their dedicated work in this
battle against sexual assault in the
areas of increased conviction and in-
creased prevention, and we can use this
opportunity to salute the more than 20
million victims who have survived sex-
ual assault. We stand with them. By
raising the profile, hopefully these
numbers will fall and we will have
fewer victims, we will have more con-
victions, and we will have greater
awareness of this awful battle we must
fight.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
| yield such time as she may consume
to the gentlewoman from New York
(Mrs. MALONEY) who is a lead sponsor
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of this resolution, an advocate for the
issue.

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise
in strong support of S.J. Res. 8, and |
thank the gentleman from Wisconsin
(Chairman SENSENBRENNER), the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. ScoTT), the
ranking member, and the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. GREeN) for all of
their hard work on this issue and this
resolution and for their work in pre-
venting sexual assault and rape.

The gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
GREEN) and | introduced the companion
legislation to this bill, H.J. Res. 36 in
the House earlier. This April is Sexual
Assault Awareness and Prevention
Month, but it is important to remem-
ber that preventing sexual assault
should be a top priority during each
month of the year.

We must also remember that vio-
lence against women is not just a wom-
an’s issue, it is a man’s issue, a fam-
ily’s issue, and an issue that is impor-
tant to society at large.

According to the Department of Jus-
tice, someone is sexually assaulted in
this country every 82 seconds. That
translates to over 1,000 a day, and over
380,000 sexual assaults every year; yet
we have the ability to help protect our
daughters, our sisters, and our friends
by putting rapists behind bars using
DNA evidence. We know that DNA evi-
dence is better than a fresh set of fin-
gerprints, and we know it is often bet-
ter than eyewitness testimony.

Earlier this year | reintroduced with
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
GREEN) and the gentleman from New
York (Mr. WEINER) an important piece
of legislation that would take impor-
tant steps to prevent sexual assaults
from occurring. The Debbie Smith Act
would provide critical funding for
eliminating the backlog of unprocessed
DNA evidence, for establishing sexual
assault forensic examiner programs,
and for training law enforcement and
prosecutors about how to use DNA
technology most effectively.

The bill also establishes a national
standard for the collection of DNA evi-
dence, thereby ensuring that the evi-
dence is processed in a reasonable
amount of time. | authored this bill
after Debbie Smith testified before the
Committee on Government Reform and
Oversight. She spoke about the tool of
DNA and how it can be used to convict
rapists. She was raped near her home
in 1989, and for 6% years she lived in
fear that her attacker would return to
fulfill the threat he had made to her
that day, that if she told anyone, he
would Kill her. Only on the day that
her husband told her that the man that
had raped Debbie had been identified
through a DNA match and was in pris-
on was Debbie able to breathe again.

Tragically, there are other Debbie
Smiths out there, other women still
living in fear because they do not know
if their attacker will come back to
them again. The Debbie Smith Act will
help to bring justice and closure to the
survivors of rapes and their families,
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and it will help prevent rapes by put-
ting rapists behind bars.

This is an issue that both Repub-
licans and Democrats agree on. Attor-
ney General Ashcroft earlier this year
stated that he supported a $1 billion
initiative to process DNA evidence.
This is clearly very important because
there is an estimated 350,000 to 500,000
Kits unprocessed around the country.
It is no wonder that only 2 percent of
women who are raped will ever see
their attacker spend a day in jail, but
each rape kit represents a life, the life
of a person like Debbie Smith, and each
rape Kit represents a predator, a rapist
who may strike again and again. Law
enforcement tells us that most rapists,
if not caught, will attack approxi-
mately, or at least, 8 times.

It is time to put DNA evidence to
work stopping rapes and sexual as-
saults from occurring around the coun-
try, and | do believe that this year we
will pass this bill. It is needed, it is im-
portant, and we will pass it because
there is strong bipartisan support from
the White House, from the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER),
from the gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. GREEN), and many others. | thank
everyone who has worked on it. There
is no greater way to celebrate Sexual
Assault Month than to pass legislation
that will prevent sexual assaults in the
future. | am hopeful this year we will
be able to achieve that.

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of S.J. Res. 8, the joint resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress with respect
to raising awareness and encouraging preven-
tion of sexual assault in the United States.

The statistics on the widespread nature of
sexual assault are alarming. It is estimated
that one in six women in the United States
have been victims of rape or attempted rape.
One in five children will be a victim of sexual
abuse before reaching the age of 18. How-
ever, recent educational efforts have proved
successful—therate of sexual assaults has de-
creased by half in the last decade. It is critical
to the safety of all Americans that we build on
these efforts.

Sexual assault is perpetuated by silence.
One of the most startling aspects of sex
crimes is how many go unreported. The joint
resolution we are voting on today is a step in
acknowledging the all too prevalent reality of
sexual assault. Further, we must support the
existing programs and resources for victims of
sexual assault and their families, such as the
National Sexual Assault Hotline and more than
1,000 rape crisis centers across the United
States. | urge my colleagues to support this
legislation as a show of commitment to the
goals and ideals of National Sexual Assault
Awareness and Prevention Month.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in support of S.J. Res. 8, a resolution to
raise awareness and encourage prevention of
sexual assault. There is no crime that is more
personal, more intrusive, or more painful than
rape, and it must be a priority of this Congress
and this Administration to work toward an end
to this violence. Unfortunately, while this reso-
lution is a nice demonstration of sympathy and
support from the Congress, it is woefully inad-
equate. While | strongly support its passage,
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the Republican Leadership should allow the
House to consider legislation to provide real
relief to victims of sexual assault and domestic
violence. It is my hope that this resolution will
be followed by consideration of H.R. 1267, the
Domestic Violence Screening, Treatment, and
Protection Act; H.R. 1046, the Debbie Smith
Act dealing with the DNA evidence backlog;
H.R. 394, the Violence Against Women Civil
Rights Restoration Act; and many others.

We have come a long way in the last 30
years since women started speaking up and
speaking out against sexual assault. We are
now better able to treat rape victims in emer-
gency rooms; law enforcement has access to
tools to teach them how to respond to the
crime of sexual assault; and there are social
and mental health services available to
women who are survivors of rape. | am grate-
ful for this progress.

However, as we've raised awareness of this
violence, we have also learned that it reaches
far deeper into every aspect of our society
than we wanted to admit or acknowledge. It is
far more likely that perpetrators know their vic-
tims and aren't just strangers in the bushes.
And women aren’t the only victims—one in 33
men have been victims of rape or attempted
rape. Furthermore, teens are twice as likely as
any other age group to be victims of crime—
nearly one-third of all sexual assault victims
are raped between the ages of 12 and 17, and
one in five girls becomes a victim of violence
in dating relationships.

We've also heard a lot this year about
women at the Air Force Academy who have
been victims of sexual assault. It is a disgrace
that so many women have been re-victimized
and silenced as a result of our military’s reac-
tion to these violent crimes. We must work
hard to change the culture in every branch
and at every level of the military from one that
accepts violence against women to one that
condemns such violence and treats victims,
and all women, with respect and equality. But
what we haven't heard much about is that
men in the military are also victims of sexual
assault. A special report appeared in January
2003 and revealed that the U.S. Department
of Veterans Affairs began collecting nation-
wide data on the extent to which men have
been sexually traumatized in the armed serv-
ices. The preliminary results are that nearly
22,500 male veterans—more than one of
every 100 former soldiers, sailors and airmen
treated by the VA—reported being sexually
traumatized by peers or superiors during their
military careers. This once again shows that
sexual violence is about humiliation, degrada-
tion, and control.

We must commit ourselves to ending vio-
lence against women this month and every
month. We must fully fund all Violence Against
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Women Act programs. We must speak up
when we hear people speak about sexual vio-
lence in a dismissive or harmful way. We must
educate our sons to be nonviolent and to treat
women with respect. | believe that if we com-
mit ourselves, we can end violence against
women. Therefore, | urge my colleagues to
vote for S.J. Res. 8.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise in support of S.J. Res. 8, the Joint Reso-
lution expressing the sense of Congress with
respect to the raising awareness and encour-
aging prevention of sexual assault in the
United States and supporting the goals and
ideals of National Sexual Assault Awareness
and Prevention Month.

WHAT S.J. RES. 8 DOES

The Resolution echoes the goals and ideals
of the National Sexual Assault Awareness and
Prevention Month, namely to increase public
awareness of the occurrence and the effects
of sexual assault and to improve our nation’s
overall ability to prevent new incidents.

The need for this legislation stems from
data compiled by the Bureau of Justice Statis-
tics and the Rape, Abuse, and Incest National
Network. Specifically, the fact that “a person is
sexually assaulted in the United States every
2 minutes” and that 248,000 people in the
United States were sexually assaulted in 2001
as reported by the Department of Justice un-
derscores the urgent and emergent nature of
this problem. Furthermore, the Resolution
cites statistics that 1 in 6 women and 1 in 33
men have been victims of either rape or at-
tempted rape. In addition, in terms of victim
age, 44 percent are under the age of 18 and
80 percent are under the age of 30. | support
this legislation because sexual assault has a
significant and direct effect on the lives of
many of the constituents in my legislative Dis-
trict.

EFFECT ON STATE AND LOCAL CONSTITUENT DISTRICT

Between 1997 and 2001, the number of
family violence incidence reported and the
number of women killed by intimate male part-
ners has remained at a consistent high (See
Attachment 1).

In Texas, 35 percent of the women killed in
1997 were murdered by an intimate male part-
ner, which is higher than the national average
of 28 percent as reported by the FBI (Texas
Council on Family Violence, 2002).

In Houston, 21,621 family violence incidents
were reported. Out of this number, 15 women
were killed by intimate male partners (Texas
Council on Family Violence, 2001).

In Harris County in 2001, 26,353 family vio-
lence incidents were reported. Likewise in
2001 and out of this number, 22 women were
killed by intimate male partners (Texas De-
partment of Public Safety, 2002). In addition,
every 20 minutes, there is 1 domestic violence
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incident reported to the police (3 domestic vio-
lence events every hour in the County). The
National Crime Victimization Survey reports
that in 1998, only 50 percent of all actual do-
mestic violence incidents are reported. Ac-
cording to the Harris County Public Health &
Environment Services, likely factors that have
led to the increased number of incidents in-
clude: “changes in law relating to domestic vi-
olence, increase [sic] public awareness of do-
mestic violence, increase in support facilities
for Domestic Violence survivors established by
the government and various community
groups, more effective involvement of the law
enforcement in the incidents of domestic vio-
lence, and better tools provided to District At-
torney’s Office for prosecuting the offenders of
domestic violence.”
OTHER RELEVANT DATA

The direct harmful effects of sexual assault
and domestic violence have been well docu-
mented:

Pregnacy—A 1996 review indicated that be-
tween 0.9 percent an 20.1 percent of women
experienced Intimate Partner Violence (IPV)
(Center for Disease Control (CDC).

Elderly—An estimated 551,011 elderly per-
sons (aged 60 and over) suffered abuse, ne-
glect, and/or self-neglect in domestic settings
in 1996 (National Center for Victims of Crime,
1998). The median age for elder abuse victims
was 77.9 years in 1996.

Disabled—Women with disabilities face the
same risks as all women face, plus those as-
sociated with their particular disability. Further-
more, studies have shown that women with
physical disabilities more likely received abu-
sive treatment from attendants and health care
providers (Center for Research on Women
with Disabilities, 1997)

Homeless/Low-Income—A study of 777
homeless parents (predominantly mothers) in
ten U.S. cities revealed that 22 percent had
relocated because of domestic violence
(Homes for the Homeless, 1998). Further-
more, a survey conducted by the U.S. Con-
ference of Mayors indicated that 46 percent of
the surveyed cities identified domestic vio-
lence as a primary cause of homelessness
(1998).

Men affected—According to the Bureau of
Justice Statistics in 1998, men were found to
be victims of approximately 160,000 violent
crimes by an intimate partner.

The vast and diverse statistics mentioned
above relative to the very problems targeted
by S.J. Res. 8, in my legislative “back yard”
as well as nationwide warrant my attention as
well as the attention of my colleagues. For the
above stated reasons, | vote in favor of S.J.
Res. 8 and urge my colleagues to do the
same.

2001 2000 1999 1998 1997

Family violence incidents

175,725 181,773

Women killed by intimate male partners

180,385 175,282 177,176
113 104 133 116 102

Source: Texas Council on Family Violence, 2001.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the gentlewoman for her advo-
cacy, and | yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WALDEN of Oregon). The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate joint resolution, S.J.
Res. 8.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate joint resolution was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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INVOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY
IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 2003

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, 1 move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 1529) to amend title
11 of the United States Code with re-
spect to the dismissal of certain invol-
untary cases.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1529

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Involuntary
Bankruptcy Improvement Act of 2003"".

SEC. 2. AMENDMENT.

Section 303 of title 11, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

(@) 1f—

““(A) the petition under this section is false
or contains any materially false, fictitious,
or fraudulent statement;

““(B) the debtor is an individual; and

““(C) the court dismisses such petition;
the court, upon motion of the debtor, shall
expunge from the records of the court such
petition, all the records relating to such pe-
tition in particular, and all references to
such petition.

“(2) If the debtor is an individual and the
court dismisses a petition under this section,
the court may enter an order prohibiting all
consumer reporting agencies (as defined in
section 603 of the Fair Credit Reporting Act)
from making any consumer report (as de-
fined in section 603 of the Fair Credit Report-
ing Act) that contains any information re-
lating to such petition or to the case com-
menced by the filing of such petition.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
ScoTT) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, | ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 1529.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield myself such time as | may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong support
of H.R. 1529, the Involuntary Bank-
ruptcy Improvement Act of 2003, a bill
I introduced earlier this year that ad-
dresses a very serious and possibly
growing problem with respect to abuse
of the judicial process by extremists
and others.

Under current law, a debtor can vol-
untarily commence a bankruptcy case
or be involuntarily forced into bank-
ruptcy by one or more creditors. Al-
though rarely used, an involuntary
bankruptcy petition can be a useful
creditor collection tool. It can preserve
and maximize assets for the benefit of
creditors and provide for the appoint-
ment of a bankruptcy trustee to inves-
tigate a debtor’s financial affairs.
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Unfortunately, tax protesters and
other extremists are now resorting to
filing fraudulent involuntary bank-
ruptcy petitions against public offi-
cials and private individuals as yet an-
other weapon in their arsenal of abu-
sive litigation tactics, such as filing
false liens.

Last year, for instance, a tax pro-
tester filed fraudulent involuntary
bankruptcy petitions against 36 local
public officials in my district in Wis-
consin, including the county sheriff,
the circuit judge, and nearly every
member of the county board of super-
visors. Some of these individuals only
discovered that they were the subject
of a pending involuntary bankruptcy
case after their lines of credit were ter-
minated or they were charged higher
interest rates. Worse yet, an involun-
tary bankruptcy filing, as with most
bankruptcy cases, is a matter of public
record and can appear on an individ-
ual’s credit report for up to 10 years
even if the involuntary bankruptcy fil-
ing is fraudulent and the case is dis-
missed by the court.

As a result, innocent individuals con-
tinue to experience credit problems
long after these abusive cases are dis-
missed. As the Hartford Courant re-
ported last month, it sometimes takes
years for corrections to be made to a
person’s credit report. As a result, the
individual may potentially be forced to
pay higher interest rates until the
proper steps can be taken to fix their
credit report.

While abusive bankruptcy filings are
not pervasive, they have occurred in
various districts across the Nation. Ac-
cording to an informal survey con-
ducted by the Administrative Office of
the United States Courts and the Na-
tional Conference of Bankruptcy
Clerks, fraudulent involuntary bank-
ruptcy cases have recently been filed in
California, Ohio, Maine, Nebraska, and
North Carolina. Organizations such as
the Anti-Defamation League and the
National District Attorneys Associa-
tion have expressed concern that this
litigation tactic may become even
more widespread.

H.R. 1529 responds to the serious
problems presented by abusive involun-

tary bankruptcy filings in two re-
spects:
First, it amends the Bankruptcy

Code to require the bankruptcy court,
on motion of the debtor, to expunge all
records relating to a fraudulent invol-
untary bankruptcy case from the
court’s files under certain conditions.

Second, it authorizes the bankruptcy
court to prohibit all credit reporting
agencies from issuing a consumer re-
port containing any reference to a
fraudulent involuntary bankruptcy
case where the debtor is an individual
and the court has dismissed the peti-
tion.

This bill offers great forward but
very much-needed relief to innocent
victims of abusive involuntary bank-
ruptcy petitions. | urge my colleagues
to support this legislation.
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Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
1529, the Involuntary Bankruptcy Im-
provement Act of 2003, a bill which was
reported by the Committee on the Ju-
diciary with bipartisan support and
without dissent.

I commend the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Chairman SENSENBRENNER) for
moving so quickly to deal with a real
and pernicious problem. This legisla-
tion is a good first step in providing
bankruptcy courts with congressional
guidance in dealing with the phe-
nomenon of malicious and baseless in-
voluntary bankruptcy petitions. It
augments the existing powers of the
bankruptcy court and makes clear Con-
gress’ intent to ensure that the targets
of this abuse will have available to
them meaningful protection from the
lasting effects of meritless involuntary
bankruptcy petitions.

An involuntary bankruptcy petition,
even if no order for relief is entered,
and even if dismissed expeditiously by
the court, can inflict lasting damage.
Credit reporting agencies generally list
the filing of a bankruptcy petition on a
person’s credit report almost imme-
diately. This can destroy the ability of
an individual to obtain credit or to ob-
tain credit on appropriate terms, even
if the petition is wholly without merit.
For this reason, the dismissal of the
case alone does not provide adequate
relief.

This problem is a real one. Cases
have already been filed for malicious
and harassing purposes. Congress must
make clear that the bankruptcy sys-
tem cannot be used to harass and in-
jure people.

Mr. Speaker, there are other changes
in the Bankruptcy Code that are equal-
ly pressing and equally noncontrover-
sial. Many of these improvements have
been unnecessarily held hostage to a
larger and far more controversial bank-
ruptcy bill, our family farmers and
fishermen, the stability of our finan-
cial markets, and the rights of parties
whose cases are unnecessarily delayed
because of inadequate judicial re-
sources deserve better. |1 hope we will
be able to work with the chairman of
the committee to deal as expeditiously
with these problems as we have with
this one. So | commend the chairman
for his efforts, and | urge my col-
leagues to support the motion to sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise in support of H.R. 1529, the “Involuntary
Bankruptcy Improvement Act of 2003.” | sup-
port this bill to protect innocent individuals
from fraudulently filed involuntary petitions for
bankruptcy.

Financial struggles and bankruptcies are a
continuing problem for many Americans. In
January of 2003 alone, there were thousands
of Chapter 7 and 11 in my home State of
Texas. In Dallas there were 3,208 Chapter 7
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bankruptcy filings and 257 Chapter 11 bank-
ruptcy filings. In Fort Worth, there were 3,161
Chapter 7 filings and 210 Chapter 11 filings.

Bankruptcy petitions are designed to satisfy
creditors and also provide relief to the debtor.
Our bankruptcy laws allow debtors to volun-
tarily file a petition for relief, and also allow
creditors to file involuntary petitions against
debtors. Despite the goal of satisfying both
debtor and creditor, debtors who go through
bankruptcy invariably leave the proceedings
with a very poor credit history. This depleted
credit can seriously affect the debtor’'s ability
to buy a home or a car, get a loan, or make
use of many services we often take for grant-
ed.

Unfortunately many have used the involun-
tary bankruptcy petition, and the negative
credit impact that results, as a harassment
tool. Many public officials have been the vic-
tims of involuntary bankruptcy petitions.

H.R. 1529 amends the Bankruptcy Code to
the benefit of individuals who have been the
victims of fraudulently filed bankruptcy peti-
tions. Under H.R. 1529, a debtor may file a
motion with the court to expunge from the
court records the filing of the involuntary bank-
ruptcy petition. The motion will be granted in
those bankruptcies where three requirements
are met: First, the petition if false or contains
any materially false, fictitious, or fraudulent
statements; second, if the debtor is an indi-
vidual; and third, the court dismisses the peti-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, | support H.R. 1529 because
it grants needed relief to the victims of fraudu-
lently filed bankruptcy petitions. H.R. 1529 im-
poses modest requirements on the debtor and
allows the debtor to easily correct their dam-
aged credit history. | support H.R. 1529 and |
urge my colleagues to do the same.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield back the balance of my time.
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Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WALDEN of Oregon). The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 1529.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was
the table.

laid on

———

STANDARDS DEVELOPMENT ORGA-
NIZATION ADVANCEMENT ACT
OF 2003

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, 1 move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 1086) to encourage
the development and promulgation of
voluntary consensus standards by pro-
viding relief under the antitrust laws
to standards development organiza-
tions with respect to conduct engaged
in for the purpose of developing vol-
untary consensus standards, and for
other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1086

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Standards
Development Organization Advancement Act
of 2003".

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds the following:

(1) In 1993, the Congress amended and re-
named the National Cooperative Research
Act of 1984 (now known as the National Coop-
erative Research and Production Act of 1993
(15 U.S.C. 4301 et seq.)) by enacting the Na-
tional Cooperative Production Amendments
of 1993 (Public Law 103-42) to encourage the
use of collaborative, procompetitive activity
in the form of research and production joint
ventures that provide adequate disclosure to
the antitrust enforcement agencies about
the nature and scope of the activity in-
volved.

(2) Subsequently, in 1995, the Congress in
enacting the National Technology Transfer
and Advancement Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 272
note) recognized the importance of technical
standards developed by voluntary consensus
standards bodies to our national economy by
requiring the use of such standards to the ex-
tent practicable by Federal agencies and by
encouraging Federal agency representatives
to participate in ongoing standards develop-
ment activities. The Office of Management
and Budget on February 18, 1998, revised Cir-
cular A-119 to reflect these changes made in
law.

(3) Following enactment of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement Act
of 1995, technical standards developed or
adopted by voluntary consensus standards
bodies have replaced thousands of unique
Government standards and specifications al-
lowing the national economy to operate in a
more unified fashion.

(4) Having the same technical standards
used by Federal agencies and by the private
sector permits the Government to avoid the
cost of developing duplicative Government
standards and to more readily use products
and components designed for the commercial
marketplace, thereby enhancing quality and
safety and reducing costs.

(5) Technical standards are written by hun-
dreds of nonprofit voluntary consensus
standards bodies in a nonexclusionary fash-
ion, using thousands of volunteers from the
private and public sectors, and are developed
under the standards development principles
set out in Circular Number A-119, as revised
February 18, 1998, of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, including principles that
require openness, balance, transparency,
consensus, and due process. Such principles
provide for—

(A) notice to all parties known to be af-
fected by the particular standards develop-
ment activity,

(B) the opportunity to participate in stand-
ards development or modification,

(C) balancing interests so that standards
development activities are not dominated by
any single group of interested persons,

(D) readily available access to essential in-
formation regarding proposed and final
standards,

(E) the requirement that substantial agree-
ment be reached on all material points after
the consideration of all views and objections,
and

(F) the right to express a position, to have
it considered, and to appeal an adverse deci-
sion.

(6) There are tens of thousands of vol-
untary consensus standards available for
government use. Most of these standards are
kept current through interim amendments
and interpretations, issuance of addenda, and
periodic reaffirmation, revision, or
reissuance every 3 to 5 years.
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(7) Standards developed by government en-
tities generally are not subject to challenge
under the antitrust laws.

(8) Private developers of the technical
standards that are used as Government
standards are often not similarly protected,
leaving such developers vulnerable to being
named as codefendants in lawsuits even
though the likelihood of their being held lia-
ble is remote in most cases, and they gen-
erally have limited resources to defend
themselves in such lawsuits.

(9) Standards development organizations
do not stand to benefit from any antitrust
violations that might occur in the voluntary
consensus standards development process.

(10) As was the case with respect to re-
search and production joint ventures before
the passage of the National Cooperative Re-
search and Production Act of 1993, if relief
from the threat of liability under the anti-
trust laws is not granted to voluntary con-
sensus standards bodies, both regarding the
development of new standards and efforts to
keep existing standards current, such bodies
could be forced to cut back on standards de-
velopment activities at great financial cost
both to the Government and to the national
economy.

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

Section 2 of the National Cooperative Re-
search and Production Act of 1993 (15 U.S.C.
4301) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a) by adding at the end
the following:

“(7) The term ‘standards development ac-
tivity’ means any action taken by a stand-
ards development organization for the pur-
pose of developing, promulgating, revising,
amending, reissuing, interpreting, or other-
wise maintaining a voluntary consensus
standard, or using such standard in con-
formity assessment activities, including ac-
tions relating to the intellectual property
policies of the standards development orga-
nization.

““(8) The term ‘standards development or-
ganization’ means a domestic or inter-
national organization that plans, develops,
establishes, or coordinates voluntary con-
sensus standards using procedures that in-
corporate the attributes of openness, balance
of interests, due process, an appeals process,
and consensus in a manner consistent with
the Office of Management and Budget Cir-
cular Number A-119, as revised February 10,
1998.

““(9) The term ‘technical standard’ has the
meaning given such term in section 12(d)(4)
of the National Technology Transfer and Ad-
vancement Act of 1995.

““(10) The term ‘voluntary consensus stand-
ard’ has the meaning given such term in Of-
fice of Management and Budget Circular
Number A-119, as revised February 10, 1998.”";
and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

““(c) The term ‘standards development ac-
tivity’ excludes the following activities:

“(1) Exchanging information among com-
petitors relating to cost, sales, profitability,
prices, marketing, or distribution of any
product, process, or service that is not rea-
sonably required for the purpose of devel-
oping or promulgating a voluntary consensus
standard, or using such standard in con-
formity assessment activities.

““(2) Entering into any agreement or engag-
ing in any other conduct that would allocate
a market with a competitor.

““(3) Entering into any agreement or con-
spiracy that would set or restrain prices of
any good or service.”.

SEC. 4. RULE OF REASON STANDARD.

Section 3 of the National Cooperative Re-
search and Production Act of 1993 (15 U.S.C.
4302) is amended by striking ‘“‘of any person
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in making or performing a contract to carry
out a joint venture shall”’ and inserting the
following: ‘“‘of—

““(1) any person in making or performing a
contract to carry out a joint venture, or

““(2) a standards development organization
while engaged in a standards development
activity,
shall’”.

SEC. 5. LIMITATION ON RECOVERY.

Section 4 of the National Cooperative Re-
search and Production Act of 1993 (15 U.S.C.
4303) is amended—

(1) in subsections (a)(1), (b)(1), and (c)(1) by
inserting *“, or for a standards development
activity engaged in by a standards develop-
ment organization against which such claim
is made’’ after “‘joint venture”, and

(2) in subsection (e)—

(A) by inserting ‘*, or of a standards devel-
opment activity engaged in by a standards
development organization’’ before the period
at the end, and

(B) by redesignating such subsection as
subsection (f), and

(3) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing:

““(e) Subsections (a), (b), and (c) shall not
be construed to modify the liability under
the antitrust laws of any person (other than
a standards development organization) who—

““(1) directly (or through an employee or
agent) participates in a standards develop-
ment activity with respect to which a viola-
tion of any of the antitrust laws is found,

“(2) is not a fulltime employee of the
standards development organization that en-
gaged in such activity, and

““(3) is, or is an employee or agent of a per-
son who is, engaged in a line of commerce
that is likely to benefit directly from the op-
eration of the standards development activ-
ity with respect to which such violation is
found.”.

SEC. 6. ATTORNEY FEES.

Section 5 of the National Cooperative Re-
search and Production Act of 1993 (15 U.S.C.
4304) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a) by inserting *“, or of a
standards development activity engaged in
by a standards development organization”
after “‘joint venture”, and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

“‘(c) Subsections (a) and (b) shall not apply
with respect to any person who—

““(1) directly participates in a standards de-
velopment activity with respect to which a
violation of any of the antitrust laws is
found,

““(2) is not a fulltime employee of a stand-
ards development organization that engaged
in such activity, and

“(3) is, or is an employee or agent of a per-
son who is, engaged in a line of commerce
that is likely to benefit directly from the op-
eration of the standards development activ-
ity with respect to which such violation is
found.””.

SEC. 7. DISCLOSURE OF STANDARDS DEVELOP-
MENT ACTIVITY.

Section 6 of the National Cooperative Re-
search and Production Act of 1993 (15 U.S.C.
4305) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1), (2),
and (3) as subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C), re-
spectively,

(B) by inserting ‘(1) after “‘(a)’’, and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

““(2) A standards development organization
may, not later than 90 days after com-
mencing a standards development activity
engaged in for the purpose of developing or
promulgating a voluntary consensus stand-
ards or not later than 90 days after the date
of the enactment of the Standards Develop-
ment Organization Advancement Act of 2003,
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whichever is later, file simultaneously with
the Attorney General and the Commission, a
written notification disclosing—

““(A) the name and principal place of busi-
ness of the standards development organiza-
tion, and

““(B) documents showing the nature and

scope of such activity.
Any standards development organization
may file additional disclosure notifications
pursuant to this section as are appropriate
to extend the protections of section 4 to
standards development activities that are
not covered by the initial filing or that have
changed significantly since the initial fil-
ing.”,

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) in the 1st sentence by inserting *‘, or a
notice with respect to such standards devel-
opment activity that identifies the standards
development organization engaged in such
activity and that describes such activity in
general terms’’ before the period at the end,
and

(B) in the last sentence by inserting ‘‘or
available to such organization, as the case
may be’” before the period,

(3) in subsection (d)(2) by inserting ‘‘, or
the standards development activity,” after
‘‘venture”’,

(4) in subsection (e)—

(A) by striking “‘person who’’ and inserting
‘““person or standards development organiza-
tion that”’, and

(B) by inserting ‘‘or any standards develop-
ment organization’ after ‘“‘person’ the last
place it appears, and

(5) in subsection (g)(1) by inserting ‘‘or
standards development organization’ after
“person’’.

SEC. 8. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.

Nothing in this Act shall be construed to
alter or modify the antitrust treatment
under existing law of—

(1) parties participating in standards devel-
opment activity of standards development
organizations within the scope of this Act, or

(2) other organizations and parties engaged
in standard-setting processes not within the
scope of this amendment to the Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. DELAHUNT) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on the bill, H.R. 1086.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield myself such time as | may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of H.R.
1086, the Standards Development Orga-
nization Advancement Act of 2003.
Technical standards play a critical, but
sometimes overlooked, role in fos-
tering competition and promoting pub-
lic health and safety. Without stand-
ards, there would be no compatibility
among broad categories of alternative
products and less confidence in a range
of building, fire and safety codes that
advance the public welfare.
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Unlike most other countries, stand-
ards development is conducted by pri-
vate, not-for-profit organizations in
the United States. This approach re-
flects the fact that private organiza-
tions are better able to keep pace with
the rapid pace of technological change.
In 1996, Congress passed the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act to encourage government agencies
to assist in the development and adop-
tion of private, voluntary standards
wherever possible. While this legisla-
tion has encouraged government adop-
tion of privately developed standards,
it has also increased the vulnerability
of standards-developing organizations
to antitrust litigation. The frequency
with which standards-developing orga-
nizations are named in lawsuits stifles
their ability to obtain technical infor-
mation, hampers their efficiency and
effectiveness, and undermines the pub-
lic benefits which they advance.

| introduced H.R. 1086 to address this
problem. H.R. 1086 merely codifies the
“rule of reason’ for antitrust scrutiny
of standards-development organiza-
tions, limits their civil antitrust liabil-
ity to actual damages, and provides for
the recovery of attorneys’ fees to sub-
stantially prevailing parties in anti-
trust cases filed against these organi-
zations.

However, H.R. 1086 does not auto-
matically accord these protections to
all standards-setting. These protec-
tions extend only to the standards-de-
velopment organizations which dis-
close the nature and scope of their ac-
tivities to the Department of Justice
and to the Federal Trade Commission.
In addition, this legislation applies to
standards-developing organizations
whose standards-setting process ad-
heres to principles of openness, volun-
tariness, balance, cooperation, trans-
parency, consensus, and due process.
Finally, H.R. 1086 contains extensive
notification requirements which ensure
that all parties who may be affected by
standard-developing activities are ap-
prised of the scope and nature of these
activities.

Mr. Speaker, while several people de-
serve credit for this legislation, | would
like to personally recognize House
Science Committee chief counsel Barry
Beringer, whose hard work and dedica-
tion brought this legislation to the
floor and bring credit to this House.

Mr. Speaker, | am also pleased that
this legislation has attracted the co-
sponsorship of Judiciary Committee
Ranking Member CONYERS, as well as
12 of its members. In addition, H.R. 1086
continues the Judiciary Committee’s
bipartisan tradition of striking the
proper balance between pro-competi-
tive activity while ensuring the active
role of Federal antitrust agencies in
the promotion of competition in our
market economy.

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

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume. |
wish to express my strong support for
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this legislation and my appreciation to
Chairman SENSENBRENNER and Rank-
ing Member CONYERS for their bipar-
tisan leadership in bringing it to the
floor.

Nearly 20 years ago, Congress passed
legislation known as the National Co-
operative Research Act of 1984 which
permitted certain cooperative ventures
to reduce their exposure to treble dam-
ages currently provided for under anti-
trust laws by making advance disclo-
sures of their activities. The bill before
us would provide similar relief to non-
profit organizations that develop vol-
untary technical standards, known as
standards-development organizations,
or commonly referred to as SDOs. As
the chairman indicated, these stand-
ards developed by these organizations
play an essential role in enhancing
public safety, facilitating market ac-
cess, and promoting trade and innova-
tion.

Yet despite these pro-competitive ef-
fects, these SDOs can find themselves
named as defendants in suits between
business competitors alleging viola-
tions of the antitrust laws. Once they
are sued, these organizations are forced
to expend considerable resources on
protracted discovery proceedings be-
fore they are finally able to prevail on
motions for summary judgment which
occurs in 100 percent of the cases, from
my information.

The bill, like the National Coopera-
tive Research Act before it, takes a
moderate approach to addressing this
problem. It does not create, as the
chairman indicated, a statutory ex-
emption or confer immunity from the
operation of the antitrust laws. Most
significantly, it merely ‘‘de-trebles”
antitrust damages in cases where accu-
rate predisclosure of collaborative ac-
tivities has been made to the Depart-
ment of Justice and the FTC.

I think this is the right approach.
Congress should allow the antitrust
laws to operate as they were meant to,
without creating special exemptions
and carve-outs for particular indus-
tries. This bill does not create an ex-
emption for SDOs. Instead, it grants
them limited relief of the same type
and in the same manner as the relief
provided for by the National Coopera-
tive Research Act to certain coopera-
tive joint ventures. It is a moderate ap-
proach, and it has worked well.

Again, | want to thank the chairman
and the ranking member of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary for their coop-
erative joint venture in support of this
bill. 1 would also like to acknowledge
the efforts of my good friend, Jim
Shannon, a former Member of this body
and former Attorney General of the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. He
currently serves as president and CEO
of the National Fire Protection Asso-
ciation, an international organization
that develops the fire safety codes and
standards that protect all of us. The
NFPA just happens to be based in my
hometown of Quincy, Massachusetts;
and Jim Shannon and this fine organi-
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zation have worked very hard to ad-
vance this legislation. | want to ac-
knowledge their efforts.

Mr. Speaker, | urge support for this
bill.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, | am pleased
to be a cosponsor of this legislation offered by
Mr. SENSENBRENNER. We have worked hard,
along with a number of standard development
organizations, technology companies and
other private interests to craft a bill that will
provide some important protections to encour-
age nonprofit standard development organiza-
tions, or SDOs, to continue their critical work
of collaborating to set pro-competitive stand-
ards in this industries. SDOs set thousands of
standards that keep us safe and provide uni-
formity for everything from fire protections to
computer systems to building construction, for
example.

This bill provides a commonsense safe har-
bor for standard development organizations.
Those that voluntarily disclose their activities
to federal antitrust authorities will only be sub-
ject to single damages should a lawsuit later
arise. Those who refuse to disclose their ac-
tivities, or those who take actions beyond their
disclosure, will still be subject to treble dam-
ages under the antitrust statutes. This bill
does not exempt anyone from the antitrust
laws, but it does apply the rule of reason to
SDOs. Therefore the procompetitive market
effects will be balanced against the anti-
competitive market effects of an action before
a violation of the antitrust laws is found. Orga-
nizations that commit per se violations—mak-
ing agreements or standards about price, mar-
ket share or territory division, for example—
will still be fully liable for their actions.

The rationale for such favored treatment is
the SDOs, as nonprofits that serve a cross-
section of an industry, are unlikely themselves
to engage in anticompetitive activities. How-
ever, if free from the threat of treble damages,
they can increase efficiency and facilitate the
gathering a wealth of technical expertise from
a wide array of interests to enhance product
quality and safety while reducing costs.

This is the third bipartisan bill in the last 20
years that has provided some limitation on
damages for antitrust liability in order to en-
courage cooperative behaviors by entities
seeking to engage in procompetitive activities.
This policy has worked well for research and
joint ventures under the National Cooperative
Research and Production Act of 1993 and |
trust it will improve the creative environment
for standards setting organizations as well. An
expansion of this policy to standard develop-
ment organizations will allow them to improve
their innovative efforts, involve a wider range
of industries and technical entities, and im-
prove product safety and development.

I'd like to thank the chairman for his cooper-
ative efforts on this bill and | urge my col-
leagues to support this bill.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
as a cosponsor of this legislation, | support
H.R. 1086, “The Standards Development Or-
ganization Advancement Act of 2003.”

This act amends the National Cooperative
Standards Development Act to provide anti-
trust protections to specific activities of stand-
ard development organizations (SDOs) relat-
ing to the development of voluntary consensus
standards. Among other provisions, H.R. 1086
amends the NCRA to limit the recovery of
antitrust damages against SDOs if the organi-
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zations predisclose the nature and scope of
their standards development activity to the
proper antitrust authorities. H.R. 1086 also
amends the NCRA to include SDOs in the
framework of NCRA that awards reasonable
attorneys’ fees to the substantially prevailing
party.

The provisions of H.R. 1086 protect SDOs,
and in turn, SDOs help protect consumers and
the public. SDOs are nonprofit organizations
that establish voluntary industry standards.
These standards ensure competition within
various industries, promote manufacturing
compatibility, and reduce the risk that con-
sumers will be stranded with a product that is
incompatible with products from other manu-
facturers.

The nature of the standards development
process requires competing companies to
bring their competitive ideas to the voluntary
standards development process. When one of
the companies believes its market position has
been compromised by the standards develop-
ment process that company will likely resort to
litigation. It is not uncommon for the SDO to
be named as a defendant. For nonprofit orga-
nizations like SDOs, litigation can be very
costly and disruptive to their operations, and
treble antitrust damages can be financially
crippling.

Under H.R. 1086, the recovery of damages
against SDOs is limited of the organizations
prediscloses the nature and scope of their
standards development activity to the proper
antitrust authorities. Furthermore, SDOs are
only liable for treble damages under antitrust
laws if they fail to disclose the nature and
scope of their voluntary standards setting ac-
tivity.

H.R. 1086 strikes a good balance. It does
not grant SDOs full antitrust immunity, but it
provides SDOs’ with protection from treble
damages when they provide proper disclosure.

H.R. 1086 also benefits the consumer. It en-
ables the SDOs to develop industry standards
that promote price competition, intensify cor-
porate rivalry, and encourage the development
of new products.

Mr. Speaker, | support H.R. 1086, and |
urge my colleagues to do likewise.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
SENSENBRENNER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
1086, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

EXPRESSING SENSE
HOUSE SUPPORTING
STATES IN ITS EFFORTS IN WTO
TO END EUROPEAN UNION’S
TRADE PRACTICES REGARDING
BIOTECHNOLOGY

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, | move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 252) expressing the sense
of the House of Representatives sup-
porting the United States in its efforts

OF THE
UNITED
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within the World Trade Organization
(WTO) to end the European Union’s
protectionist and discriminatory trade
practices of the past five years regard-

ing agricultural biotechnology, as
amended.
The Clerk read as follows:
H. RES. 252
Whereas agriculture biotechnology has

been subject to the strictest testing, based
on sound science, by the United States De-
partment of Agriculture, the Food and Drug
Administration and the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency prior to commercialization
or human consumption;

Whereas Americans have been consuming
genetically-modified corn and soybean prod-
ucts, which are subject to a rigorous Federal
review process, for years with no documenta-
tion of any adverse health consequences;

Whereas, according to recent studies, bio-
technology has made substantial contribu-
tions to the protection of the environment
by reducing the application of pesticides, re-
ducing soil erosion and creating an environ-
ment more hospitable to wildlife;

Whereas agriculture biotechnology holds
tremendous promise for helping solve food
security and human health crises in the de-
veloping world;

Whereas there is objective and experience-
based agreement in the scientific commu-
nity, including the National Academies of
Science, the American Medical Association,
the Royal Society of the United Kingdom,
the French Academy of Medicine, the French
Academy of Sciences, the joint report of the
national science academies of the United
Kingdom, the United States, Brazil, China,
India and Mexico, twenty Nobel Prize win-
ners, leading plant science and biology orga-
nizations in the United States and thousands
of individual scientists, that biotech foods
are safe and valuable;

Whereas European Union decisions on agri-
culture and food biotechnology are being
driven by policies that have no scientific jus-
tification, do not take into account its ca-
pacity for solving problems facing mankind,
and are critical of the leading role of the
United States in scientific advancement;

Whereas since the late 1990s, the European
Union has opposed the use of agriculture bio-
technology and pursued policies which result
in slowing the development and support of
genetically-engineered products around the
world;

Whereas the five-year moratorium on the
approval of new agriculture biotechnology
products entering the European market has
no scientific basis, effectively prohibits most
United States corn exports to Europe, vio-
lates European Union law, and clearly
breaches World Trade Organization (WTO)
rules;

Whereas since its implementation in Octo-
ber 1998, the moratorium has blocked more
than $300,000,000 annually in United States
corn exports to countries in the European
Union;

Whereas the European Union’s unjustified
moratorium on agriculture biotech approv-
als has ramifications far beyond the United
States and Europe, forcing a slowdown in the
adoption and acceptance of beneficial bio-
technology to the detriment of starving peo-
ple around the world; and

Whereas in the fall of 2002 it was reported
that famine-stricken African countries re-
jected humanitarian food aid from the
United States because of ill-informed health
and environmental concerns and fear that fu-
ture exports to the European Union would be
jeopardized: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives supports and applauds the efforts of the
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Administration on behalf of the Nation’s
farmers and sound science by challenging the
long-standing, unwarranted moratorium im-
posed in the European Union on agriculture
and food biotech products and encourages
the President to continue to press this issue.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. CamP) and the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KLECZKA)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. CAMP).

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, | yield my-
self such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong support
of H. Res. 252 introduced by my good
friend from Missouri, Majority Whip
Roy Blunt. This important resolution
expresses support for the administra-
tion’s World Trade Organization case
against the European Union’s unwar-
ranted moratorium on agriculture and
food biotech products.

On May 13, 2003, U.S. Trade Rep-
resentative Robert Zoellick and Agri-
culture Secretary Ann Veneman an-
nounced that the United States, Argen-
tina, Canada, and Egypt would file a
WTO case against the European Union
over its illegal 5-year moratorium on
approving agricultural biotech prod-
ucts. Other countries expressing sup-
port for this case by joining it as third
parties include Australia, Chile, Co-
lombia, El Salvador, Honduras, Mexico,
New Zealand, Peru, and Uruguay.

Since the late 1990s, the European
Union has opposed the use of agri-
culture biotechnology and pursued
policies opposing genetically engi-
neered products around the world. The
current 5-year moratorium on the ap-
proval of new agriculture bio-
technology products entering the Euro-
pean market has no scientific basis, ef-
fectively prohibits most United States
corn exports to Europe, violates Euro-
pean Union law, and clearly breaches
World Trade Organization rules.

According to recent studies, bio-
technology has made substantial con-
tributions to the protection of the en-
vironment by reducing the application
of pesticides, reducing soil erosion and
creating an environment more hos-
pitable to wildlife. Since its implemen-
tation in October 1998, the moratorium
has blocked more than $300 million an-
nually in United States corn exports to
countries in the European Union. This
is completely unacceptable.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution and support the administra-
tion, sound science, and United States
farmers at the WTO.

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

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

Earlier this year, the U.S. Trade Rep-
resentative announced that the United
States would file a World Trade Orga-
nization case against the European
Union over its 5-year moratorium on
approving genetically modified foods.
The measure before us today supports
the Bush administration’s challenge to
the EU’s longstanding moratorium.
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The European Union is made up of
sovereign countries whose citizens
have decided that they would rather
not eat genetically modified food. Mr.
Speaker, when did the United States
acquire the right to tell Europeans
what they should be eating? The issue
before us is not trade discrimination as
the proponents of this bill have argued.
The individual EU countries are simply
debating whether or not to implement
a domestic policy related to geneti-
cally modified food which would also
be applied to imports.

Due to the lack of hard data about
the long-term health effects, in the
United States there has also been pub-
lic concern about consuming geneti-
cally modified products. According to a
Rutgers University Food Policy Insti-
tute study, 90 percent of Americans
said that foods created through genetic
engineering should have labels on
them. | am proud to join with the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH) in his
efforts to require the labeling of ge-
netically engineered food.

Although there have been few studies
devoted to health effects of genetically
modified food, some scientists claim
that there may be a link between the
resurgence of infectious diseases and
genetic modifications in the U.S. food
supply. There have even been cases of
lab animals suffering immune system
damage and allergic reactions after
eating biotech food.

| think that Members would agree
that the WTO should not interfere with
the creation of domestic law in this
Chamber, so | ask Members to apply
the same principle to our friends in Eu-
rope.

Mr. Speaker, | urge Members to op-
pose this heavy-handed measure.

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

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, | yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. BEREUTER).

(Mr. BEREUTER asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time. | rise in strong support of H.
Res. 252. | commend the gentleman
from Missouri for introducing this im-
portant resolution.

It is clear that the U.S. must send a
strong and unmistakable message to
the European Union that its discrimi-
natory and protectionist trade prac-
tices regarding biotechnology will not
be tolerated. As the chairman of the
Subcommittee on Europe, this Member
asserts that this is an important issue
in trans-Atlantic relations. This reso-
lution puts the House on record as sup-
porting the U.S. in its efforts within
the World Trade Organization to end
these practices.

The EU’s current moratorium on ap-
proving new agricultural biotech prod-
ucts has no scientific basis.

[ 1300

It harms U.S. agricultural producers
and it exacerbates food shortages in Af-
rica. This Member has been strongly
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urging the administration to take ac-
tion on this issue by bringing a case
against the EU to the WTO, and is very
pleased the announcement has been
made that we have done so.

The current EU restrictions on the
importation of food with genetically
modified organisms, GMOs, have cost
agricultural producers billions of dol-
lars in recent years. The U.S. must be
aggressive in knocking down such non-
tariff trade restrictions.

The EU’s delay on lifting the morato-
rium on biotech crops is unacceptable
and the WTO action is certainly appro-
priate. The intransigence by the EU is
having a very detrimental effect on
American farmers. It has been reported
that since the early 1990s, U.S. corn ex-
ports to Europe have plummeted 95
percent, and this issue is one of the
causes. Incredibly, too, they have used
their emotional arguments against
GMOs to coerce African countries fac-
ing famine not to accept donated
American food and agricultural prod-
ucts. So in contrast to what the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin said, this is
strictly not a European issue, this is
coercion on their part against African
countries who are compelled to leave
that food donated to deal with famine
and malnutrition setting on the docks.

Also troubling are the indications
that the EU is planning to move for-
ward with labeling and traceability re-
quirements that will continue to act as
a mechanism to block U.S. agriculture
products. This clearly runs counter to
the WTO principle that rules should be
based on scientific evidence.

I think it is interesting to note that
David Byrne, EU Commissioner for
Health and Consumer Protection, has
been quoted as saying, ‘“The EU’s posi-
tion on genetically modified food is
that it is as safe as conventional food.”
However, the moratorium remains in
place and American farmers continue
to lose valuable markets, not just in
Europe, but third world countries. This
matters because it is more important
to the farmers today facing difficult
times due to the ongoing drought and
lower revenue.

When filing the WTO case, U.S. Trade
Representative Robert Zoellick stated
clearly why it is so important for the
U.S. to take action. He said, “The EU’s
moratorium violates WTO rules. Peo-
ple around the world have been eating
biotech food for years. Biotech food
helps nourish the world’s hungry popu-
lation, offers tremendous opportunities
for better health and nutrition and pro-
tects the environment by reducing soil
erosion and pesticide use.”” This Mem-
ber believes that the EU’s GMO stand-
ards are transparently devoid of any
relationship to sound science, and are
either based strictly on emotion or are
designed quite simply as trade barriers,
or both.

The U.S. is correct in taking strong
action to bring this back to reason. |
strongly support H.R. 252 and urge my
colleagues to support it.
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Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, | yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. KUCINICH).

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, | want
to thank my colleague, the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. KLEczkA), for his
leadership on this matter to protect
consumers in this country and also to
protect the rights of farmers.

The fact of the matter is that this ac-
tion would harm U.S. farmers. EU con-
sumers have clearly expressed their de-
sire to buy non-genetically engineered
foods. However, the weak U.S. biotech
regulations prevent U.S. exports of
non-genetically engineered foods be-
cause of fears they are contaminated.
H. Res. 252 fails to address weak agri-
culture regulations that leave non-GE
food vulnerable to contamination by
genetically engineered foods.

EU consumers are clamoring for non-
genetically engineered food. All we
need to do is to sell them what they
want and U.S. farmers will have a
strong market again.

When you think about it, U.S. agri-
culture has been the pride of the world.
We have been the breadbasket of the
world. Our agriculture is second to
none. But of course, when you have
these corporate agribusinesses come in
with a different agenda, then you see
the interests of farmers undermined.

Now, several farm organizations op-
pose H. Res. 252 because it supports a
complaint to the World Trade Organi-
zation challenging the EU’s authoriza-
tion system on approving genetically
engineered food. H. Res. 252 is a gift to
corporate agribusiness. That is why the
National Family Farm Coalition, the
American Corn Growers Association
and the Soybean Producers of America
all oppose H. Res. 252.

Family farmers have suffered a great
deal of damage to their trade markets
because agribusiness pushed a product
on U.S. farmers that the people of the
world rightfully refused to accept.

The recently completed national sur-
vey of corn producers by the American
Corn Growers Foundation, conducted
as farmers began planting corn in
April, shows that farmers do not sup-
port this complaint to the WTO. Sev-
enty-six percent of farmers stated that
the U.S. should not file a WTO lawsuit
against Europe regarding genetically
engineered food. Seventy-eight percent
of farmers believe in keeping your cus-
tomers satisfied and in keeping world
markets open to U.S. corn, and that
means planting traditional non-GMO
corn varieties instead of biotech GMO
corn varieties. Eighty-two percent of
farmers believe that the U.S. Govern-
ment must respect the rights of Euro-
peans, Japanese, and all consumers
worldwide so they are able to make a
choice as to whether they and their
children consume foods containing ge-
netically engineered commodities.

Only, and | say only, large agri-
business supports the bill and this bill
will increase the profits of large agri-
business, and it will do it at the ex-
pense of farmers and at the expense of
consumers.
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This is a time for us to stand up for
the American farmer who is having dif-
ficulty surviving. Family farmers are
having trouble surviving because they
cannot get their price and they cannot
get access to markets. Both of these
are occasioned by the problems
brought about by agribusiness and by
monopolies in agriculture.

We should stand up for the family
farmers and oppose H. Res. 252. We
should create policies which enable our
family farmers to get those markets in
Europe, that we know have belonged to
them for so many years, but have been
precluded because of the practices of
agribusiness.

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, | yield such
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT).

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today to thank
the Committee on Ways and Means, the
gentleman from California (Chairman
THomMAS) and the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. CawmpP) for bringing this
important resolution to the floor in
such a timely fashion. | introduced this
resolution 2 weeks ago, and | want to
thank the gentleman from Illinois
(Speaker HASTERT), our majority lead-
er, the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DELAY), our conference chairman, the
gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms. PRYCE),
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
GOODLATTE), the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. STENHOLM), and the gentleman
from California (Mr. CARDOZA) for join-
ing me in this effort.

This is a timely effort. It is a discus-
sion we need to have. It is a discussion
that, frankly, in the European commu-
nity has gone on for too long. In Octo-
ber 1998, the European Union did a tre-
mendous disservice to American bio-
technology by issuing a ban on the im-
porting of agricultural biotech crops.
Although this action was supposed to
be a moratorium, it has lasted now for
close to 5 years.

In my opinion, this is no longer a
moratorium, but a ban which is clearly
a violation of Europe’s WTO obliga-
tions and needs to be reversed as soon
as possible.

The damage that this moratorium
has done is dramatic, to say the least.
For example, since the moratorium
went into effect, U.S. corn exports have
diminished from a high of 1.56 million
metric tons to approximately 23,000
metric tons last year. This has resulted
in the loss of close to $1 billion in corn
sales. The tragic thing is that there is
no basis, scientific or otherwise, that
can justify such an economic hardship
on our corn farmers and on other farm-
ers of other products that take advan-
tage of new technology.

On May 13, the administration took
the first steps toward rectifying this
situation by filing a World Trade Orga-
nization case against the European
Union over its illegal 5-year morato-
rium on approving agricultural biotech
products. Despite repeated assurances
from European officials that the mora-
torium would be lifted, there is no sign
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of any change in policy. In fact, there
is ample evidence that this policy will
continue.

The position that the European
Union and many of its member coun-
tries took regarding our efforts to pro-
vide food to Africa is also mentioned in
this resolution. The idea that starving
people would not be allowed to have ac-
cess to the same kinds of products that
American consumers use every day is
an idea that is unacceptable.

The Subcommittee on Research of
the Committee on Science, chaired by
the gentleman from Michigan (Chair-
man Smith) will be looking carefully
at this issue tomorrow, with the
Speaker as the leadoff witness.

My colleagues and | introduced
House Resolution 252 because we be-
lieve that the Bush administration is
correct in this area and needs to take
the appropriate action on behalf of our
Nation’s farmers and on behalf of
sound science by challenging this mor-
atorium on agriculture and food
biotech products.

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BROWN).

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
thank my friend for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in opposition to
H. Res. 252. This bill is not about solv-
ing world hunger and it is not about
promoting agriculture. What this bill
is about is promoting bad policy. This
bill goes to the fundamental issues of
sovereignty and shifting power from
democratically determined public
health laws and rules to corporate in-
terests. Ultimately this and chapter 11,
the investor state provisions in the
North American Free Trade Agree-
ment, in the Singapore and Chilean
agreements, probably every other
agreement that the Zoellick Trade
Representative’s office will negotiate,
will be used to override all kinds of
public health and worker safety laws.

Understand what this is. What we are
doing is we are telling the Europeans
that they cannot enforce their own
food safety laws. The European Union
has passed legislation specifically de-
termining what kind of food products,
what kinds of food safety laws that
they wanted. This resolution is telling
them that we have the right in the
United States to override what the Eu-
ropean Union democratically elected
Parliament and democratically deter-
mined rules and regulations want to
do.

Imagine if the French, the French of
all people, or the Germans, came to us
and came to the World Trade Organiza-
tion and said we do not like an envi-
ronmental law, we do not like a safe
drinking water law, a food safety law,
that the United States Congress has
passed and we want to override it. How
dare the French or Germans try to
override our public health laws and
compromise our sovereignty.

How dare the United States tell the
Germans and French and the Poles,
new members of the EU and our allies
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in the war in Irag, or anybody else in
Europe, how dare we try to override
their public health and their public
safety laws? Imagine if they did that to
us. We have no business saying we
know best. We are going to tell you in
France, you in Germany, you in Po-
land, you in England, we are going to
tell you what your public safety laws
are going to say, what your public
health laws are going to say.

Mr. Speaker, | ask the House to vote
no on H. Res. 252.

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, | yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan, a member of the Committee on
Agriculture and a good colleague.

(Mr. SMITH of Michigan asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, | thank the gentleman for yielding
me time.

This an important discussion. Maybe
it would be reasonable, Mr. Speaker, to
start out trying to explain what is bio-
technology?

Gregor Mendel discovered dominant and re-
cessive traits in plants in the mid 19th century.
He started taking two quality plants and cross-
ing them to see if you could come out
with an improved variety. So we have
had cross-breeding, we have had hybrid
breeding ever since. Now we have fin-
ished gene cataloguing of an agricul-
tural plant called the Arabidopsis, a
mustard plant.

But with 25,000 genes, you just took
your chances when mixing two plants
together. Sometimes the product
turned out poisonous or allergenic.
Sometimes it was very undesirable for
a raft of other reasons.

Now we have the scientific tech-
nology to pick out one single gene and
decide what characteristics are going
to evolve from that gene, and instead
of taking your chances by mixing 25,000
or 30,000 genes of two plants, you pick
out one gene because you want a cer-
tain characteristic. You put it into
that other plant and predetermine
what is going to happen as a result.
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Now, there is a lot of scare of what
might happen generations from now. In
the discussion of this resolution, it
seems to me that we should not be de-
bating whether this is a trade issue.
This is now going to be in the hands of
the WTO to decide whether or not it is
unfair. But everybody, Mr. Speaker,
needs to understand, other countries
are trying to keep our products out of
their country for one reason or an-
other, restricting imports for bio sani-
tary reasons or anything else they can
come up with. And in this case, it ap-
pears that they are trying to keep our
agricultural products, that we produce
more efficiently, out of Europe and
Japan and some of these other coun-
tries, simply because they do not want
it to disrupt the problems of their
farmers and they want to protect their
markets. We are going to let the WTO
decide if it is restraint of trade. But as
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we evolve into greater assurance that
we are going to have safety, both to
human health, to animals, and to the
environment, we need to move ahead
with this technology.

Look, the possibilities in developing
countries are so tremendous. That is
why our whip mentioned that the day
after tomorrow | am holding a hearing
on biotechnology. The Speaker is going
to lead off the testimony in that hear-
ing on the potential and safety of bio-
technology. We are going to have Rita
Caldwell from NSF come to tell us
about the implementation of what we
put in my NSF bill in terms of working
with African scientists, developing
products that are going to help their
particular country. And if we get into
Africa, eventually, science and bio-
technology are going to prevail. We are
going to have Mr. Natsios, the adminis-
trator of AID, say how important it is
that we do not restrict this technology
for developing countries.

Vote for this resolution and vote to
let science, not emotion, rule the fu-
ture of agricultural biotechnology.

On May 12th, the Speaker of the House and
members of Congress joined with the Bush
Administration to challenge the European
Union's import ban on genetically modified
(GM) crops. WTO rules, while allowing coun-
tries to reject imports on the basis of health
and environmental concerns, require that any
such policy be supported by scientific evi-
dence.

However, the EU has refused to process
new applications for trade of transgenic food
crops since 1998 without even attempting to
demonstrate any compelling scientific reasons.
It is estimated that over $300 million annually
in U.S. corn exports alone are being lost.
Even EU Enviroment Commissioner Margot
Wallstrom has admitted that, “We have al-
ready waited too long to act. The moratorium
is illegal and not justified.”

While the EU stance on GM crops is an un-
fair economic burden on American farmers, it
is also an unjust burden on the world’s poor-
est continent. With approximately 180 million
undernourished people, Africa stands to ben-
efit tremendously from GM crops.

The EU is exploiting Africa’s dependence on
the EU market to stall acceptance of GM
crops. For example, with its population literally
starving last year, Zambia rejected 23,000
metric tons of U.S. food aid because Europe
might reject future Zambian corn exports. EU
pressure is even impeding research on new
transgenic crop varieties important to bringing
Africa closer to sustainability.

The Speaker of the House, USAID Adminis-
trator, and leading scientists will testify at my
Research Subcommittee hearing this Thurs-
day. We will examine barriers to plant bio-
technology in Africa and new government pro-
grams supporting partnerships with African
scientists in Africa.

The U.S. challenge moves us one step clos-
er to removing unfair barriers that hurt Amer-
ican farmers and deny the people of Africa a
tool for combating hunger. Please support H.
Res. 252.

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, | yield 1
minute to the gentleman from North
Dakota (Mr. POMEROY), a distinguished
member of the Committee on Ways and
Means.
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Mr. POMEROQY. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time; and with 1 minute, | will have to
be brief. This really is not about
biotech. It is about whether global ag-
riculture trade will be conducted under
the rules adopted by the countries pur-
suant to trade agreements.

There is a procedure for evaluating
the safety and soundness of agriculture
products to be exported into a market-
place. Under the WTO, it requires that
measures regulating imports be based
on sufficient scientific evidence and
that countries operate regulatory ap-
proval and procedures without undue
delay. Basically, the Europeans have
thrown up this effort to keep our prod-
uct out, and they have not followed the
WTO actions in so pursuing this course
of action.

That is why the resolution before us
commending our President is exactly
the right thing to do. We can only par-
ticipate as a full partner with other na-
tions in trade agreements if people fol-
low the rules. We have rules. The rules
are being ignored to keep their mar-
kets closed to our exports. We need to
pass this resolution.

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WOLF).

(Mr. WOLF asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, | want to
share in the comments of the gen-
tleman from North Dakota (Mr. Powm-
EROY) and agree with him. Also, |
would ask the Members that are think-
ing of voting against this, this boils
down to be really kind of a moral issue
of famine in Africa. | learned about
this issue from our former Member,
Congressman Tony Hall.

What is happening in Africa, there
are 35 million to 40 million people that
are basically almost starving to death.
In Zambia and Zimbabwe, they have
been using this argument, and the peo-
ple are starving and the genetically
modified or biotech foods are in the
warehouses. What is taking place is
some of our friends, and they are
friends in Europe, are using this as a
trade mechanism with regard to their
economy and their jobs; and as a result
of this, people are dying in Africa.

So this is an issue with regard to the
economy, but | will not say more im-
portant; but | personally believe it is
more important. It is an issue of peo-
ple, particularly in Africa. People liv-
ing in Ethiopia, there is a famine of
biblical proportions. Now, fortunately,
the Ethiopian Government is not fore-
closing this; but in Zambia they are, in
Zimbabwe, Mugabe has it in the ware-
houses and the people are starving out-
side, and they cannot eat. Some of the
other countries, Uganda is going
through the same thing. They have ge-
netically modified banana plants.
Their banana industry is falling off,
and they are afraid to use it because
they are afraid they will not be able to
have their exports going in to France.
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So this resolution is a good resolu-
tion. This also would help us feed the
people of the world who are starving.
So | would hope everyone would vote
for this. And if any Members have any
doubts before this vote, they may want
to call Tony up in Rome at the Food
and Agricultural Organization and get
his thinking, because this is a major
issue of famine and feeding hungry peo-
ple, particularly in Africa.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support of H.
Res. 252, but not because of the benefits to
U.S. trade or our agricultural industry, but out
of concern for the millions of hungry people
around the globe. In a world as plentiful as
ours, it is unconscionable that women and
children still die of hunger.

| have traveled to Africa to witness the dev-
astation of famines, first in 1984 and most re-
cently, earlier this year. | saw women and chil-
dren who were too weak to feed themselves.
Thankfully, relief efforts for the 30 million Afri-
cans, whose lives are in peril, are not being
complicated by refusals of certain food sup-
plies, as was the case last year in Zambia.

Developing countries need biotechnology to
improve crop viability and yield. However, as
long as such agricultural products remain un-
acceptable to European markets, developing
countries are likely to continue to reject the
very thing they need to bring them to self-suffi-
ciency and beyond.

American agricultural products are among
the safest in the world—even Europe’s offi-
cials admit that. But making a convincing case
on the safety of U.S. products is difficult.

Last year, Zambians turned down geneti-
cally modified maize from the U.S., fearing
that when their agricultural industry recovers,
they would no longer be able to sell their prod-
ucts to their main export market, Europe.

In an effort to alleviate this concern, and at
considerably increased costs, the U.S. offered
a milled version free from any seeds that
farmers could plant, thereby protecting Zam-
bia’s agricultural sector. Tragically, the Zam-
bian government never accepted the food.

Famine relief and building longer term self-
sufficiency in Africa is a global issue that re-
quires a response from all nations. The U.S.
has provided leadership through its contribu-
tion in 2002 of 51 percent of the food provided
by the UN World Food Programme. Europe’s
combined contribution totaled only 27 percent.

| don't know which saddens me more,
knowing that European countries like France
have the ability to contribute more to famine
relief efforts, but haven't, or knowing the situa-
tion is being exacerbated by European opposi-
tion to importing biotech agricultural products.

This resolution is an important statement to
encourage the Administration in its efforts to
challenge the unwarranted moratorium by EU
countries on genetically modified agricultural
products.

| urge a unanimous vote of support.

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CARDOZA).

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in support of House Resolution
252 supporting the United States’ effort
to end the European Union’s discrimi-
natory trade practices regarding agri-
culture biotechnology.

Biotechnology is critically important
for the future of U.S. agriculture, not
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just the farmers in my district. Geneti-

cally enhanced crops have increased
yields, decreased production inputs,
and reduced pesticide usage. In the

near future, this technology will allow
U.S. farmers to produce healthier,
fresher, and more nutritious food prod-
ucts for consumers.

Throughout its lifetime, agricultural
biotechnology has been the subject of
the strictest testing by USDA, FDA,
and EPA prior to consumption, and has
made considerable contributions to
protection of the environment by re-
ducing the application of pesticides.

However, amongst this growing cli-
mate for innovation, the European
Union has continued to pursue a path
of opposition. The EU moratorium has
cost U.S. farmers almost $300 million a
year in corn exports alone and goes di-
rectly against the WTO mandate that
the regulation of imports be based on
“sufficient scientific evidence.”” As
such, their policies have resulted in a
slowdown of development and support
of genetically engineered products
around the world.

| believe that the EU’s opposition to
agriculture biotechnology has much
more to do with the discriminatory
trading practices that they employ,
rather than environmental science. |
applaud the work of the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture and the U.S. Trade
Representative to challenge the EU’s
moratorium on this technology, and |
am happy to lend my support to this
important resolution. | urge Members’
‘‘aye’ votes.

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. ETHERIDGE).

(Mr. ETHERIDGE asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support
of the resolution and to state my sup-
port and urge House support for the ad-
ministration and its decision to take
on the European Union and its dis-
criminatory practices against biotech
projects.

Agriculture has changed greatly in
recent years. When | was growing up on
a farm in Johnston County, the most
advanced technology we had was an old
tractor. It was a big improvement,
though, over the mule and plow that
we had had previously.

These days, biotechnology has moved
farming to the cutting edge of tech-
nology. | have always been and still re-
main a strong supporter of using bio-
technology to benefit American agri-
culture and our society as a whole. In
fact, when | was appropriations chair-
man in North Carolina’s general assem-
bly, | helped fund the establishment of
the North Carolina Biotechnology Cen-
ter, because | could see biotechnology
was the science of the future. Con-
sequently, North Carolina has become
a leader in the field of biotechnology.

The gains that biotechnology brings
to agriculture, efficiency, reduced use
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of pesticides, higher crop yields, and
healthier products, are well docu-
mented. That is why | find it ironic
that the continent that gave birth to
the Renaissance and the Enlighten-
ment is turning its back on a proven
science, despite the increasing amount
of evidence as to the safety and effec-
tiveness of this technology.

What is really a shame is that the
Europeans’ fear of biotechnology is
having tragic consequences. The Euro-
pean Union is actually discouraging
nations facing food shortages and fam-
ine from accepting food aid that may
contain biotech products.

The Europeans’ actions and attitude
regarding biotechnology are, at best,
indefensible, and maybe immoral re-
garding the European Union’s rule. |
strongly applaud Ambassador
Zoellick’s work in this area, and | urge
the passage of this resolution.

| rise today in support of this resolution to
state the House’s support for the Administra-
tion in its decision to take on the European
Union and its discriminatory practices against
U.S. biotechnology products.

Agriculture has changed greatly in recent
years. When | was growing up on a farm in
Johnston County, NC, the most advanced
technology we had was a tractor, a big im-
provement over a plow, a mule. These days,
biotechnology has moved farming to the cut-
ting edge of technology.

| have always been and still remain a strong
supporter of using biotechnology to benefit
American agriculture and our society as a
whole.

In fact, when | was appropriations chairman
in the North Carolina General Assembly, |
helped fund the establishment of the North
Carolina Biotechnology Center because |
could see biotech was a science of the future.
Consequently, my State of North Carolina has
prospered as a leader in the field.

The gains that biotechnology brings to agri-
culture in efficiency, reduced use of pesticides,
higher crop vyields, and healthier products are
well documented.

That's why | find it ironic that the continent
that gave birth to The Renaissance and The
Enlightenment is turning its back on a proven
science, despite the increasing amount of evi-
dence as to the safety and effectiveness of
this technology.

And what's really a shame is that the Euro-
peans’ fear of biotechnology is having tragic
consequences. The European Union is actu-
ally discouraging nations facing food short-
ages and famine from accepting U.S. food aid
that may contain biotechnology products.

The Europeans’ actions and attitudes re-
garding biotechnology are indefensible, and
according to WTO rules, illegal.

| strongly applaud USTR Ambassador
Zoellick for pressing forward with this case
against the European Union in the WTO.

We must continue to show the world that
biotechnology offers a new Renaissance in
agriculture for those willing to reject fear.

| urge the House to pass this resolution, and
show our support for a science that offers pro-
found benefits for all of humanity.

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. OSBORNE).

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, obvi-
ously, biotech is really important to
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the Midwest. Roughly 55 percent of the
corn grown in Nebraska and a high per-
centage of the beans grown in Ne-
braska are biotech, and roughly $300
million in corn exports is being
blocked by the current boycott.

As has been mentioned by several
speakers previously, this boycott is not
about safety. It is a tariff, and it is a
thinly disguised tariff. The European
Union did the same thing in blocking
our beef that was fed hormones. The
WTO stepped in and said, look, that is
nonsense. This is against WTO rules, so
it is something that has precedent. So
the European Union has simply said,
well, we will go ahead and pay the fine;
it saves us the money. We will pay $116
million a year in blocking your beef,
and that is essentially what this tariff
is doing as well.

Already, people have mentioned sev-
eral times about the fact that starving
people, particularly people in Africa,
have had their products blocked; and
this is, | think, unconscionable.

Lastly, let me just say in regard to
the reduction of pesticides, water use,
fertilizer, these are certainly good for
the environment. And we hear people
all around the country decrying
biotech; and yet Brazil, when we were
down there a year ago, said they really
did not believe in biotech, and yet they
are raising 1 million acres of soybeans.
So they obviously know it is safe. So
usually these are simply tariff barriers.
I certainly applaud the resolution, and
| urge support of it. It makes a lot of
sense.

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. STENHOLM).

(Mr. STENHOLM asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, | rise
in support of House Resolution 252. |
feel compelled to remind all 280 million
Americans once again that we are
truly blessed in this country to have
the most abundant food supply, the
best quality of food, the safest food
supply at the lowest cost to our people
of any country in the world. That has
not happened by accident. It has al-
ways happened because we have always
used sound science, peer-reviewed, in
order to make two blades of grass grow
where one grew before.

Now, we have repeatedly heard even
today the explanation that the Euro-
pean Union maintains its ban on new
approvals of biotech products because
European consumers are unwilling to
accept biotechnology due to safety con-
cerns. That explanation disappoints
me.

There are no peer-reviewed, scientific
risk assessments that conclude that

food products of agriculture bio-
technology are inherently less safe
than their traditional counterparts.

Bio-engineered crops in the United
States are rigorously reviewed for envi-
ronmental and food safety by USDA,
EPA, and FDA. Food safety reviews of
bio-engineered crops focus on the safe-
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ty of the newly introduced trait, on the
safety of the whole food, and consider
issues including toxicity, allergenicity,
nutritional content, and antibiotic re-
sistance.

Our forward-looking regulatory sys-
tem has not only ensured the safety of
our food supply, it has allowed the de-
velopment of technologies that have
improved our food supply and lowered
the cost of production. Besides low-
ering costs, biotechnology has the po-
tential to reduce crop risks and im-
prove food security in developing coun-
tries, as we heard the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. WOLF) speak about a mo-
ment ago. Examples include US-AID
projects in Africa to improve produc-
tion of peas and bananas.

Regulations based on protectionism
instead of science have a chilling effect
on research and the adoption of bio-
technology. When there is uncertainty
that a product of biotechnology will be
accepted, farmers are reluctant to
adopt the product, despite its proven
safety and benefits.

| believe that the US and the EU have a re-
sponsibility as developed nations to lead by
example in developing regulatory systems that
not only promote safe food, but also promote
a better and more secure food supply.

And | am disappointed that Europe has so
far been unable to construct a science-based
regulatory system for food that encourage de-
velopment of new technologies that can ben-
efit developed and developing countries
around the world.

The resolution before us today supports our
requests for consultations with Europe on this
important issue, and | urge my colleagues to
support it.
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Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE).

(Mr. GOODLATTE asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentleman from Michigan
for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, this is an important
resolution and | hope all of the Mem-
bers of the House will support it. Ear-
lier this year, as the chairman of the
Committee on Agriculture, | had the
opportunity to meet with Pascal
Lamy, the European Union Commis-
sioner for Trade, and to strongly make
the case that this moratorium that Eu-
rope has imposed upon U.S. biotech
products should be dropped and a rea-
sonable system should be administered
in its place; not what they are cur-
rently contemplating, which is a trac-
ing and labeling requirement, which
will make it in some instances even
harder for us to sell our products into
Europe.

I pointed out to them that people
have been starving in Africa because of
their policies. He took great umbrage
at my suggestion that the Europeans
were in fact promoting such a policy in
Africa, but it turns out that that is ex-
actly the case.
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Through the organizations that they
hire to distribute their own European
food aid in African countries, they
have spread the word that if they feed
U.S. biotech grapes to their livestock,
they will not be able to sell that live-
stock into Europe. It turns out that
the Spanish, who agree with us on this
position, by the way, grow thousands
and thousands of acres of biotech crops
in Spain, feed it to livestock, and sell
it all over Europe anyway.

So the European policy on this issue
is clearly nothing more than an artifi-
cial trade barrier. It is against the in-
terests of their people, their con-
sumers, to have the opportunity to
have greater quality foods, foods that
have greater vitamin retention, foods
that are more environmentally sound,
foods that can be grown in places like
subSaharan African that are more
drought-resistant. All of these things
are important for us to promote, and
that is what biotechnology does.

I commend the Bush administration
for taking this case to the World Trade
Organization, and | urge my colleagues
to support this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in strong support
of H. Res. 252. America’s farmers and ranch-
ers deserve to have the best technologies
available at their disposal and | am hopeful
that an end to the EUs illegal and long-
standing moratorium on agricultural bio-
technology may be near.

Agricultural biotechnology is one of the most
promising developments in modern science.
This science should be embraced and not
banned, for it can help to provide answers to
the problems of hunger around the world. It
would be a shame if developing countries in
Africa continue to deny food aid containing
biotechnology because of the
antibiotechnology attitudes in Europe. The po-
liticizing of agricultural biotechnology should
end so that we can return to providing food
aid to the hungry as soon as possible.

| commend the Bush administration for tak-
ing this case to the World Trade Organization.
The EU moratorium on biotech approvals has
been spreading beyond Europe. In the fall of
2002, some famine stricken African nations re-
fused U.S. food aid because it contained
biotech corn. These countries were ill informed
on the health and environmental impact of bio-
technology and were also concerned that their
own agriculture exports to Europe would be
denied if they accepted the product. Zambia,
Mozambique, and Zimbabwe refused United
States food aid made of the same wholesome
food that Americans eat every day. Zimbabwe
and Mozambique eventually accepted United
States food aid after making costly arrange-
ments to mill the corn so that African farmers
could not grow it. Zambia continues to refuse
United States corn.

As noted by the French Academy of
Sciences, more than 300 million North Ameri-
cans have been eating biotech corn and soy-
beans for years. No adverse health con-
sequences have ever been reported. Many
biotechnology products are being developed
that will have unlimited benefits to vitamin defi-
cient children. Research continues on a gene
to add to rice which will contain more beta
carotene, a precursor to vitamin A. Up to half
of a million children per year go blind due to
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vitamin A deficiency. Another product being
developed could also help reduce iron defi-
ciencies, thus reducing anemia among millions
of women and children worldwide.

The United States is not trying to force con-
sumers to buy these biotechnology products.
Consumer choice is the key and the morato-
rium is an example of the European govern-
ment denying their consumes a choice. The
moratorium is not based on science, but it is
a blatant protectionist trade barrier. American
farmers and ranchers are merely asking that
their safe, sound and affordable product be al-
lowed on the shelves in Europe.

America’s farmers and ranchers produce the
safest and most bountiful food supply in the
world. Their goal is to share this bounty with
those who need it most, while at the same
time having access to markets around the
world. While United States farmers have uti-
lized many of the new technologies, some
farmers are hesitant to use biotechnology be-
cause of the moratorium in Europe.

The European Union’s (EU) illegal and un-
scientific moratorium should be lifted and a
WTO case against the EU will send a mes-
sage to the rest of the world that illegitimate,
non-science based trade barriers will not be
tolerated.

| urge my colleagues to support H. Res.
252.

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. RYAN).

(Mr. RYAN of Ohio asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding time
to me. | would also like to thank the
leadership of a colleague of mine, the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN), who
has been tremendous on this issue.

I do not know why we are telling the
World Trade Organization what to do
because they do not listen to us any-
way. We tried to inform them and ad-
vise them on steel tariffs and they did
not listen to us. We are not against
trade. We understand there is going to
be trade. There has always been trade,
there always will be trade.

What we are against is shifting the
debate from this Chamber, shifting the
debate from the Parliament, shifting
the debate from the Russian Duma to a
bureaucratic organization behind
closed doors with no accountability.
They are not elected by anybody on the
face of this Earth, they are appointed,
and they represent the corporate inter-
ests. That is the problem.

We are losing our sovereignty in this
country, and if we tell the European
Union or if we tell another country
what they need to do, at what point do
they tell us what we need to do? When
is it our labor laws, our environmental
laws that become exposed?

I think that is the thing that we need
to be most focused on is that we are
losing our sovereignty. We want strong
environmental laws in this country, we
want strong labor laws in this country,
and the World Trade Organization has
proven and consistently tried to under-
mine those things. We need to fix the
system and we need to let the WTO be
O-U-T.
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Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. SHIMKUS).

(Mr. SHIMKUS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today as co-chairman of the House Bio-
technology Caucus in strong support of
House Resolution 252. Approvals for
biotech commodities are critical to the
future of biotechnology. By filing a
complaint with the WTO, the adminis-
tration has taken the necessary steps
to respond to the European Union’s
moratorium on biotech food products.

The EU moratorium is a clear viola-
tion of Europe’s WTO obligations. The
policy has cost American farmers hun-
dreds of millions of dollars in export
sales and seriously hindered the adop-
tion of an enormously beneficial tech-
nology. Moreover, the hysteria brought
on by the EU policies has begun to
spread beyond European borders. It was
time to act.

Specifically, the European Union rep-
resents a $1 billion per year market for
U.S. soybeans and their products, a $500
million market for U.S. corn gluten
feed, and a former $300 million per year
market for the U.S. commodity corn.

The U.S. lost its commodity corn ex-
port business to the European Union in
recent years over issues related to the
acceptance of biotechnology-enhanced
products.

As the U.S. already exports more
than one-third of its agricultural pro-
duction and farm States such as Illi-
nois export more than 40 percent of
their agricultural products, it is essen-
tial that the EU model for food safety
and precaution is stopped before their
policy and attitudes towards bio-
technology affect U.S. export markets
around the world.

Recently, several Illinois farmers re-
turning from Europe concluded that
the U.S. needs to take the EU to the
WTO over the current EU moratorium
on biotech crops.

I commend the administration for
their leadership in taking the nec-
essary steps to end this ridiculous mor-
atorium, and urge my colleagues to
support this resolution and send a
strong signal to the EU and the rest of
the world that the U.S. will not tol-
erate illegitimate, unscientific barriers
to U.S. agricultural exports.

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. DEFAZ10).

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, this is an
issue of sovereignty. The democrat-
ically elected governments of Europe
have chosen, with tremendous support
and urging by their own people, to urge
more study and delay on the massive
introduction of genetically modified
organisms into their agricultural sys-
tem. A large majority of Americans
would like to see the same testing.

We heard about testing, that this is
regulated by the FDA. No, it is not. It
is not regulated by the FDA. They said
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they have no jurisdiction, and it has
been tested by the EPA. No, these
things have not been tested by the
EPA. It has been tested by the indus-
try, who tells us, do not worry, it is
safe. So the peer review tests we heard
about and the government regulation
that we heard about do not exist for
the American people, and certainly not
for the European people.

So are we going to turn to this face-
less, conflict-ridden bureaucracy, the
WTO, and ask it to preempt the laws of
the sovereign nations of Europe? Then
how about next week, when someone
asks it to preempt some of our con-
sumer health and safety or labor or en-
vironmental laws? That will happen,
we can bet on it.

We heard a lot about Africa. Well,
they will accept the food aid if the seed
corn is ground up or the wheat is
milled. They will take it. They are
happy to take it. They just do not want
the starving people there to take it out
and plant it and begin to have it cross
with their traditional crops. So that is
not too tough of a thing to accomplish.

There are huge problems in the dis-
tribution system, these massively cor-
rupt dictatorships. People of Africa are
not being starved because the Euro-
peans have chosen to protect their peo-
ple and their agriculture against un-
known, untested science, unregulated.
That is not a true fact.

Let us have the debate about what
this is about, which is new corporate
interests that want to increase profits.
Most of this is about increasing profits.
Tell the people in India who have to
buy patented seed year after year, or
the people in Canada who have been
prosecuted because they tried to re-
plant the seed or it crossed into their
crops and they have been prosecuted by
Montana, that this is about making
the world safe for people to not starve,
and for the environment and all those
things. No, it is, pure and simple, about
profits for American industry.

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, | yield
the balance of our time to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH).

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NETHERCUTT). The gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH) is recognized for
1% minutes.

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, there
are a number of issues at stake here,
including one that has been mentioned
by my colleagues, the gentlemen from
Ohio, Mr. BROWN and Mr. RYAN, with
respect to the WTO and the fact that it
strips all nations of sovereignty. That
is an issue that this House inevitably
will have to deal with when, at once,
legislation should come before us to in
effect cancel our relationship with the
WTO.

Now, House Resolution 252 falsely ar-
gues for a solution to world hunger, but
its prime motive is to garner bigger
profits for biotech companies looking
to dump GE foods on poor countries.
This is really about hungry biotech
companies, because the basic cause of
hunger is money, not food. The facts of
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world hunger lead to a much different
conclusion.

Currently, 800 million go hungry
every day. Malnutrition and related ill-
nesses are the cause of death for 12 mil-
lion children each year, but a lack of
food is not the reason. Enough wheat,
rice, and other grains are produced
each year to provide 3,500 daily calories
per person. So why do so many people
go hungry each day? Much of this food
goes to those who have the money and
the ability to transport it. Food and
other farm products flow from areas of
hunger and need to areas where money
is concentrated, in the northern hemi-
sphere.

While at least 200 million Indians go
hungry, in 1995 India exported $625 mil-
lion worth of wheat and flour and $1.3
billion worth of rice, the two staples of
the Indian diet. Only one-quarter of the
food produced in Ethiopia reaches the
market because of the high cost of
marketing transactions.

There are hungry Kids in this coun-
try, Mr. Speaker. What has biotech
done for them?

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, | yield such
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH).

(Mr. SMITH of Michigan asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks and include extra-
neous material.)

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, | include for the RECORD a summary
of a report we wrote on biotechnology
in the Committee on Science called
““Seeds of Opportunity.” The total re-
port is available at: www.house.gov/
nicksmith/opportunity.pdf.

The report referred to is as follows:

SUMMARY

The Subcommittee on Basic Research of
the Committee on Science held a series of
three hearings entitled, “Plant Genome Re-
search: From the Lab to the Field to the Mar-
ket: Parts I-lll,” to examine plant genomics, its
application to commercially important crop
plants, and the benefits, safety, and oversight
of plant varieties produced using bio-
technology. The testimony and other informa-
tion presented at these hearings and informa-
tion gathered at various briefings provides the
basis for the findings and recommendations in
this report.

Almost without exception, the crop plants in
use today have been genetically modified. The
development of new plant varieties through
selective breeding has been improving agri-
culture and food production for thousands of
years. In the 19th century, the basic principles
of heredity were discovered by Gregor Men-
del, whose studies on inheritance in garden
peas laid the foundation for the modern
science of genetics. Subsequent investigations
advanced our understanding of the location,
composition, and function of genes, and a crit-
ical breakthrough revolutionized the field in
1953, when James Watson and Francis Crick
described the double helix structure of
deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA), the substance of
heredity. This ground breaking research set
the stage for deciphering the genetic code and
led to the rapid advances in practical applica-
tion of genetics in medicine, animal science,
and agriculture.
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The development of the science of genetics
in the 20th century was a tremendously impor-
tant factor in the plant breeding programs that
have produced the remarkable diversity of
fruits, vegetables, and grains that we enjoy
today and that provide food security for the
poor nations of the world. Traditional cross-
breeding has been very useful in improving
crop plants, but it is a time consuming process
that results in the uncontrolled recombination
of tens of thousands of genes, commonly pro-
ducing unwanted traits that must be eliminated
through successive rounds of backcrossing.
Improving crops through traditional methods
also is subject to severe limitations because of
the constraints imposed by sexual compat-
ibility, which limit the diversity of useful genetic
material.

With the arrival of biotechnology, plant
breeders are now able to develop novel vari-
eties of plants with a level of precision and
range unheard of just two decades ago. Using
this technology, breeders can introduce se-
lected, useful genes into a plant to express a
specific, desirable trait in a significantly more
controlled process than afforded by traditional
breeding methods.

U.S. farmers have been quick to adopt
plants modified using new biotechnology, in-
cluding commercial crops that resist bio-
logically insect and viral pests and tolerate
broad-spectrum herbicides used to control
weeds. As our knowledge of plant genetics ex-
pands, new varieties of plants with improved
nutrition, taste, or other characteristics desired
by consumers will become available. The fed-
erally-funded plant genome program provides
much of the essential basic research on plant
genetics required to develop new varieties of
commercially important crops through ad-
vanced breeding programs.

For over two decades, the application of
biotechnology has been assessed for safety.
Oversight of agricultural biotechnology in-
cludes both regulatory and nonregulatory
mechanisms that have been developed over
the last five decades for all crop plants and
conventional agricultural systems. Federal reg-
ulation of agricultural biotechnology is guided
by the 1986 Coordinated Framework for Regu-
lation of Biotechnology, which laid out the re-
sponsibilities for the different regulatory agen-
cies, and the 1992 Statement on Scope, which
established the principle that regulation should
focus on the characteristics of the organism,
not the method used to produce it. Three fed-
eral agencies are responsible for regulating
agricultural biotechnology under existing stat-
utes: the U.S. Department of Agriculture
(USDA), which is responsible for ensuring that
new varieties are safe to grow; the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (EPA), which is re-
sponsible for ensuring that new pest-resistant
varieties are safe to grow and consume; and
the Food and Drug Administration (FDA),
which is responsible for ensuring that new va-
rieties are safe to consume.

Although biotechnology has had an uninter-
rupted record of safe use, political activists in
Europe have waged well-funded campaigns to
persuade the public that the products of high-
tech agriculture may be harmful to human
health and the environment. As a result of
these efforts, public confidence in the safety of
agricultural biotechnology has been seriously
undermined in Europe. Many European coun-
tries have established new rules and proce-
dures specifically designed to address “geneti-
cally modified organisms,” and these have
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had a detrimental impact on international trade
in agricultural products.

The controversy over agricultural bio-
technology now has spread to the United
States, the world’'s largest grower of plants
and consumer of foods produced using this
technology. At the core of the debate is food
safety, particularly the possibility that unex-
pected genetic effects could introduce aller-
gens or toxins into the food supply. The use
of antibiotic resistance markers also has been
criticized as dangerous to human health. As a
result, there have been calls for both in-
creased testing and labeling requirements for
foods created using biotechnology.

Environmental concerns also have been
raised. It has been suggested, for example,
that widespread use of plants engineered with
built-in  protection against insect and viral
pests could accelerate the development of
pesticide-resistant insects or could have a
negative impact on populations of beneficial
insects, such as the Monarch butterfly. It also
has been argued that the use of herbicide-tol-
erant plants could increase herbicide use and
that “superweeds” could be developed
through cross-pollination between these plants
and nearby weedy relatives.

Extensive scientific evaluation worldwide
has produced no evidence to support these
claims. Far from causing environmental and
health problems, agricultural biotechnology
has tremendous potential to reduce the envi-
ronmental impact of farming, provide better
nutrition, and help feed a rapidly growing
world population. Crops designed to resist
pests and to tolerate herbicides and environ-
mental stresses, such as freezing tempera-
tures, drought, and high salinity, will make ag-
ricultural more efficient and sustainable by re-
ducing synthetic chemical inputs and pro-
moting no-tillage agricultural practices. Stress-
tolerant crops also will reduce pressure on ir-
replaceable natural resources like rainforests
by opening up presently nonarable lands to
agriculture. Other plants are being developed
that will produce renewable industrial prod-
ucts, such as lubricating oils and biodegrad-
able plastics, and perform bioremediation of
contaminated soils.

Biotechnology will be a key element in the
fight against malnutriton worldwide. Defi-
ciencies of vitamin A and iron, for example,
are very serious health issues in many regions
of the developing world, causing childhood
blindness and maternal anemia in millions of
people who rely on rice as a dietary staple.
Biotechnology has been used to produce a
new strain of rice—Golden Rice—that contains
both vitamin A (by providing its precursor,
beta-carotene) and iron. The Subcommittee
heard about other research aimed at improv-
ing the nutrition of a wide variety of food sta-
ples, such as cassava, corn, rice, and other
cereal grains, that can be a significant help in
the fight for food security in many developing
countries.

The merging of medical and agricultural bio-
technology has opened up new ways to de-
velop plant varieties with characteristics to en-
hance health. Advanced understanding of how
natural  plant substances, known as
phytochemicals, confer protection against can-
cer and other diseases is being used to en-
hance the level of these substances in the
food supply. Work is underway that will deliver
medicines and edible vaccines through com-
mon foods that could be used to immunize in-
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dividuals against a wide variety of enteric and
other infectious diseases. These develop-
ments will have far-reaching implications for
improving human health worldwide, potentially
saving millions of lives in the poorest areas of
the world by providing a simpler medicine pro-
duction and distribution system.

Set against these benefits, however, is the
idea that transferring a gene from one orga-
nism to an unrelated organism using recom-
binant DNA techniques inherently entails
greater risks than traditional cross breeding.
The weight of the scientific evidence leads to
the conclusion that there is nothing to sub-
stantiate scientifically the view that the prod-
ucts of agricultural biotechnology are inher-
ently different or more risky than similar prod-
ucts of conventional breeding.

The overwhelming view of the scientific
community—including the National Academy
of Sciences, the National Research Council,
many professional scientific societies, the Or-
ganization for Economic Cooperation and De-
velopment, the World Health Organization,
and the research scientists who appeared be-
fore the subcommittee—is that risk assess-
ment should focus on the characteristics of the
plant and the environment into which it is to
be introduced, not on the method of genetic
manipulation and the source of the genetic
material transferred. These risk factors apply
equally to traditionally-bred plants.

Years of research and experience dem-
onstrate that plant varieties produced using
biotechnology, and the foods derived from
them, are just as safe as similar varieties pro-
duced using classical plant breeding, and they
may even be safer. Because more is known
about the changes being made and because
common crop varieties with which we have a
broad range of experience are being modified,
plants breeders can answer questions about
safety that cannot be answered for the prod-
ucts of classical breeding techniques.

FDA has adopted a risk-based regulatory
approach consistent with these principles and
with the long history of safe use of genetically-
modified plants and the foods derived from
them. Its policies on voluntary consultation
and labeling are consistent with the scientific
consensus and provide essential public health
protection.

Unlike FDA regulations on food, USDA has
instituted plant pest regulations, and EPA pro-
poses to institute new plant pesticide regula-
tions, that target selectively plants produced
using biotechnology and apply substantive
regulatory requirements to early stages of
plant research and development. These regu-
lations add greatly to the cost of developing
new biotech plant varieties, harming both an
emerging industry and the largely publicly-
funded research base upon which it depends.
Regulations and regulatory proposals that se-
lectively capture the products of biotechnology
should be modified to reflect the scientific con-
sensus that the source of the gene and the
methods used to transfer it are poor indicators
of risk.

In the international area, the United States
should work to ensure that access to existing
markets for agricultural products are main-
tained. The United States should not accept
any international agreements that endorse the
precautionary principle—which asserts that
governments may make political decisions to
restrict a product even in the absence of sci-
entific evidence that a risk exists—and that
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depart from the principle of substantial equiva-
lence adopted by a number of international
bodies.

Finally, the administration, industry, and sci-
entific community have a responsibility to edu-
cate the public and improve the availability of
information on the long record of safe use of
agricultural biotechnology products. This is
critically important to building consumer con-
fidence and ensuring that sound science is
used to make regulatory decisions.

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, | yield the
balance of my time to the gentleman
from California (Mr. THOMAS), chair-
man of the Committee on Ways and
Means.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California (Mr. THOMAS) is
recognized for 1¥> minutes.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me.

When | first came to this Congress, |
was assigned to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. It makes all kinds of sense.
The district | represent in California
produces about $4 billion value-added
from agriculture. 1 have been dealing
with this issue for more than a quarter
of a century.

What we just heard was a total fab-
rication of reality. We have heard
about the green revolution, the at-
tempt to feed more people in the world.
In the old days, they used to take a
plant, put a slit in it, and graft another
portion of the plant onto it. That was
science in those days.

There is fundamentally no difference
to what we now call biotechnology
than understanding the way the world
works, and through science improving
our ability to produce food to feed peo-
ple. Everything else is politics. Some-
how, large corporations get involved,
the desire to sell something to Africa
that Africa does not want.

I was in Africa 3 months ago. They
pleaded with us to help them solve
their problem. The problem is the
Luddites in the world today who do not
want to recognize science. Anybody
who assists the Europeans in their un-
scientific opposition to wanting to do
better with the amount we have is sim-
ply attempting to wreak havoc.

Vote for science. Vote yes.

Mr. HASTERT. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
support of this resolution supporting the Ad-
ministration’s efforts in challenging the Euro-
pean Union’s five-year moratorium on biotech
products. As an original cosponsor, | congratu-
late President Bush and Ambassador Zoellick
for putting American farmers and sound
science first by challenging this illegal trade
ban on genetically modified foods before the
WTO.

Over the last few years, we have seen
country after country implementing protec-
tionist trade policies, like the EU moratorium,
under the cloak of food safety—each one
brought on by emotion, culture, or their own
poor history with food safety regulation.

Simply put, non-tariff protectionism is detri-
mental to the free movement of goods and
services across borders. We all know that free
trade benefits all countries. However, free
trade will be rendered meaningless if it is
short-circuited by non-tariff barriers that are
based on fear and conjecture—not science.
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As the Representative of the 14th District in
lllinois, my district currently covers portions of
eight countries, including four of the top 25
corn-producing counties, and three of the top
50 soybean-producing counties in the nation.
The State of lllinois is the second-largest pro-
ducing state of both corn and soybeans in the
country. Forty percent of this production cur-
rently goes to exports, valued at approximately
$2.7 billion per year.

U.S. agriculture ranks among the top U.S.
industries in export sales. In fact, the industry
generated a $12 billion trade surplus in 2001,
helping mitigate the growing merchandise
trade deficit. It is important to realize that 34
percent of all corn acres and 75 percent of all
soybean acres are genetically modified.

And what exactly are we talking about when
we say “genetically modified?” The EU would
have you believe this is a new and special
type of food, questionable for human con-
sumption. In fact, since the dawn of time,
farmers have been modifying plants to im-
prove yields and create new varieties resistant
to pests and diseases. Why would we want to
snuff out human ingenuity that benefits farm-
ers and consumers alike?

The European Union has had an indefen-
sible moratorium on genetically-modified prod-
ucts in place for five years with no end in
sight. This is a non-tariff barrier based simply
on prejudice and misinformation, not sound
science. In fact, their own scientists agree that
genetically modified foods are safe. Siill, re-
gardless of the overwhelming evidence to the
contrary, bans on genetically modified prod-
ucts continue to persist and multiply—the
worldwide impact has been staggering.

The current EU moratorium on genetically-
modified products has translated into an an-
nual loss of over $300 million in corn exports
for U.S. farmers. More disturbing is the recent
trend in Africa, where several nations have re-
jected U.S. food aid because the shipments
contained biotech corn. This based solely on
the fear that EU countries will not accept their
food exports if genetically modified seeds
spread to domestic crops.

These actions by our trading partners have
consequences. U.S. farmers are already be-
ginning to plant more non-biotech seeds. This
trend will increase farmers’ cost of production
as well as increase the damage from harmful
insects. In fact, the U.S. Environmental Pro-
tection Agency has recently approved a corn
technology that will allow the commercializa-
tion of the first corn designed to control
rootworm—a pest that costs U.S. farmers ap-
proximately $1 billion in lost revenue per year.
It is absurd to think that farmers would not be
able to take advantage of this technology.

Clearly, the long-term impact of these poli-
cies could be disastrous for U.S. farmers in
terms of competitiveness and the ability to
provide food for the world's population. Ad-
dressing world hunger is particularly critical
when approximately 800 million people are
malnourished in the developing world, and an-
other 100 million go hungry each day. Bio-
technology is the answer to this pressing prob-
lem. Farmers can produce better vyields
through drought-tolerant varieties, which are
rich in nutrients and more resistant to insects
and weeds, while those in need reap the ben-
efits.

As you can see, halting or even slowing
down the development of this technology
could have dire consequences for countries
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where populations are growing rapidly and all
arable land is already under cultivation. Official
WTO action will send a clear and convincing
message to the world that prohibitive policies
on biotechnology which are not based on
sound science are illegal.

Hopefully, the WTO will act quickly to re-
solve the Administration’s case on behalf of
American farmers. There's no doubt that the
U.S. and American agriculture go into this bat-
tle with the facts on our side. We simply can-
not allow the free trade of our agriculture prod-
ucts to be restricted by this unfair and unjust
moratorium. After all, the price of inaction is
one we can no longer afford to pay.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, | rise in opposition
to this measure not because | wish to either
support or oppose genetically-modified prod-
ucts. Clearly the production and consumption
of these products is a matter for producers
and consumers to decide for themselves.

| oppose this bill because at its core it is
government intervention—both in our own
markets and in the affairs of foreign inde-
pendent nations. Whether European govern-
ments decide to purchase American products
should not be a matter for the U.S. Congress
to decide. It is a matter for European govern-
ments and the citizens of European Union
member countries. While it may be true that
the European Union acts irrationally in block-
ing the import of genetically-modified products,
the matter is one for European citizens to de-
cide.

Also, this legislation praises U.S. efforts to
use the World Trade Organization to force
open European markets to genetically-modi-
fied products. The WTO is an unelected world
bureaucracy seeking to undermine the sov-
ereignty of nations and peoples. It has nothing
to do with free trade and everything to do with
government- and bureaucrat-managed trade.
Just as it is unacceptable when the WTO de-
mands—at the behest of foreign govern-
ments—that the United States government
raise taxes and otherwise alter the practices of
American private enterprise, it is likewise un-
acceptable when the WTO makes such de-
mands to others on behalf of the United
States. This is not free trade.

Genetically-modified agriculture  products
may well be the wave of the future. They may
provide food for the world's populations and
contribute to the eradication of disease. That
is something we certainly hope for and for
which we will all applaud should it prove to be
the case. But, again, this legislation is not
about that. That is why | must oppose this bill.

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
qualified support of this measure.

I am a proponent of genetically
modified (GM) food, and firmly believe
that its continued implementation and
use provides a number of important
benefits for the American farmer and
worldwide consumers. Furthermore, |
believe we are legally correct and justi-
fied in asking the World Trade Organi-
zation (WTO) to impose penalties on
the EU for maintaining a moratorium
on import permits for genetically
modified crops in violation of its rules.

However, | fear that our govern-
ment’s efforts will have the unintended
consequence of wreaking havoc on the
current WTO trade discussions. As we
all know, the U.S. farmer would benefit
much more if, in the current Doha
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Round of the WTO, the EU nations
agreed to slash the generous agri-
culture subsidy assistance they provide
their farmers.

According to a recent Organization
for Economic Cooperation and Develop-
ment (OECD), an international organi-
zation that seeks to help governments
tackle the economic, social, and gov-
ernance challenges of a globalized
economy, in 2002, the EU provided
$112.6 billion in agricultural subsidies
to their farmers. This amount totals
approximately 1.3 percent of the EU
GDP. Compare this staggering number
with that of the United States, which
generously provided in 2002 $90.3 billion
(0.9 percent of our GDP) to farmers in
the form of agricultural subsidies, and
you can easily see why reform of do-
mestic agricultural policy and world-
wide agricultural trade liberalization
is much needed.

In addition to fighting this impor-
tant fight on GM foods today, the Ad-
ministration and Congress need to hold
the Europeans’ feet to the fire on re-
forming their domestic agriculture pol-
icy and making their country more
open to imported goods. The Doha
Round was devised to accomplish these
two objectives.

Moreover, the U.S.’s policy on GM
foods must not just single out Europe.
In an article, which appeared in yester-
day’s The Wall Street Journal, many
U.S. soybean traders are accusing the
Chinese of impeding soybean imports
due to the failure of various inspection
permits. The article continues by stat-
ing, ““China last week announced it will
extend to April 20, 2004, strict regula-
tions on crops containing genetically
modified organisms that had been set
to expire September 20th.”

Thus, the question that needs to be
asked—Is China moving toward closing
its borders in perpetuity on import per-
mits for genetically modified crops?
Will the U.S. government file a similar
petition against the Chinese govern-
ment? If so, when? If not, why not?
After all, under commitments China
made when it became a member of the
WTO in December 2001, it must open its
market to agricultural products.

Mr. Speaker, | will support this reso-
lution and encourage my colleagues to
do likewise—but | suggest more sub-
stantive work be done to reform do-
mestic agricultural policy and world-
wide agricultural trade liberalization
policies that currently stand in the
way of sustainability and prosperity of
our farmers.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
of House Resolution 252. This important reso-
lution expresses the House of Representa-
tives’ supports for American efforts within the
World Trade Organization (WTO) to end the
European Union’s unfair trade practices re-
garding agriculture biotechnology. These trade
practices are protectionist and discriminatory,
and have been in place the past five years.

In 2001, the United States and other indus-
trialized countries produced almost 109 million
acres of genetically modified foods. These
foods are modified, safely, to reduce the appli-
cation of pesticides, reduce soil erosion and
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create an environment more hospitable to
wildlife. These foods are resilient and can
grow in areas often inhospitable to agriculture.
Genetically modified foods hold great promise
in alleviating hunger in developing areas of the
world.

The European Union, acting without sci-
entific basis, enacted a moratorium on geneti-
cally modified foods in October 1998. Since
then, this moratorium has blocked more than
$300 million annually in American corn exports
to countries in the European Union. This ac-
tion has had a damaging effect on agricultural
exports from the United States, particularly
from lowa.

Allow me to describe the devastating effect
this action has had on many developing coun-
tries in Africa. Earlier this year, | traveled to
several nations in sub-Saharan Africa. | met
people trying to help themselves with their
own hard work, and through the humanitarian
efforts of the United States and other nations.
Far too many people in Africa depend on food
from other countries, and far too many are
starving. Genetically modified food could with-
stand the intolerant climate and harsh growing
landscapes common in the area. But because
of fear about future exports to Europe, these
African nations have held back from a wonder-
ful opportunity to promote agriculture in their
own nations. Just last year, humanitarian food
aid sent to Africa from the United States was
rejected. Mr. Speaker, this is wrong.

lowa is America’s second-largest agriculture
exporter, sending $3.2 billion worth of com-
modities and value-added products overseas.
There is much promise in using biotechnology
to change to the face of agriculture. Bio-
technology is now being researched to create
custom-made pharmaceuticals and renewable
ingredients for industrial use. The cities of Wa-
terloo and Davenport in my district are working
to make value-added agriculture the driving
force of their economic growth. They are mak-
ing significant investments to reach this end. It
is clear that continued research and produc-
tion is needed to make these investments pay
off for these communities and the rest of the
Midwest.

Mr. Speaker, we took a tremendous step
forward by granting the President trade pro-
motion authority. As the U.S. begins to nego-
tiate trade agreements with this authority, it is
critical we demonstrate that protectionist and
discriminatory practices, like those used by the
EU, will not be tolerated. the U.S. must now
take further action within the WTO. | applaud
the President and the U.S. Trade Representa-
tive’s interest in taking action on this critical
issue now. Accordingly, | urge passage of this
resolution supporting Administration efforts
through the WTO.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, | cau-
tiously approach my colleagues’ zealous con-
cern about the European Union’s long-stand-
ing moratorium on agriculture and biotech
products. The World Trade Organization
agreement does recognize that countries are
entitled to regulate crops and food products to
protect health and the environment. However,
WTO members must have sufficient evidence
for their regulations and must operate ap-
proval procedures without “undue delay.” The
EU’s current moratorium lacks sufficient jus-
tification and at 5 years has reached a point
of undue delay.

At the same time, consumers have a right to
know what they are eating and the food indus-
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try should remain transparent and account-
able. | fully support labeling and a comprehen-
sive paper trail that would ensure that con-
sumers are aware when they are purchasing
genetically modified ingredients.

| am more cautious than the Bush adminis-
tration on this issue, but also feel the Euro-
pean Union’s moratorium is extreme. | support
this resolution in the spirit of fair trade, but
urge my colleagues and the administration to
not interfere with consumer awareness to be
gained by labeling and industry transparency.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
has expired.

The question is on the motion offered
by the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
CAMP) that the House suspend the rules
and agree to the resolution, House Res-
olution 252, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, on that | de-
mand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———————

RECOGNIZING SCIENTIFIC SIGNIFI-
CANCE OF SEQUENCING OF
HUMAN GENOME AND EXPRESS-
ING SUPPORT FOR GOALS AND
IDEALS OF HUMAN GENOME
MONTH AND DNA DAY

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, | move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 110)
recognizing the sequencing of the
human genome as one of the most sig-
nificant scientific accomplishments of
the past 100 years and expressing sup-
port for the goals and ideals of Human
Genome Month and DNA Day.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. REs. 110

Whereas April 25, 2003, will be the 50th an-
niversary of the publication of the descrip-
tion of the double-helix structure of
deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) in Nature mag-
azine by James D. Watson and Francis H.C.
Crick, which is considered by many sci-
entists to be one of the most significant sci-
entific discoveries of the twentieth century;

Whereas their discovery launched a field of
inquiry that explained how DNA carries bio-
logical information in the genetic code and
how this information is duplicated and
passed from generation to generation, form-
ing the stream of life that connects us all to
our ancestors and to our descendants;

Whereas this field of inquiry in turn was
crucial to the founding and continued
growth of the field of biotechnology, which
has led to historic scientific and economic
advances for the world, advances in which
the people of the United States have played
a leading role and from which they have re-
alized significant benefits;

Whereas, in April 2003, the international
Human Genome Project will achieve essen-
tial completion of the finished reference se-
quence of the human genome, which carries
all the biological information needed to con-
struct the human form;
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Whereas the Human Genome Project will
be completed ahead of schedule and under
budget;

Whereas all data from the Human Genome
Project is provided free of charge to the pub-
lic as soon as it is available;

Whereas the sequencing of the human ge-
nome has already fostered biomedical re-
search discoveries that have led to improve-
ments in human health;

Whereas the Human Genome Project has
provided an exemplary model for social re-
sponsibility in scientific research, by devot-
ing significant resources to studying the eth-

ical, legal, and social implications of the
project;
Whereas, in April 2003, the National

Human Genome Research Institute of the
National Institutes of Health will publish a
new plan for genomic research;

Whereas this new plan will establish prior-
ities for the future of genomic research, pre-
dict future developments in understanding
heredity, and serve as a guide in applying
this knowledge to improve human health;
and

Whereas the National Human Genome Re-
search Institute has designated April 2003 as
“Human Genome Month” in celebration of
the completion of the sequencing of the
human genome and April 25, 2003, as ‘““DNA
Day’’ in celebration of the 50th anniversary
of the publication of the description of the
structure of DNA on April 25, 1953: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Congress—

(1) recognizes the sequencing of the human
genome as one of the most significant sci-
entific accomplishments of the past one hun-
dred years;

(2) honors the 50th anniversary of the out-
standing accomplishment of describing the
structure of DNA, the essential completion
of the sequencing of the human genome in
April 2003, and the development a plan for
the future of genomics;

(3) supports the goals and ideals of Human
Genome Month and DNA Day; and

(4) encourages schools, museums, cultural
organizations, and other educational institu-
tions in the United States to recognize
Human Genome Month and DNA Day with
appropriate programs and activities centered
on human genomics, using information and
materials provided through the National
Human Genome Research Institute and other
sources.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on House concurrent resolution 110.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of
House Concurrent Resolution 110, a
concurrent resolution recognizing the
sequencing of the human genome as
one of the most significant scientific
accomplishments of the past 100 years
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and expressing support for the goals
and ideals of Human Genome Month
and DNA Day.

This legislation, introduced by our
colleague, the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), was unani-
mously approved by the Committee on
Energy and Commerce on April 30 of
this year.
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April 2003 marked the 50th anniver-
sary of a momentous achievement in
biology: James Watson and Francis
Crick’s Nobel Prize-winning descrip-
tion of the double helix structure of
DNA. In addition, this past April we
celebrated the culmination one of the
most important scientific projects in
history, the sequencing of the human
genome.

The science and technology of
genomics have become the foundation
of research and biotechnology for the
21st century. In addition, health care
has undergone phenomenal changes,
driven in part by the Human Genome
Project and accompanying advances in
human genetics. While these advances
will certainly present a myriad of chal-
lenges for policymakers, | feel con-
fident that this information will truly
revolutionize the practice of medicine
and greatly improve our quality of life.

Mr. Speaker, | urge Members to sup-
port passage of H. Con. Res. 110.

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

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as |1 may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, | thank my friend, the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) for his good work and biparti-
sanship and thank my colleague, the
gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
SLAUGHTER) for authoring H. Con. Res.
110.

I rise in support of this resolution
and recognize its two major advance-
ments in public health: The 50th anni-
versary of the discovery of the double
helix structure of DNA and the comple-
tion recently of the Human Genome
Project.

Fifty years ago, Dr. James Watson
and Dr. Francis Crick published a
structure of DNA. It is likely that nei-
ther of these scientists fully under-
stood the enormous impact that their
discovery would have on our Nation’s
public health, from historic advances
to disease diagnosis to life-saving med-
icine to reform of our everyday vocabu-
lary. Their scientific discovery laid the
groundwork for another milestone of
the evolution of science; that is, the
completion of the Human Genome
Project ahead of schedule and under
budget.

While the investment in this project
was modest in some ways by U.S.
standards, the return promises to be
extraordinary. Doctors will have tools
to assess diseases in terms of their
causes, not just their symptoms. An
entire genome of an organism can be
known in a matter of weeks or months,
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not years or decades. Scientists will
begin to know why some people and
not others get sick from certain infec-
tions or environmental exposures.

We can only begin to imagine what
this means for health care delivery.
Clearly, being asked by your family
doctor about your family history will
take on a whole new meaning. The
Human Genome Project will strength-
en the roots of innovation, foster to-
morrow’s breakthrough discoveries:
discoveries like that of Dr. Watson and
Dr. Crick which offer every person the
opportunity of a longer, healthier life.

With genetics and the burgeoning
fields of genomics, we have truly
moved into a new era. Already friends
and loved ones benefit from what we
have learned about genetic links to di-
abetes, Alzheimer’s disease, breast and
ovarian cancer, colorectal cancer, cys-
tic fibrosis, and Huntington’s disease
and others. We should not overlook the
impact this investment has on the pub-
lic health infrastructure as whole.
When we invest in research, we are also
investing in education.

The NIH reports that Ph.D. faculty
at U.S. med schools has increased by
double digits as a result of the Federal
investment in research. These discov-
eries raise important policy issues, to
be sure, like the importance of strong
genetic nondiscrimination policies.

My colleague, the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), the spon-
sor of this resolution, has introduced
legislation to address the potential
abuse of genetic information by insur-
ers and by employers. That is a real
issue. That is one we absolutely in this
body have a duty to address.

Genomics offers exciting opportuni-
ties to strengthen our public health
system and can take us into a new era
of health and health care. I am pleased
to be a sponsor of the Slaughter resolu-
tion and | urge my colleagues to join
me in applauding the legion of talented
scientists who significantly contrib-
uted to these achievements.

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. STEARNS).

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

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, | thank
my distinguished chairman of the Sub-
committee on Health of the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of H.
Con. Res. 110, a resolution commending
the completion of the sequencing of the
human genome and the 50th anniver-
sary of the description of the double
helix which makes up the DNA.

As past chairman of the Task Force
on Health Care and Genetic Privacy, |
think we need to commend the folks at
NIH for their outpouring of work. As
someone who studied science myself as
a former electrical engineer, | stand in
awe of the frontier that we are starting
to move into with genetics.
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As many of us know, genetics is the
study of single genes and their effects
on human health. Genomics is a rel-
atively new field of scientific research
that includes not only the study of sin-
gle genes but also the functions and
interaction of all genes that comprise a
genome.

The human genome is a collection of
about 35,000 genes that give rise to life.
Each gene is made up of a series of base
pairs, tiny DNA units denoted by A, C,
T, and G. There are about 3.12 billion of
these genetic letters. Spanning nearly
two decades, the Human Genome
Project is the international research
effort to determine the sequencing of
all these genetic letters or, as we like
to call it, a genetic blueprint for hu-
mans.

Congress invested significant tax dol-
lars, primarily at the National Insti-
tutes of Health, just to advance this
project. And we did so here in Con-
gress, because the human genome find-
ings will pave the way for what we
hope will be a breakthrough of infor-
mation on the new ways to prevent
and, of course, cure diseases.

I think we are just beginning to see
the results of this investment. Just as
scientists have decoded the genetic
map that defines us as human beings,
we will now need to decipher how well
the Federal bureaucracy is working to
advance this promising area of
genomics research.

Genomics research transcends every
institute and center at NIH. It has im-
plications for how we study every dis-
ease. Two short weeks ago, the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce held a
hearing to learn more about genomics
research. At that time, members had
the opportunity to hear from the lead-
ing scientists in the world about this
research. We also learned that we are
right on track with a new project un-
derway to ensure that our investments
at the National Institutes of Health are
fully maximized.

As the authorizing committee at
NIH, the Committee on Energy and
Commerce is conducting an extensive
review to determine how well NIH is
advancing medical research. All of us
have been touched by someone afflicted
with a disease.

In my district of Jacksonville, Flor-
ida, a collaborative NIH study between
the Mayo Clinic and Shands Hospital is
leading the charge for screening for the
gene that leads to strokes.

Just last year, NIH began its first
phase of a clinical trial on a drug com-
pound that has shown promise in ad-
dressing the most life-threatening
symptoms of ataxia, a heart condition.
Because of these answers in sequencing
of the human genome, more progress
has been made in understanding the
underlying mechanism of this disorder
than in the previous 133 years.

Research advances like this mean
something real to patients. It is the
hope that they are looking for when
they need all the courage they can
muster to fight a debilitating disease.
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So today we pay tribute to a major sci-
entific achievement. Let us keep work-
ing to speed forward more achieve-
ments like this to bring hope to all pa-
tients that are suffering from diseases
throughout the world.

It is our responsibility to ensure that
NIH is held accountable on behalf of
our patients. It is our responsibility to
remove barriers that unnecessarily
delay the incredible progress we are
making in improving human health.

We were just beginning. So | encour-
age all of my colleagues to assist our
effort in this great task. | encourage
my colleagues to vote for H. Con. Res.
110. It is altogether appropriate for us
to pay tribute today to the outstanding
accomplishments of our Nation’s sci-
entists in this groundbreaking achieve-
ment of sequencing the human genome.
These same scientists will lead the way
with an even bigger project: deter-
mining how to translate the outline of
the human genome into real public
health solutions.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker |
yield 4 minutes to the gentlewoman
from the Virgin Islands  (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN).

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentleman for yielding me
time.

Mr. Speaker, | rise this afternoon
also in support of H. Con. Res. 110 and
to recognize what is perhaps the great-
est scientific endeavor of the 21st cen-
tury, the Human Genome Project,
which will forever change the way med-
icine is practiced and research is con-
ducted. Moreover, it has important im-
plications for how we look at and de-
fine each other.

The practical consequences of the
emergence of this new field are widely
apparent. ldentification of the genes
responsible for certain human diseases,
once a staggering task requiring large
research teams and many years of hard
work and an uncertain outcome, can
now be routinely accomplished in a few
weeks.

This discovery also holds out new
hope for wellness for African Ameri-
cans and other minority populations.
Sickle cell disease was the first genet-
ics disease to be identified but needs
more effort and resources devoted to-
wards a cure.

I want to take this opportunity to
applaud Howard University’s College of
Medicine who, just a few weeks ago,
announced a partnership with First Ge-
netic Trust, Inc., to develop the first-
ever massive data bank of DNA of indi-
viduals of African descent. Called the
Genomic Research in the African Dias-
pora Biobank or GRAD Biobank, the
data will advance the study of genetic
and biological bases for differential dis-
ease risk, progression, and drug re-
sponse.

But beyond deciphering what the
human genome will do for science, it
gives us new understanding of the mo-
lecular processes underlying disease
and disease susceptibility, and it opens
heretofore unknown doors that take us
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beyond treatment to the correction of
the origins of disease. This discovery
can also be a defining moment in
human history for other reasons.

As Dr. Georgia Dunston, the Director
of the National Human Genome Center
at Howard University, pointed out at
our health braintrust meeting a few
years ago, this monumental discovery
also challenges the current paradigm of
race and ethnicity and all that follows
from those concepts, because in her
words, ‘““The most salient feature of
human identity at the sequence level is
variation. Human genome sequence
variation dispels the myth of a major-
ity.”

Anthropologists, Dr. Dunston told us,
have estimated that less than 1 percent
of the total gene pool code for the
phenotypic characteristics, such as
eye, hair and skin color, is what is used
to classify human populations, in other
words, to divide us.

Whether or not African American or
Hispanic American, Anglo or White
American, Native American, Asian/Pa-
cific Islander or Alaskan Native, it
turns out that we are 99 percent alike.

So as we celebrate Human Genome
Month and DNA Day, in addition to fo-
cusing on what this discovery will do
to ensure that all populations are
knowledgable about the science under-
pinning the HGP and have the oppor-
tunity to participate in various ways,
such as becoming research scientists,
research participants and policy-
makers, it is also important for every-
one to be informed about the Human
Genome Project and understand the
ethical, legal, and social implications
resulting from genetics and genomics
research.

Through our continued efforts to
educate ourselves, to reach out to our
communities, and to communicate our
fears, needs, and responsibilities, we as
government policymakers have the
best opportunity to have genetics and
science improve the quality of life for
all Americans and make this a better
country.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, | re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, let me join in with the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS)
and the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
BROwWN) for their wisdom in bringing
this legislation to the floor, and cer-
tainly to the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. SLAUGHTER) who | enthu-
siastically join, along with the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. TAUZIN)
and the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
DINGELL) on this important legislative
initiative.

H. Con. Res. 110 is a resolution that
helps to educate our colleagues but
also it speaks truth to the American
people. As a member of the House Com-
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mittee on Science, we spent many,
many hours on the question of the
human genome and the Human Genome
Project in particular. Recognizing the
sequencing of the human genome as
one of the most significant scientific
accomplishments of the past 100 years
and expressing support of the goals and
ideals of the Human Genome Month
and DNA Day really is a statement
about life.
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It is a statement about the ability of
the new science to be able, Mr. Speak-
er, to create life where there is none, to
create better improved health where
that was not a possibility 10, 15 or 50
years ago.

It is crucial as the human genome
project achieves its essential comple-
tion of the finished reference sequence
of the human genome that carries all
of the biological information needed
that we begin to utilize this project;
and one of the challenges that we have
in this Congress is the whole question
of human cloning. It is important not
to equate these projects and this re-
search and human genome work and
DNA with the idea of the creation of a
human being.

It is important now as we have begun
or understand the sequence that we
allow this project to grow and to be
utilized to help us determine the cures
for diseases such as Parkinson’s, Alz-
heimer’s disease, diabetes, stroke, and,
yes, HIV/AIDS. The more we under-
stand about the human being and its
makeup, the more we can create a bet-
ter way of life.

We well know of our renowned fiction
character Superman, who is no longer
a superman in real life, who is trying
time after time with a number of ef-
forts to find the cure for those who suf-
fer spinal injuries, some of the most
devastating injuries that we will face.
As we look to the wounded who will be
coming home from the war in Iraq and
Afghanistan, they will be coming home
with major injuries, some continuing
to be life-threatening. The greater
knowledge of our ability to be able to
respond to those kinds of devastating
injuries, although they are not by dis-
ease but by devastating injuries, phys-
ical injuries through weapons, the bet-
ter off we will be. The more we can find
a way to determine and fight against
the war against bioterrorism, the bet-
ter off we will be.

This is an excellent resolution, Mr.
Speaker, because it educates my col-
leagues and educates the public.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 4% minutes to the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), spon-
sor of this resolution who has showed
particular interest in the issue of non-
discrimination of genetics.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentleman for yielding me
the time.

I rise in strong support of H. Con.
Res. 110, a resolution that | was pleased
to author with my colleagues, the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. TAUZIN),
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the chairman of the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce; and the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. DINGELL), the
ranking member.

This resolution recognizes a set of
milestones in the history of human sci-
entific endeavors. In April of 1953, two
young scientists by the names of
James Watson and Francis Crick pub-
lished an article in the journal ‘“‘Na-
ture” describing the structure of a
molecule known as deoxyribonucleic
acid, or DNA. In doing so, they opened
the doors to an entirely new field of re-
search that explained the information
carrying the genetic code and the way
it is duplicated, translated, and acti-
vated.

This field of research culminated 2
months ago with the announcement
that the next generation of scientists
had completed a full map of the human
genome. Every one of the 3 billion base
pairs in a strand of human DNA has
been identified. This singular achieve-
ment is the result of more than a dec-
ade of concerted planning, inter-
national cooperation, and single-mind-
ed dedication to the cause. It is a sci-
entific accomplishment of the highest
order, emblematic of the advances in
human knowledge of which we are ca-
pable when we work together across all
divisions.

When the human genome project was
initiated, the technology to carry it
through did not exist. It was invented
as the research sped along. Congress, to
its credit, considered this endeavor
worthy of funding and had faith in our
scientists’ ability to achieve it. It was,
therefore, also a stunning example of
the vision and good of which our gov-
ernment is capable.

H. Con. Res. 110 expresses the sense of
the U.S. Congress that we recognize
these achievements for the historical
landmarks that they are. The resolu-
tion also lends its support to the des-
ignation of April as Human Genome
Month and April 25 as DNA Day. Fur-
thermore, it encourages schools, muse-
ums, cultural organizations, and other
educational organizations to recognize
the dates with appropriate programs
and activities.

Even though the resolution does not
specifically do so, | would be remiss if
I did not take this opportunity to com-
mend the individual who has directed
the human genome projects since 1993,
my good friend, Dr. Francis Collins. Dr.
Collins began his career as a brilliant
scientist, a pioneer in the field of ge-
netics and discoverer of the gene for
cystic fibrosis. He has continue his ca-
reer, however, as a brilliant adminis-
trator, a truly remarkable progression.

Under his leadership, the human ge-
nome project has been completed under
budget and ahead of schedule. Dr. Col-
lins guided and shaped the initiative
for a full decade, bringing it to fru-
ition. Our Nation, and indeed, our
world, owe him a debt of gratitude.

I am pleased the leadership has
agreed to consider this resolution
today, and | urge my colleagues to sup-
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port it. I would also, however, like to
urge the body to take up a far more ur-
gent piece of legislation on the subject
of genetics, which is the Genetic Non-
discrimination in Health Insurance and
Employment Act.

The resolution before us today recog-
nizes the immense benefit which the
mapping of the human genome may
have for us. The Genetic Non-
discrimination Act would forestall the
darker consequences that could arise
through this new technology. We must
not allow the potential advances in
human health to be stifled because
Americans fear that their genetic in-
formation may be used against them.

I urge the leadership to take up and
pass the Genetic Nondiscrimination in
Health Insurance and Employee Act as
quickly as possible.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentleman from Florida for
his good work on this bill, and | yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, | ap-
preciate the cooperation of the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN). He has
always been very cooperative. This is
an illustration of bipartisanship at
work and all the work obviously of the
gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
SLAUGHTER).

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, every day we
wake up and are faced with new discoveries.
We read about the depths of space that we
can only now see with the Hubble Telescope.
We learn about tremendous achievement in
nanotechnology, like the printing of a Bible
that can fit on a pencil eraser. We have been
to the moon and back, landed robots on Mars
and cured diseases that have plagued man-
kind for millennia. Yet, Mr. Speaker, in this lit-
any of great achievements one that stands out
above all, is to have learned the very vocabu-
lary of life, to have mapped the entire human
genome.

| rise today in support of this resolution and
to recognize that the sequencing of the human
genome is indeed one of the greatest scientific
accomplishments of the past one hundred
years, indeed of all of history.

But Mr. Speaker, | rise with special pride
because of Long Island’s unique contribution
in the quest to map the genome. Much of the
work to sequence the genome took place at
Cold Spring Harbor Lab on Long lIsland, and
in particular, by a brilliant scientist | am privi-
leged to know: Dr. James Watson.

Dr. Watson, along with Francis Crick, dis-
covered the structure of DNA. For this accom-
plishment they shared the 1962 Nobel Prize in
Physiology of Medicine with Maurice Wilkins.
Their revolutionary concept was that the DNA
molecule takes the shape of a double helix,
and elegantly simple structure that resembles
a gently twisted ladder.

Mr. Speaker, my children learn about the
double helix today in science class. We take
it for granted. We watch Law and Order and
CSI and hear about DNA testing and we go to
the doctor to find out if we have a genetic
marker for a specific disease.

Yet we almost never stop to think about this
phenomenal breakthrough. It is amazing that
in fewer than fifty years we have come so far.
We should all be very proud that this achieve-
ment occurred here in the United States, a
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testament to our ongoing strengths, continuing
leadership in science and technology.

The human genome provides us with the
most basic information of life. What we do with
that information is up to us. Dr. Watson and
his colleagues have gotten us this far. It is my
hope, that through efforts like Human Genome
Month and DNA Day, our young people will be
inspired to make the great scientific leaps of
tomorrow—applying the genetic map to con-
quering dreaded diseases and improving the
quality of life on our planet.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of H. Con. Res. 110, a resolu-
tion that | was pleased to author with my col-
leagues, Energy and Commerce Committee
Chairman TAuzIN and Ranking Member DIN-
GELL.

This resolution recognizes a set of mile-
stones in the history of human scientific en-
deavors. In April 1953, two young scientists by
the name of James Watson and Francis Crick
published an article in the journal Nature de-
scribing the structure of a molecule known as
deoxyribonucleic acid, or DNA. In doing so,
they opened the doors to an entirely new field
of research—that exploring the information
carried in the genetic code and the way it is
duplicated, translated, and activated.

This field of research culminated two
months ago with the announcement that the
next generation of scientists had completed a
full map of the human genome. Every one of
the three billion base pairs in a string of
human DNA has been identified. This singular
achievement is the result of more than a dec-
ade of concerted planning, international co-
operation, and single-minded dedication to the
cause. It is a scientific accomplishment of the
highest order, emblematic of the advances in
human knowledge of which we were capable
when we work together across all divisions.

When the Human Genome Project was initi-
ated, the technology to carry it through did not
exist. It was invented as the research sped
along. Congress, to its credit, considered this
endeavor worthy of funding and had faith in
our scientists’ ability to achieve it. It was,
therefore, also a stunning example of the vi-
sion and good of which our government is ca-
pable.

H. Con. Res. 110 expresses the sense of
the U.S. Congress that we recognize these
achievements for the historical landmarks they
are. The resolution also lends its support to
the designation of April as Human Genome
Month and April 25 as DNA Day. Furthermore,
it encourages schools, museums, cultural or-
ganizations, and other educational institutions
to recognize these dates with appropriate pro-
grams and activities.

Even though the resolution does not specifi-
cally do so, | would be remiss if | did not take
this opportunity to commend the individual
who has directed the Human Genome Project
since 1993: my good friend, Dr. Francis Col-
lins. Dr. Collins began his career as a brilliant
scientist, a pioneer in the field of genetics, and
discoverer of the gene for cystic fibrosis. He
has continued his career, however, as a bril-
liant administrator—a truly remarkable pro-
gression. Under his leadership, the Human
Genome Project has been completed under
budget and ahead of schedule. Dr. Collins
guided and shaped the initiative for a full dec-
ade, bringing it to fruition. Our nation, and in-
deed our world, owe him a debt of gratitude.

| am pleased that the leadership has agreed
to consider this resolution today, and | urge
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my colleagues to support it. | would also, how-
ever, like to urge this body to take up a far
more urgent piece of legislation on the subject
of genetics: the Genetic Nondiscrimination in
Health Insurance and Employment Act. The
resolution before us today recognizes the im-
mense benefit which the mapping of the
human genome may have for us. The Genetic
Nondiscrimination Act would forestall the dark-
er consequences that could arise from this
new technology. We must not allow the poten-
tial advances in human health to be stifled be-
cause Americans fear that their genetic infor-
mation will be used against them. | urge the
leadership to take up and pass the Genetic
Nondiscrimination in Health Insurance and
Employment Act as quickly as possible.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, | have
no further speakers; and | yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NETHERCUTT). The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution, H. Con. Res. 110.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, on
that | demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

—————

PATSY TAKEMOTO MINK POST
OFFICE BUILDING

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 2030) to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 120 Baldwin Avenue in Paia,
Maui, Hawaii, as the ““Patsy Takemoto
Mink Post Office Building™.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2030

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. PATSY TAKEMOTO MINK POST OF-
FICE BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 120
Baldwin Avenue in Paia, Maui, Hawaii, shall
be known and designated as the ‘‘Patsy
Takemoto Mink Post Office Building”.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNy reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the Patsy Takemoto Mink
Post Office Building.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) and the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. RoOs-
LEHTINEN).

GENERAL LEAVE
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
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bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 2030.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to be part of
the consideration of H.R. 2030, a bill in-
troduced by the distinguished gen-
tleman from Hawaii (Mr. CASE), that
designates the postal facility in Paia,
Maui, Hawaii, as the Patsy Takemoto
Mink Post Office Building.

Mr. Speaker, Congresswoman Patsy
Mink was a devoted public servant and
a friend to all who served here in the
House. She was a passionate represent-
ative for her Hawaiian constituents for
26 years, despite having to make the 10-
hour flight home almost every week-
end. For that alone, she deserves com-
mendation.

Congresswoman Mink was a par-
ticular advocate of health, education,
and civil rights issues during her ten-
ure in the House; but her career was
perhaps best known for her tireless
work for gender equality. Congress-
woman Mink authored the Women’s
Education Equity Act, and she was a
coauthor of the original title IX legis-
lation. She was an esteemed member of
the Committee on Government Reform,
the committee that just last month
passed by voice vote this bill that hon-
ors her. | am pleased that this bill has
now come up for consideration by the
whole House.

Congresswoman Patsy Mink sadly
passed away last September 28 during
her 13th congressional term. Patsy
Mink won her first election to the
House in 1964 and only two current
Members of this body were first elected
earlier. A long congressional career
never took the spring out of her exu-
berant step or the warmth from her
caring heart; and even after her pass-
ing, her remarkable service in this
House for the people of Hawaii and this
entire Nation will certainly never be
forgotten.

Mr. Speaker, | urge all Members to
support the passage of H.R. 2030 that
honors the life and career of Congress-
woman Patsy Mink. | congratulate my
colleague, the gentleman from Hawaii,
for introducing this meaningful and
important legislation.

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as | might con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
House Committee on Government Re-
form, 1 am pleased to join my col-
league, the gentlewoman from Florida
(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN), in consideration
of H.R. 2030, which names a postal fa-
cility after the late Congresswoman
Patsy Mink.

H.R. 2030, which was introduced by
the gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. CASE)
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on May 8, 2003, has met the committee
policy and has been cosponsored by
more than just the State delegation.
The bill currently lists 115 cosponsors,
truly a testament to the accomplish-
ments of our late colleague, the Honor-
able Patsy Mink, who sadly passed
away on September 28, 2002.

Congresswoman Mink was first elect-
ed to Congress in 1964 and served until
1976. She took a 1l4-year hiatus from na-
tional politics and returned to her con-
gressional seat in 1990, where she re-
mained unto her death in 2002.

Congresswoman Mink served on the
Committee on Government Reform for
a year in 1991 before being assigned to
the House Committee on the Budget.
She returned to our committee in 1999
where she served until her death last
year. As a distinguished member of the
Committee on Government Reform,
Congresswoman Mink was committed
to writing important legislation, such
as the bill that would increase the
mandatory retirement age of law en-
forcement officials.

As a member of the House Committee
on Education and the Workforce, Con-
gresswoman Mink fought hard for the
rights of women and children. She co-
sponsored title 1X, the Early Childhood
Education Act and the Women’s Edu-
cational Equity Act.

During her last few years in Con-
gress, Congresswoman Mink continued
to work on such important issues as
immigration, Social Security, and
health care. Throughout her brilliant
career, the Congresswoman provided
the strong voice to those who needed
one. Her accomplishments will con-
tinue to benefit Americans for genera-
tions to come. It is only fitting that we
share our gratitude by honoring her in
this manner.

I would also urge my colleagues to
remember our late colleague as a fight-
er for children and the working class. |
note she would have joined us in our
push to bring the child tax credit bill
to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, | would like to com-
mend my colleague, the gentleman
from Hawaii (Mr. CAse), for honoring
Patsy Mink with the postal designa-
tion. | would also like to thank the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Tom
DAvis), the chairman, and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. WAXMAN),
the ranking member, for moving this
bill to the House floor and Anne Stew-
art of the gentleman from Hawaii’s
(Mr. CASE) staff for her hard work.

I urge swift passage of this bill.

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

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
have no further speakers at this mo-
ment. Therefore, | will reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Hawaii (Mr. CASE), the author of this
legislation.

(Mr. CASE asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, | thank both
of my colleagues for their very fine
comments.

Mr. Speaker, just 9 months ago, in
the middle of her campaign for a 13th
House term, a campaign which she
most certainly would have won re-
soundingly and, in fact, did win post-
humously, the late United States Rep-
resentative Patsy Takemoto Mink was
tragically lost to her beloved Hawaii,
this Congress, our country, and our
world.

The days, weeks, and months that
followed witnessed a massive out-
pouring of first shock and disbelief,
then sorrow and regret and, finally, re-
membrance and gratitude for this sin-
gular life.

As just a few representative exam-
ples, we had a deeply moving memorial
service in the U.S. Capitol here as well
as in the Hawaii State capitol back in
Hawaii attended by many of our col-
leagues here.

This House published a beautiful me-
morial volume that memorialized the
many eulogies given to Mrs. Mink on
this floor and a volume for which 1
want to relay the deep gratitude of the
Mink family, husband John, daughter
Wendy, brother Eugene.

The students at the University of Ha-
waii Law School Richardson School of
Law, on their own initiative, created
and funded the Patsy Mink Memorial
Fellowship for the purpose of providing
an internship here in the U.S. Congress
each year to a person in Mrs. Mink’s
liking.
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I am very proud to say the first Mink
fellow, Van Luong, joined my office
last week, and she reminds me a lot of
Mrs. Mink.

There also were and continue to be a
multitude of testimonials on her last-
ing legislative accomplishments, and |
want to leave to the colleagues that
come after me to document those one
more time because they know better
than | do what she accomplished here.

But maybe what struck me the most,
when | went out to campaign to take
over the representation that she had so
well provided to the Second Congres-
sional District in what is still to this
day referred to as Patsy Mink’s seat,
the testimonies from the ordinary peo-
ple, the people that she touched during
her life, the people that she rep-
resented, like the longtime friend in
Lihue who was sick and who Patsy vis-
ited in the hospital just 2 days before
she went into the hospital herself; like
the taro farmers in Kipahulu on Maui,
they wanted to show her their lo’i, and
the only way for her to do that was to
put on boots and walk out there in a
very remote part of our district, and
she did that. And the pig hunter in
Waimen on the Big Island; he had an
issue, and the only way to show her
what that issue was was to take her
into the forest where he lived. She
went.

These testimonials are the testi-
monies that really count, but they can
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really only give testament to the fact
that her remembrances are her best
legacy. But it is entirely appropriate
that we honor her with a more tangible
reminder that will serve as a constant
physical remembrance of her and cause
us to reflect on what she stood for.

So as | talked about this with John
Mink after my election, he relayed his
wish, later endorsed by others such as
the Maui County Council, that the U.S.
Post Office at Paia be renamed the
Patsy Takemoto Mink Post Office. |
want to tell Members about Paia very
briefly. Paia is on the north shore of
Maui on the slopes of Haleakala. Near
Paia, only about a mile away, is a town
called Hamakuapoko. It used to be a
thriving plantation village. It is not
quite that anymore, a time when sugar
and pine were prevalent, and this is
where Patsy Takemoto Mink was born
in 1927 and was raised in all of the good
and not so good of Hawaii in the 1930s
and the 1940s, the community where
the old Maui High School is located
where Mrs. Mink’s political career
began when she ran successfully for
student body president, the first
woman to accomplish that position,
the first of many firsts along those
lines.

In short, this is where she came from,
where her values were forged, where
her spirit was lit, and it represents the
people’s traditions and beliefs that she
never forgot. This is a fitting memorial
for Patsy Takemoto Mink, and | urge
my colleagues’ full support, and |
thank them for further consideration
of a great Hawaiian and a great Amer-
ican.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. TIERNEY).

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, | am
proud cosponsor of this legislation here
today, a bill to commemorate the re-
markable life and tremendous achieve-
ments of a woman who served with
great distinction in the House of Rep-
resentatives. To Patsy’s friends, to her
husband John, her daughter Wendy,
and her brother Eugene, | offer my con-
dolences as we remember her today.

Over the past few months, we have
all missed the presence of her in our
lives, and we know if she was still with
us today, Patsy would be fighting for
the rights of women and girls through
Title 9, and fighting to see that this
country lives up to its responsibilities
to provide economic opportunity for all
Americans, and she would be pro-
moting democratic values and human
rights and international cooperation
abroad in lIraq and throughout the
world.

She leaves a powerful legacy, and I
will leave it to others to go on, item by
item, but we know she broke down
many, many barriers, first for herself
and then for others. She left a legacy
for millions of working families that
she helped lift out of poverty with edu-
cation and job training programs, rang-
ing from the war on poverty to welfare
reform. And she helped a whole genera-
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tion of female student athletes for
whom she drafted and implemented
title IX.

I was proud to serve with Patsy on
both the Committee on Education and
the Workforce and on the Committee
on Government Reform where she gave
voice to the voiceless every day that
she served. Patsy provided vision, cour-
age and leadership, speaking out on all
of the vital issues of the day and in-
spiring those of us who served with her
with her fiery oration and a mastery of
education, economic, and labor issues.

Mr. Speaker, she mixed her persua-
sive powers with the chocolate maca-
damia nuts that she used to pass out to
all. Her memory will long remain here
and in Hawaii for another generation of
young women and Americans for the
work she did.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON).

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas asked and was given permission
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of
H.R. 2030, the legislation to designate a
Post Office in Hawaii for Patsy Mink. |
know I am not alone in support of hon-
oring our dear friend and former col-
league, Congresswoman Patsy Mink.

Mr. Speaker, Patsy Mink fought tire-
lessly during her career for improved
education. Ms. Mink’s coalition-build-
ing ability for progressive legislation
continued during her tenure in Con-
gress. She introduced the first com-
prehensive Early Childhood Education
Act and authored the Women’s Edu-
cational Equity Act. Patsy was knowl-
edgeable and courageous and she was
committed to people. I am certainly
proud to have had the opportunity to
serve with her and learn from her ex-
ample. | miss her, and the people of Ha-
waii miss her, and her colleagues fond-
ly remember her commitment and de-
votion to public service.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of H.R. 2030,
legislation to designate a post office in Hawaii
as the Pasty Mink Post Office Building. | know
| am not alone in support of honoring our dear
friend and former colleague, Congresswoman
Patsy Mink.

Throughout her career, Patsy Mink was a
trailblazer among Asian-American women.
Born in Maui in December of 1928, she was
encouraged to excel in the world of academia.
Her life was a continuous breaking down of
barriers: the first woman to be elected to the
Territorial House, the first Asian-American
woman to practice law in Hawaii, and the first
woman of color elected to Congress.

Mr. Speaker, there was no hurdle our dear
friend Patsy could not overcome. After obtain-
ing her law degree from the University of Chi-
cago in 1951, she decided to open her own
law practice when no one was willing to hire
her. During this time, getting a job in the legal
field for women was very difficult. She
seamlessly combined her work, marriage, and
life as a new mother.

In 1965, Patsy Mink was elected to Con-
gress and began the first of six consecutive
terms in the House of Representatives.
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Mr. Speaker, Patsy fought tirelessly during
her career for improved education. Mink’s coa-
lition-building ability for progressive legislation
continued during her tenure in Congress. She
introduced the first comprehensive Early Child-
hood Education Act and authored the Wom-
en’s Educational Equity Act.

Patsy Mink was a trailblazer and fighter for
her constituents in Hawaii, as well as the rest
of the nation. She was a solid supporter of the
Congressional Black Caucus and for that | am
grateful. As a disciplined and focused advo-
cate for the voiceless, she will be forever
etched in our hearts and commitment to this
body.

Patsy was a knowledgeable, courageous
women—committed to people. | am certainly
proud to have had the opportunity to serve
with her and learn from her example. | will
miss her, and the people of Hawaii will miss
her and her colleagues will fondly remember
her commitment, determination, and devotion
to public service.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 1%2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WATSON).

(Ms. WATSON asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in strong support of H.R. 2030
that  will designate the Patsy
Takemoto Mink Post Office Building in
Hawaii. | want to thank the gentleman
from Hawaii (Mr. CASE) for introducing
this bill so we may once again pay trib-
ute to an outstanding United States
Congresswoman.

I was deeply saddened by the passing
of Patsy Mink last year. Working with
Patsy has been one of the highlights of
my short time in Congress. As the first
minority woman elected to Congress,
Patsy Mink has always been an inspi-
ration to me as an elected official. |
learned firsthand the remarkable work
Patsy was doing 30 years ago when
title I1X was passed, and as a member of
the Los Angeles Unified School Board
at the time, | was charged with imple-
menting a title 1X plan for the Los An-
geles Community College system.

Ever since then, | followed Patsy
Mink’s public service career closely,
including her tireless fight on behalf of
the Economic Justice and Civil Rights
for AIll. During the 107th Congress, |
had the opportunity to work with
Patsy in putting together a com-
prehensive welfare reform program. |
was able to spend quality time with her
during a trip to Sacramento to collect
data on our welfare reform program we
had written in California. During the
process of putting her legislation to-
gether, Patsy never backed down and
never compromised on protecting and
addressing the needs. Although our ef-
forts were unsuccessful, it was a great
honor to work with a true champion
for American values and ideas. Thank
you, Patsy, for all you have done for
all of us.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE).

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, it
is kind of an amazing thing that all of
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us are coming down to the floor with 1
minute or 2 minutes to try to summa-
rize our feelings about Patsy. | could
not possibly even begin to do that.
Forty-three years of my life was in-
volved with Patsy when | was a student
and supporter of hers, and then as a
colleague. To say that the people com-
ing down to this floor loved Patsy, ad-
mired her and respected her, hardly
does justice to those words.

There will never, ever be another per-
son on this floor like Patsy Mink.
When the history of the House of Rep-
resentatives is written, she will be in
the pantheon of heroes, those who ex-
emplify the People’s House. If there
was ever anyone who embodied what it
was that made this country great,
someone who came from immigrant
circumstances to the highest echelons
of government, and never forgot where
she came from and who she was and
what and who she represented, it was
Patsy Mink.

She was more than a friend and more
than a colleague. She was a beacon to
all of us who serve here hope to be. We
all take our oath of office here to up-
hold and defend the Constitution of the
United States, and we are only here be-
cause of the faith and trust of the peo-
ple in our districts. Never, ever, has
anyone upheld better that faith and
trust that our constituents have given
to us than Patsy Mink. Patsy, you live
with us and you live in this House, the
people’s House, forever.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, | thank the gentleman from
Ilinois (Mr. DAvVIS) for yielding me this
time, and | thank the gentleman from
Hawaii (Mr. CAsSe) for the generosity
and attitude that you have brought to
this House following such a giant leg-
acy, and of course to the gentleman
from Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE) who
has always been a champion on the
issues of social justice, alongside his
very dear friend, Patsy Mink.

We have been honored by allowing us
to have an opportunity to say a few
words again about the Honorable Con-
gresswoman Patsy Mink. We were hon-
ored to have shared in her home-going
service in Hawaii, getting to see her
family members and all of her friends.
But more importantly, you have given
us an opportunity once again to tell
America what a champion, what a
hero, what an enormous giant of a
woman, the first minority woman who
served in the United States Congress.

I close simply by saying this is the
appropriate honoring. I hope we will
honor her more, not only with Post Of-
fice buildings, but with legislation
commemorating her valiant service.
Finally, we would not be here, equal as
women and equal as athletes in per-
formance, if it had not been for Patsy
Mink, title IX, her love of women’s
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causes and her love of education. This
is an appropriate tribute.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of H.R. 2030
to pay tribute to a great colleague and per-
sonal friend, the Honorable Patsy Takamoto
Mink. Congresswoman Mink passed away on
September 28, 2002, after serving 12 terms in
the House of Representatives. She was post-
humously re-elected in November 2002 for a
thirteenth.

Congresswoman Mink was a remarkable
woman in this chamber and throughout her
life. Her interest and activism in politics started
early, at the University of Nebraska, where
she fought and won a battle against race seg-
regated student housing. After gender dis-
crimination kept her from prestigious medical
schools, she was accepted to the University of
Chicago Law School. Congresswoman Mink
joined the NAACP in the early days of the civil
rights movements in the 1960s. She was one
of the few Asian American members of the or-
ganization. Then, in 1965, Hawaii elected her
the first woman of color in Congress.

Congresswoman Mink was an outspoken
advocate for women, children, laborers, mi-
norities and the poor. He visions of bettering
this country lead to legislation supporting early
childhood education and family medical leave.
She also authored and ardently supported the
Temporary Assistance for Needy Families
(TANF) bill that provided special protections
for victims of domestic violence and sexual as-
sault.

One of Congresswoman Mink’s most signifi-
cant actions in this House was her role as co-
author of the Title IX legislation, prohibiting
gender discrimination. Title 1X requires equal
support fro men and women in academics and
athletics at any institution receiving federal
money. This legislation has affected every
school and college campus across the country
for the better.

Recently, the Administration has threatened
to dismantle Title IX and the progress that has
been made to create equal opportunities for
women and girls. We have come too far in the
struggle for fairness to turn back now. Con-
gresswoman Mink not only helped to create
the Title IX legislation but she fought to main-
tain it. Consequently, after her death, Title IX
was renamed the “Patsy T. Mink Equal Op-
portunity in Education Act.”

Congresswoman Mink was a fighter. She
knew what it was to knock down doors and
worked to keep them open for the women who
would follow her. She changed the course of
history and caused transformation in the lives
of millions of men and women, boys and girls.
For that reason, it is my privilege to stand in
support of this bill to name a post office in her
honor.

Many of us have witnessed Congress-
woman Mink's fiery style, particularly when
she spoke out about social causes. Patsy
Mink wanted to see society become more eg-
uitable. She worked tirelessly to promote poli-
cies that truly addressed the realities of pov-
erty and to promote education that would
allow individuals to attain self-sufficiency.

Without question, she was an effective lead-
er. In 1992, McCall's magazine named Con-
gresswoman Mink one of the 10 best legisla-
tors in Congress. Recently, in 2002, the Na-
tional Organization for Women (NOW) named
her a “Woman of Vision.”

| wish Congresswoman Mink were here with
us today, still leading the crusade to help chil-
dren and the working poor. She would not
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stand idly by while those on the other side of
the aisle exclude millions of low-income fami-
lies from the Child Tax credit while giving
away tax benefits to the wealthy. In this cham-
ber, we could only benefit from her wisdom
and her voice on this issue, to protect the real
interests of all Americans, and not simply the
wealthy elite.

Congresswoman Patsy Mink is dearly
missed, not only as a Congresswoman and
friend, but also as a tireless advocate for posi-
tive change in this country. We must not lose
sight of her vision to promote equity among
the differing segments of society.

| support H.R. 2030 to honor Congress-
woman Patsy Takemoto Mink. | will work to
continue her legacy. | will start now, by work-
ing to prevent the Administration from trying to
pry open the gaps in equity that Congress-
woman Mink worked so tirelessly to close.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from Guam (Ms. BORDALLDO).

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise
in strong support of H.R. 2030 authored
by the gentleman from Hawaii (Mr.
CAsSE) honoring the late Congress-
woman Patsy Takemoto Mink and
naming the Post Office in Maui for her.
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My association with, and admiration
for, Patsy Mink goes back many years
to the time that her husband, John,
had done some work on Guam. Those of
us living in the Pacific islands heard
many stories of the legendary Patsy
Mink, and it was my good fortune to
know her as a friend and a role model.
She blazed trails as a woman leader
and Pacific Islander that we have ea-
gerly followed and showed us that
women can make a huge difference for
children and families in our islands.
She endorsed my candidacy for Con-
gress just before the November elec-
tion, 2002. Guam will always remember
Congresswoman Patsy Mink, and we
will always be grateful for all the
causes that she championed on our be-
half.

Mr. Speaker, | join my colleagues in
honoring her for her service and for
being a true inspiration for women
throughout the Pacific.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WATERS).

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman from Illinois for yield-
ing me this time and thank the gen-
tleman from Hawaii (Mr. CAsSE) for of-
fering this important and very well-de-
served tribute.

Patsy Mink was a friend of mine. We
worked on many projects together long
before I was ever elected to the Con-
gress of the United States. Mr. Speak-
er, our dear departed friend and col-
league, Patsy Mink, was a giant. No
one among our elected officials stood
taller in addressing the needs of the
poor, the disenfranchised, and the
workers of this country than Patsy
Mink.

As the first minority woman elected
to the Congress and the first Japanese-
American woman admitted to the bar
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in Hawaii, Patsy was a pioneer who
shattered the glass ceiling, a trail-
blazer who cleared the path for women
and minorities to take their rightful
place in all aspects of public life.

As always, had she been here with us,
Patsy would be leading the fight to re-
store the child tax credit for low-in-
come working Americans and to reori-
ent our priorities to protecting the vul-
nerable, not rewarding the privileged.
We Democrats will fight this battle for
a child tax credit for low-income work-
ing Americans and their children in
Patsy’s memory and we will not rest
until it is won.

While she probably would have been
embarrassed by the attention, it is
wonderful that this House will take
time to honor Congresswoman Mink
and her constituents by renaming the
post office for her.

Mr. DAVIS of lllinois. Mr. Speaker,
it is now my pleasure to yield 1¥2 min-
utes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY).

(Ms. WOOLSEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I am
proud to stand here and recognize the
many contributions that Patsy
Takemoto Mink made to the people of
this country, particularly to the girls
and women of this country. And | am
equally proud that she will be honored
by a post office in her home State
named after Patsy Mink. | was privi-
leged to serve with Patsy on the House
Committee on Education and the
Workforce from the beginning of my
tenure in 1992. She was my mentor and
my friend, and | miss her every day.

Besides being the first woman of
color to serve in the House of Rep-
resentatives, Patsy Takemoto Mink
helped craft landmark legislation for
girls and women across the country
during her 24 years in Congress. In the
early seventies, Patsy played the cen-
tral congressional role in the enact-
ment of title IX, prohibiting gender
discrimination by federally funded in-
stitutions.

But title IX was not Patsy’s only
contribution to girls and women of
America. Patsy also authored the
Women’s Educational Equity Act,
WEEA. WEEA remains the primary re-
source for teachers and parents seeking
information on proven methods to en-
sure gender equity in their schools and
their communities. In fact, while this
Congress is reauthorizing Head Start, |
can hear Patsy’s passionate and intel-
ligent voice demanding that we not
decimate this successful program by
block granting any or all of it to the
States. Her voice is missed. | hear it in
my ears. | hope the people on the other
side of the aisle can hear it in their
ears so that we will do the right thing.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. SoLIS).

(Ms. SOLIS asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)
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Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
also to join with my colleagues in cele-
brating Patsy Mink. We are going to
honor her by naming a post office after
her, but she deserves so much more.
She was a wonderful human being
whom | had a chance to know in my
first term here in Congress. She was a
warrior, a warrior in the sense that she
fought for those who were voiceless.
She was a champion for women’s
rights, equality, civil rights and envi-
ronmental justice, someone whom | be-
lieve will always be remembered in the
halls here of Congress. She was a role
model not only to women of color but
also to the many, many young women
who were striving for equality in the
sports field, to even the playing field.
Today with much honor, | wear a sym-
bol of shattering the glass ceiling. This
pin that | am wearing, this brooch,
symbolizes women breaking through
and challenging and shattering the
glass ceiling. Patsy Mink was one of
those warriors, someone who was al-
ways constantly testing our tenacity,
encouraging us as women and new
Members here in the House to step for-
ward. She was tremendous in the argu-
ments and debates that occurred on
welfare reform. Even though we did not
get what we wanted, she was there.

I commend the gentleman from Ha-
waii (Mr. CAse) and the gentleman
from Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE), who
are paying tribute to her. She is a won-
derful individual. | would ask our col-
leagues to support this measure.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
it is my pleasure to yield 1 minute to
the gentlewoman from Ohio (Mrs.
JONES), the first African American
woman on the Committee on Ways and
Means.

(Mrs. JONES of Ohio asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
this afternoon I am so pleased to have
an opportunity to join with my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to
celebrate Congresswoman Patsy Mink.
As a trial lawyer, | used to litigate
equal employment opportunity cases.
One of the cases | had involved a school
system wherein the women coaches
were claiming that they were not paid
the same amount of money as male
coaches for doing lots of work. | re-
member doing some research and
learning about Patsy Mink. Little did |
know that | would ever have the oppor-
tunity to serve in the House of Rep-
resentatives with such a great woman.

Patsy, | want you to know that I am
keeping the faith and working on your
behalf and working to keep your name
in high regard. | hosted previously the
NCAA women’s volleyball champion-
ships in the city of Cleveland back in
1998; but | want you to know that in
2006, your girlfriend will be hosting the
NCAA women’s basketball finals in the
city of Cleveland. | am going to do it in
your name and in your support. Thank
you, Patsy, for all you do.
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Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
may | inquire as to how much time |
have left.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN). The gentleman from lllinois
has 1 minute remaining.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
would like to ask the gentlewoman
from Florida if we might be able to use
some of the time on her side.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
would be glad to yield 10 minutes to

the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
DAvVIS).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Illinois

will control an additional 10 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentlewoman for yielding me
this time.

Mr. Speaker, we have heard speaker
after speaker take to the floor and talk
about the virtues and attributes of
Patsy Mink. To a person, they have all
talked about how fiery, how dynamic,
how pointed and how relevant she was
and how much she meant to this insti-
tution.

Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Ohio
(Ms. KAPTUR).

Ms. KAPTUR. | thank the distin-
guished gentleman from Illinois for
yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, in 1 minute | cannot
possibly do justice to our dear col-
league and friend, Patsy Mink. But the
other day in Ohio | had an experience;
and | said, Patsy, if your amendment
had passed, we would not be in this sit-
uation where we have hundreds, indeed
thousands, of students lined up in our
community awaiting admission to
nursing school and they cannot be ad-
mitted because the Workforce Invest-
ment Act does not allow the funds to
be used for education for career train-
ing, only for storage of people at bot-
tom feeder jobs in this economy. |
thought, Patsy, if your amendment had
passed, thousands and thousands and
thousands of people across this country
who are in the unemployment lines,
who are unable to advance their ca-
reers, would already be in the work-
force. | thought, | miss you so much.
You tried so hard.

What a great woman. She accom-
plished so much—Title IX, her leader-
ship here on education issues, the first
woman of color ever elected to the Con-
gress of the United States. What an in-
cisive intellect, what an intelligent
and persevering woman and someone
who made a difference in the lives of
people across this country. It is my
deepest, deepest privilege to say | sup-
port the proposal to name the post of-
fice in Hawaii in her name. She is
missed every day here. We thank her,
and we thank her family for her de-
voted service to our country.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE) for some
further reflections.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, |
indicated in my previous remarks that
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we were limited in our opportunities to
be able to speak about Patsy and I
thought perhaps that it might offer an
opportunity had we been able to extend
our time, and | want to say how much
we appreciate that we have had this op-
portunity to have a few more minutes
to do it.

Not everyone may recognize the side
of Patsy that was so familiar to us in
Hawaii, because obviously we saw her
as the dynamo of legislative activity
here in Washington. But | think per-
haps not everyone recognized or under-
stood until they came to Hawaii and
had the opportunity to see from
whence Hawaii Patsy came as to what
molded her as a person.

For the young people that are here
today observing the remarks here on
the floor, they may not fully com-
prehend what it was to be female and
Japanese-American and smart and
have to try and come up. We take a lot
of these things for granted. She was in
fact the pioneer, not just in Hawalii but
throughout the Nation, for indicating
what could be accomplished with those
kinds of strikes against her. She
turned that adversity into accomplish-
ment. For that reason, if for that rea-
son alone, she stands as the standard
for which every young woman and
every young man who comes from
humble circumstances can aspire. With
Patsy Mink, you had someone who was
not just a friend, not someone who was
just a standard bearer, but you had
someone who set the foundation for all
those who came after.

Mr. DAVIS of lllinois. Mr. Speaker,
it is my pleasure now to yield 4 min-
utes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELosI), the Democratic
leader and a longtime friend and asso-
ciate of Patsy Mink’s.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the distinguished gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. DAvis) for yielding me this
time and for his leadership in bringing
this to the floor. I want to commend
the gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. CASE),
the author of this legislation, and the
gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE). | am pleased to join both of
them in honoring Patsy Takemoto
Mink.

I rise in support of naming the post
office on Maui, Hawaii, as the Patsy
Takemoto Mink Post Office Building.
Everyone who knew Patsy or worked
with her on a daily basis had his or her
day brightened by her presence. With
her wonderful family and her magnifi-
cent education, Patsy could have led a
comfortable life, away from the rough
and tumble world of politics. But as
has been said of Eleanor Roosevelt,
Patsy had a ‘‘burdensome conscience.”’
She dedicated her life to helping people
and challenging our consciences.

Our colleagues have spoken, as |
heard the gentleman from Hawaii (Mr.
ABERCROMBIE) speak, to the obstacles
that Patsy Mink had to overcome, as
she was the first woman, the first Jap-
anese-American in her law school, in
her class; the first Asian-American
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woman attorney in Hawaii. She broke
SO many barriers. She was a pioneer.
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As | said, she considered public serv-
ice a noble calling, and her public serv-
ice was distinguished by deep patriot-
ism and love of America. She loved
America because of our freedoms,
which are the envy of the world. She
loved America because of its people,
whose diversity is the strength of our
country. She loved America because of
the beauty of our country, which she
worked so hard to preserve on the Com-
mittee on Resources.

Patsy worked on the Committee on
Education and the Workforce and was
dedicated to improving the quality of
education and the quality of life for
children. When Patsy said “‘It is not
right”” about something, Members
would follow her anywhere.

| had the privilege of speaking at
Patsy’s funeral service, and | told a
story then that | think speaks to how
irresistible she was and how she would
never take no for an answer and how
we were all at the mercy of her smile
and the twinkle in her eye.

She had said to me one day, ‘I need
you to come speak in Hawaii at my tes-
timonial dinner, 25 years of service in
the Congress.”” How exciting and hon-
ored | was, except it was on the day of
my town meeting in San Francisco. It
was a Saturday evening for her then.

She said, ‘“What time is your town
meeting?”’

I said, ““It is 10 o’clock in the morn-
ing and it lasts 2 hours.”

She said, ““Fine. You can be on the 1
o’clock to Hawaii.”

| said, ‘I have another town meeting
on Sunday.”

She said, ‘““Fine. You can be on the
red-eye to go back.”

So | took the 1 o’clock flight to Ha-
waii, got there at 5 o’clock, got to the
event at 6, left at 9, and was on the 10
o’clock flight home to San Francisco,
as Patsy had decided for me. That was
sandwiched in between flights to and
from Washington, D.C. But there was
no way to say no to her, because she
had done so much for our country, be-
cause she meant so much to all of us.
She had championed so many issues.
We all loved her, respected her, and
miss her terribly.

So | cannot help but think that if
Patsy were here today, she would be
concerned about the expansion of the
child tax credit and saying it is not
right for us not to extend it to all the
children of our men and women in uni-
form, as well as our working families
in America. | wish she were here today.

I know she would be proud of the rep-
resentation of Hawaii that is here now,
in the person of the gentleman from
Hawaii (Mr. CASE), and, of course, her
close pal and buddy and former col-
league for many years, the gentleman
from Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE).

Patsy Mink left a powerful legacy.
Again, with a twinkle in her eye, her
dazzling smile and her wonderful laugh,
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Patsy worked her magic on our coun-
try, making history and progress along
the way. We were all privileged to call
her *“‘colleague,” and it is an honor to
have this building named for the great
Patsy Mink, and, important to her
family, the Patsy Takemoto Mink
Postal Building in Maui, Hawaii.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentlewoman from California for her
remarks and comments.

Mr. Speaker, | do want to express my
appreciation to you for your accommo-
dation and to the gentlewoman from
Florida. Patsy Mink was a great Amer-
ican, a great representative for this
body, and thousands of people all over
the world were inspired by her. Long
before I became a Member of Congress,
I was inspired by Patsy Mink.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DAVIS of lllinois. | yield to the
gentlewoman from California.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, in my
friendship with the Case family, which
includes the recently departed Dan
Case, he was a great person in our
country and came from a beautiful,
magnificent family of leaders, and
among them was Dan Case and is Steve
Case. But we are blessed in this House
for Patsy to have been followed by the
gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. CASE).
The Case family is a family | know
well, and Hawaii is well represented by
the gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. CASE).

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, again | want to thank
the gentleman from Hawaii for intro-
ducing this important legislation. We
all worked with Congresswoman Patsy
Mink and respected her. She will al-
ways be in our prayers, and her family
as well.

I urge all Members to support the
adoption of this important resolution.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speaker, it is
my privilege today to come to the podium in
support of the measure to honor a truly mem-
orable colleague, the Honorable Patsy
Takemoto Mink by naming the post office in
Paia, Maui for her.

When | came to Congress as a freshman
member, it was so inspiring to serve on a
committee with a role model who has made a
real mark on our society through her lengthy
service in the House of Representatives.

Whenever Patsy took the microphone in the
Education and the Workforce Committee, ev-
eryone knew that her comments would be
principled, measured from the institutional
knowledge of years working on persistent
issues, and delivered with articulate passion. |
admired her penchant for considering strat-
egy—was it better to accept half a loaf this
year or wait until next year to try to get the
whole loaf. | respected her willingness always
to stand up for people who were disadvan-
taged. Her priorities for education, housing,
and health care match mine, and | valued her
leadership in keeping that focus clear.
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It was an honor for me to join her at this po-
dium on June 19, 2002 in the commemoration
of the thirtieth anniversary of Title IX. Seldom
does one get to join forces with one of the
original sponsors of legislation that was not
only landmark legislation for our country but
was so formative for my children’s generation.
When | was a local school board member, we
had to work hard to change the culture of our
society to implement the equality embodied in
this bill.

As we all spoke that day of the importance
of this legislation, little did we imagine that her
influence on the national conscience was soon
to end. But, surely, she lived the battle for
equal opportunity that Title 1X codified.

| am awed by the fact that in 1951 she
earned a law degree from the University of
Chicago, one of the country’s premier institu-
tions. Most of us know that the two women
members of the Supreme Court who subse-
quently earned their law degrees struggled to
find openings to practice their profession. She,
too, demonstrated that equal opportunity was
right for women in a field where women were
not well appreciated.

It is important that in addition to practicing
law, her skills were valued so that President
Carter invited her to serve the executive
branch in the Department of State.

Naming a post office in her beloved Maui in
her honor will remind us all of the issues
which empowered her life—working for chil-
dren—their education, their homes and their
health care. | thank her for showing us the
way.

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to sup-
port H.R. 2030, a resolution designating the
facility of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 120 Baldwin Avenue in Paia, Maui,
Hawaii, as the “Patsy Takemoto Mink Post Of-
fice Building”.

Patsy was an outstanding leader, woman,
mother, and friend, and | believe that naming
a post office after her is a great tribute to a
people’s champion.

| believe Patsy spoke not only for the forgot-
ten, the disenfranchised, and the poor, but
also to the conscience of all Americans. She
was my colleague and dear friend who helped
lead the charge on providing real reforms that
helped all people across the country.

Patsy stood as the standard for all legisla-
tors to rise to. Over the span of her career,
she was particularly proud of the leading role
she played in 1972 during the passage of Title
IX of the Federal Education Act. She helped
open many opportunities for women, which re-
flected a long-standing concern for equality,
liberty and justice for people.

| also shared her passion for peace and me-
diation. She once said, “America is not a
country which needs to demand conformity of
all its people, for its strength lies in all our di-
versities converging in one common belief,
that of the importance of freedom as the es-
sence of our country.”

| loved and respected Patsy for her courage
and fortitude.

A great woman in Congress, Patsy Mink
was brilliant, full of compassion, and passion;
always working tirelessly for equal justice, lib-
erty, and the value of a diverse legislative
body.

I'm proud to have served beside Congress-
woman Patsy Mink and miss her tremen-
dously. | ask that all of my colleagues support
passage of H.R. 2030.
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Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, | rise to sup-
port H.R. 2030, the Patsy Takemoto Mink Post
Office Building offered by Representative ED
CASE.

Congresswoman Patsy Mink was a trail-
blazer who fought for the passage of the
Women’s Educational Equity Act—landmark
legislation. This groundbreaking legislation,
Title IX, promoted educational equity and
opened the playing fields for millions of girls
and women. Patsy Mink stood up and spoke
up for girls and women.

She was a member of the Government Re-
form Committee and | am please that | had
the opportunity to work with her. She will be
missed but her legacy will continue not only in
the naming of this post office but in the legis-
lative policies she supported.

| join my colleagues in honoring Patsy Mink
for her service and for being a true role model
for women and all Americans.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, in the nine
months since we lost the irrepressible Con-
gresswoman Patsy Takemoto Mink, my col-
leagues and communities across the Nation
have celebrated the incredible “firsts” and the
numerous battles that Patsy waged on the be-
half of Americans who needed a voice in fed-
eral policymaking the most.

Congresswoman Mink’s record as an advo-
cate for civil rights is unassailable, a crowing
achievement being the passage of Title IX of
the federal education amendments in 1972.
This landmark legislation banned gender dis-
crimination in schools, both in academic and
athletics.

She awakened all of our social conscious-
ness through her tireless advocacy, work and
dedication; inspiring students, community lead-
ers, political appointees and especially elected
officials of the Asian Pacific American commu-
nities and beyond.

Anyone who was fortunate enough to have
been touched by her life knows that this nation
has lost a true warrior in the constant struggle
for justice. We will all miss her counsel and
guidance, as well as her friendship.

Patsy Mink was there at the beginning of
many things. She was born at the time when
women and minorities were not given fair op-
portunities to achieve their dreams. She re-
mains a role model for countless women, as
well as those of us from the Asian American
and Pacific Islander community.

Though she is not physically present, her
spirit and legacy will live on through those of
us who believe that the fight for fairness and
equity is never over. | find it a very fitting trib-
ute to pass H.R. 2030. This post office located
in Pa‘ia, Maui will be a constant reminder to
us of our great friend Patsy Mink and is the
least we can do to ensure her legacy con-
tinues.

Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD. Mr. Speaker,
today | want to speak in favor of renaming the
U.S. Postal Service office in Paia, Hawaii the
“Patsy Takemoto Mink Post Office Building.”
We do this in honor of the legacy of a pio-
neering woman and one of the most distin-
guished and honorable Members of the House
of Representatives, my colleague and my
friend—Congresswoman Patsy Mink. | am so
pleased to have had an opportunity to know
her and serve with her.

Without Patsy’s leadership, the passage of
the hallmark Title IX of the Federal Education
Act of 1972 would never have come to pass.
Thanks to Patsy’s hard work, Title IX created
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opportunities for women and girls in athletics
and all operations of college and university
programs.

| shall remember her as a giant who spoke
in gentle but very fierce and deliberate tones,
and whose stature allowed her to tower above
the crowds. Patsy challenged us all the time
with the question “Does it matter whether
women are involved in politics?” Her career
exemplifies the answer. Her voice is now
stilled, but her ideals and the challenges she
left for us will forever be etched in our mem-
ory.
ryMr. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of H.R. 2030, a bill to designate the
United States Postal Service facility located at
120 Baldwin Avenue in Paia, Maui, Hawaii, as
the “Patsy Takemoto Mink Post Office Build-
ing.” | want to thank my colleague from Ha-
waii, Mr. CAsEg, for introducing this bill, and
ask all of my colleagues to join with me in
supporting this legislation to ensure that the
people of Hawaii and all those who visit there
remember this remarkable woman.

| cannot say enough about Patsy Mink. She
was a trailblazer—the first woman of color
elected to Congress in 1964, the first Asian-
American woman to practice law in Hawaii,
the first woman president of the Americans for
Democratic Action, the list goes on . . . By
the time | was elected to Congress in 1978,
she had already won passage of a major
piece of civil rights legislation: Title IX ex-
panded opportunities to female student ath-
letes across the United States. Mindful of the
beautiful region she represented, Patsy was
also fiercely committed to protecting our nat-
ural resources and fought to ensure a healthy
environment for all Americans. And her work
on welfare reform later in her career reflected
her fundamental belief that families living in
poverty deserve the opportunity to share in the
America dream. The country has benefited tre-
mendously from Patsy’s dedication to her val-
ues and her devotion to social progress. And
those who had the privilege to know her bene-
fited from her warmth, kindness, and friend-
ship.

Patsy Mink's unyielding commitment to
issues of social justice and equality will be
deeply missed in the House, as will her friend-
ship and leadership. | urge my colleagues to
support this bill as a small token of apprecia-
tion for all that Patsy Mink gave to this body,
the people of Hawaii, and our great nation. As
we remember her today, let us hope that nam-
ing this building in her honor will inspire others
to follow her example of tireless dedication to
public service.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today in support of this bill, which des-
ignates a post office in Paia, Maui County, Ha-
waii as the Patsy Takemoto Mink Post Office
Building. Patsy Mink served in the House of
Representatives from 1964 to 1977 and again
from 1990 to 2002. The world lost one of its
greatest citizens, and | lost a good friend
when she passed away on September 28,
2002.

One of her greatest legislative accomplish-
ments, she felt, was the passage of Title IX,
which led to expanded opportunities for
women and girls in athletics and academics.
In the last decade of her political leadership,
she was a tireless advocate on behalf of poor
families, working to promote policies that ad-
dressed the realities of poverty. During the
107th Congress, she garnered substantial
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support for legislation to provide additional
educational opportunities for the nation’s wel-
fare recipients. Patsy Mink also helped write
environmental protection laws safeguarding
land and water in communities affected by
coal strip mining.

It is certainly fitting that we acknowledge
this outstanding woman’s accomplishments by
naming a post office in her honor, and | thank
Representative ED CASE for his stewardship of
this bill. Patsy Mink's life of public service
spanned six decades, beginning in 1956 when
she was elected to the Territorial House in Ha-
waii. In 1964 she was elected to the House of
Representatives and was one of the early op-
ponents of the Vietnam War. President Jimmy
Carter appointed her as assistant secretary of
state for oceans, international, environmental
and scientific affairs from 1977 to 1978, and
she served as the national president for Amer-
icans for Democratic Action (ADA) from 1978
to 1981. Following her tenure as ADA presi-
dent, she returned to politics, serving on the
Honolulu City Council, and in a 1990 special
election, she regained her Congressional seat.

Patsy Mink was an exemplary role model for
women and minorities, and it is a pleasure
and an honor to pay homage to a cherished
colleague, who is no longer here, but certainly
not forgotten.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, | rise
in support of H.R. 2030, a bill to designate the
facility of the United States Postal Service in
Paia, Maui, Hawaii as the Patsy Takemoto
Mink Post Office Building. Patsy served as my
mentor, my teacher, my advisor and most im-
portantly, my friend. Congresswoman Mink
was a woman of courage and determination
who wore the mantle of leader with ease.

Born to immigrant parents in Hawaii, Patsy
developed an appreciation for education at a
young age. She obtained a Bachelor's degree
from the University of Hawaii and, as we all
know, it was Patsy’s intent to attend medical
school upon completion of her bachelor's de-
gree. However, Patsy never realized this
dream as none of the 20 medical schools to
which she applied would accept women.

Not one to stand idly by, Patsy decided to
attend the University of Chicago’s Law School.
Upon graduating from law school, Patsy re-
turned to Hawaii where she became the first
Asian-American woman to practice law in Ha-
waii. This was just one of many firsts Patsy
would accomplish.

Congresswoman Patsy Mink was the first
woman of color elected to Congress and intro-
duced the first comprehensive Early Childhood
Education Act. Most notably, Patsy was a co-
author of Title IX of the Higher Education Act,
an Act which has played a pivotal role in ex-
panding women’s educational and sports op-
portunities in colleges and universities
throughout our country.

Patsy also faced life’s hardships with dig-
nity, integrity and honor. | believe it is only fit-
ting that we now honor Patsy by designating
the U.S. Postal facility in Paia, Maui in her
name. | urge my colleagues to support H.R.
2030.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 2030, a bill to designate a post of-
fice in Paia, Maui, Hawaii in honor of dear col-
league and friend, Patsy Mink.

Congresswoman Mink was an advocate,
mentor, and inspiration for Asian American
and Pacific Islander communities. Mrs. Mink
was the first Asian American woman elected
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to Congress, and she served the APA commu-
nity as chair of the Congressional Asian Pa-
cific American Caucus. She blazed trails for
many of us, and encouraged students, com-
munity leaders, and APA elected officials to
get involved with the legislative process.

Mrs. Mink’s career in public service was de-
fined by her commitment to giving a voice for
those who needed it most. A prominent mem-
ber of Congress, she worked tirelessly on be-
half of women and minorities, focusing on
issues such as civil rights, education, the envi-
ronment, and poverty.

| am honored to have served with her, both
in the Congressional Asian Pacific American
Caucus and in the Education and Work Force
Committee. Her endless dedication to public
service was a guiding example to all of us.
Above all, | will miss her friendship.

| urge my colleagues to vote in favor of H.R.
2030.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, just nine months
ago, in the middle of her campaign for a thir-
teenth House term, which she most certainly
would have won resoundingly and in fact did
win posthumously, the late United States Rep-
resentative Patsy Takemoto Mink was trag-
ically lost to her beloved Hawai'i, this Con-
gress, our country, and our very world.

The days, weeks, and months that followed
witnessed a massive outpouring of first shock
and disbelief, then sorrow and regret, and fi-
nally remembrance and gratitude for this sin-
gular life.

As just a few examples:

A deeply moving memorial service was held
in our Hawai‘i State Capitol, graciously at-
tended by many of Mrs. Mink's colleagues
from this House, including now-Minority Lead-
er PELOSI and Education and the Workforce
Ranking Member MILLER, and thousands of
grateful citizens of Hawai‘i and beyond,;

This House published a beautiful memorial
volume containing the many eulogies deliv-
ered by Mrs. Mink's colleagues on this House
floor, and | want my colleagues to know how
deeply grateful the Mink family—husband
John, daughter Wendy, brother Eugene—are
for that gesture; and

The students at the University of Hawai'i
Richardson School of Law, on their own initia-
tive, created and funded the Patsy T. Mink
Memorial Fellowship for the purpose of pro-
viding an internship here in our Congress
each year to a person in Mrs. Mink's making;
the first Mink Fellow, Van Luong, joined my of-
fice last week and, you know, she reminds me
of Mrs. Mink.

There also were and continued to be a mul-
titude of testimonials on her lasting legislative
accomplishments. My colleagues that will fol-
low me and know of her exploits in this arena
can tell this story best.

But perhaps what struck me most amidst
this outpouring were the simple testimonials |
heard, as | sought election to what is still re-
ferred to as “Patsy Mink’s seat,” from the ordi-
nary people out across Hawai'i's great Second
District; the people she represented and lived
for, like:

The longtime friend in Lihu‘e on Kaua'i, who
Patsy, herself sick, visited in the hospital there
just days before she herself was admitted;

The taro farmers in Kipahulu, Maui, about
as remote a place as there is in Hawai'i, who
asked Patsy to come and see their problem
personally, and she did, donning boots and
walking through their lo‘i; and
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The pig hunter in Waimea on the Big Island;
he was concerned that she understand an
issue and the only way, he thought, was to
show her the issue up in the forest; she went.

These testimonials, of course can never re-
place Patsy Mink, although they do dem-
onstrate that our remembrances of her are her
own best legacy. But it is entirely appropriate
that we all provide a more tangible reminder of
her life and times, a memorial that will serve
as a constant physical reminder that will cause
us to reflect on what she stood for.

And so, as | talked about this with John
Mink after my election, he relayed his wish,
also endorsed by others such as the Maui
County Council, that the U.S. Post Office at
Pa‘ia, Maui be renamed the “Patsy Takemoto
Mink Post Office Building.” And when you un-
derstand Pa‘ia where it is and what it rep-
resented to Patsy Mink, you understand how
entirely appropriate it is that we take this ac-
tion.

Pa‘ia is a town on the north shore of Maui,
on the slopes of Haleakala, a town built on
sugar and pineapple. It is located about a mile
from what was once the thriving plantation vil-
lage of Hamakua Poko, a village of immigrants
of Japanese, Portuguese, Filipino and other
origins; a village where Patsy Takemoto was
born in 1927 and raised in all of the good, and
not so good, of Hawai‘i and our country in the
1930s and 1940s; a community in which
bonds were deep but needs were great. It is
also the community in which the old Maui High
School was located, the school where Mrs.
Mink’s political career began when she was
elected its first woman student body president,
the first of many such firsts, and from which
she graduated in 1944 as valedictorian and
went on to the incredible life she led.

In short, Pa‘ia is where this great American
was born, where her values were forged,
where her spirit was lit. And it represents, both
physically and figuratively, the peoples, tradi-
tions, and beliefs that she never ever forgot.

There is no more fitting memorial to Patsy
Takemoto Mink than that she be remembered
by us all here in her hometown. For the Mink
family and Hawai'i, | thank my 115 co-spon-
sors. | thank Chair DAvis and Ranking Mem-
ber WaxmaN for moving this bill through the
committee so quickly, | thank those who came
here to speak, and for Hawaii | thank this
House.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. ROs-LEHTINEN) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 2030.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
CESAR CHAVEZ POST OFFICE

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 925) to redesignate the facil-
ity of the United States Postal Service
located at 1859 South Ashland Avenue,
Chicago, Illinois, as the ‘““Cesar Chavez
Post Office”.
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The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 925

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. CESAR CHAVEZ POST OFFICE.

(a) REDESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 1859
South Ashland Avenue in Chicago, lllinois,
and known as the Pilsen Post Office, shall be
known and designated as the ‘““‘Cesar Chavez
Post Office™.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNy reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the Cesar Chavez Post Of-
fice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) and the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. RoOs-
LEHTINEN).

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 925.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 925, introduced by
my distinguished colleague, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ),
redesignates this postal facility in Chi-
cago, lllinois, as the Cesar Chavez Post
Office Building.

This legislation deals with an Amer-
ican civil rights advocate. Cesar Cha-
vez grew up as a migrant agrarian
worker after being born in Arizona in
1927. As a young adult he became in-
volved in the Community Service Orga-
nization and ultimately rose to the po-
sition of general director in 1958.

Four years later, Cesar Chavez left
the CSO to join with some of his fellow
wine grape pickers and form the Na-
tional Farm Workers Association. This
organization was active in acquiring
service contracts from major growers
in California. His ambition led him to
merge the National Farm Workers As-
sociation with the Agricultural Work-
ers Organizing Committee of the giant
labor umbrella organization, the AFL-
ClO. The upshot group became called
the United Farm Workers Organizing
Committee.

In 1972, Cesar Chavez’s organization
became a member union of the AFL-
CIO and he was named president. In
this role, Cesar Chavez’s influence only
expanded, and he coordinated activities
on agricultural issues.

Cesar Chavez will be remembered for
his stands in support of workers, in
support of their wages and their rights,
and the difference he has made in the
lives of all current and future workers.
His advocacy has led to countless
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agreements between business and labor
on a variety of important issues.

So my colleague from Illinois wants
to name this post office for labor leader
Cesar Chavez, and, therefore, Mr.
Speaker, | urge all Members to support
passage of H.R. 925.

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to join my
colleague in consideration of H.R. 925,
legislation redesignating a postal facil-
ity after Cesar Chavez, a fighter for
dignity, human rights, and livable
working conditions.

H.R. 925, which was introduced by my
good friend and colleague, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ),
on February 26, 2003, has met the com-
mittee policy and has been cosponsored
by the entire lllinois delegation.

Cesar Estrada Chavez, the founding
leader of the first successful farm
workers union, was born on March 31,
1927, near Yuma, Arizona, the second of
six children. Cesar began working as a
migrant worker when the family lost
their land during the Depression. When
he was 11 years old, the Chavez family
followed the crop picking and moved to
California, living in the trucks they
drove.

Although working in the fields and
attending school was difficult, if not
impossible, Cesar managed to do both
and graduated from the eighth grade.
Shortly afterwards, he joined the Navy.
After his tour of duty, he began teach-
ing Mexican farm workers to read and
write so that they could take the test
and become American citizens. This ac-
tivity marked the beginning of Cesar’s
efforts to improve working conditions
for migrant workers.

Cesar Chavez founded the National
Farm Workers Association in Delano,
California, and in 1965 joined an AFL-
CIO union strike against Delano Table
and Wine Growers. This successful 5-
year strike led supporters to the
United Farm Workers, a national group
of unions, churches, students, minori-
ties and others. It became affiliated
with the AFL-CIO.

Cesar continued organizing workers,
strike after strike. And he produced re-
sults. Farm workers gained collective
bargaining rights and under union con-
tracts enjoyed higher pay, health care
and pension benefits.

In 1984, Cesar called for another
grape boycott, to protest the pesticide
poisoning of grape workers and their
farmers.

Cesar Chavez passed away at the age
of 66 on April 12, 1993. Before he died,
he received the Aztec Eagle, Mexico’s
highest award given to people of Mexi-
can heritage who have made major con-
tributions outside of Mexico. On Au-
gust 8, 1994, President William Clinton
posthumously awarded Mr. Chavez the
Presidential Medal of Freedom, the
highest civilian honor in America.

Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-
league for seeking to honor the legacy
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of Cesar Estrada Chavez, and urge swift
passage of this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, | yield such time as he
may consume to my friend, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ),
the sponsor of this legislation.

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, |
thank my good friend for yielding me
time, and | thank the gentlewoman
from Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) for
her work on the consideration of this
bill today. | would like to also thank
all of the staff members who worked
tirelessly in making this possible, and
specifically | would like to thank my
good friend Danielle Simonetta and Mi-
chael Layman from the majority side
for all of the work they have done in
making this bill. And | say to Danielle
specifically that my daughter sends her
good wishes. She is doing better, and
she is real excited about Cesar Chavez
and the opportunity for the action that
we can afford his life here today.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to celebrate today
the life and legacy of Cesar Chavez and
to recognize his passion for empow-
ering workers and for defending the
rights of the disadvantaged.

The legislation we are considering
today, H.R. 925, would designate a
United States Postal Service facility
at 1859 South Ashland Avenue in my
district as the Cesar Chavez Post Of-
fice. The facility would serve as a per-
manent tribute and a lasting reminder
of the selflessness and self-sacrifice
that embodied Chavez’s life and work.

Mr. Speaker, this is not the first
time a legislative body has paused to
honor Cesar Chavez, and it is my hope
it will not be the last. The more build-
ings, the more streets, the more
stamps and the more parks that are
designated, the more we can keep Cesar
Chavez’s principles, his passion and de-
votion alive, and the more we will be
able to encourage others to continue
the unfinished business that Cesar Cha-
vez left behind, to take up his fight and
his causes and to make similar sac-
rifices in the name of justice and dig-
nity.

Throughout history, there have been
few individuals that have done more,
that have fought harder or sacrificed as
much to ensure dignity and decency for
all workers than Cesar Chavez. The
late Senator Robert F. Kennedy called
him one of the heroic figures of our
time.

Cesar Chavez remains a champion to
working people around the world and
an inspiration to generations of
Latinos, both here in this country and
abroad, and his accomplishments are
an enduring symbol and a shining ex-
ample of what one man can achieve in
the fight for fairness.

Cesar Chavez stood up to the biggest,
the most well-financed and the strong-
est corporate growers. He fought for
farm workers who spent countless
hours doing our Nation’s most arduous
and strenuous work.

O 1500

He defended men and women crippled
by despair and deplorable working con-
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ditions, so that they too could have a
say in the fight for reasonable and re-
spectable wages. Chavez fought for the
most basic and the most fundamental
and the most essential rights for work-
ers. He fought so that growers would
not spray pesticides while workers
were in the fields. He fought so that
they could have a clean water system
and decent housing. And his actions
and hard work were vital in achieving
better pay for migrant farmers, to ban-
ning child labor abuses, and to miti-
gating the proliferation of sexual har-
assment of women workers.

Cesar Chavez’s courage and his char-
acter helped strengthen the farm work-
ers movement, and his principles of
nonviolence continue to play an impor-
tant role in the quest for social justice
and human rights and for a world with-
out prejudice or injustice.

Mr. Speaker, for everyone who has
ever fought for fairness, Chavez is a
model and a true mentor. Because he
refused to let bigotry and bias go un-
challenged, workers are better pro-
tected and represented today. Because
he refused to respond to discrimination
and intolerance with silence, we live in
a better and more inclusive America.

According to Chavez, ““The truest act
of courage, the strongest act of manli-
ness, is to sacrifice ourselves for others
in a totally nonviolent struggle for jus-
tice. To be a man is to suffer for oth-
ers.”

At the time those eloquent words
were articulated, Chavez was too weak
to speak them himself. He was fasting
in protest of violence against workers,
and his speech had to be read by some-
one else.

Throughout his life, Chavez never re-
lented, he never backed down, and he
never wavered from his commitment to
nonviolence. When he passed away in
1993, more than 50,000 people attended
his funeral to pay homage and their re-
spects to a man who fought so fear-
lessly, so tirelessly for those not al-
ways heard or even seen in our society.

A reporter wrote, ‘“During the vigil
at the open casket on the day before
the funeral, an old man lifted a child
up to show him the small, gray-haired
man who laid inside. ‘I am going to tell
you about this man some day, he
said.””’

The legislation we are discussing
today would ensure that countless oth-
ers remember to tell their children
about this man, about his life, his les-
sons, and his legacy. It will also help
educate tomorrow’s leaders about the
characteristics that they should appre-
ciate, about the achievements that
they celebrate, and about the types of
individuals that they should emulate.

Mr. Speaker, in the year since his
passing, Chavez has been awarded
many of our Nation’s highest honors,
including the 1994 Medal of Freedom.
And the passage of this legislation, |
believe, would serve as another impor-
tant and lasting testament to the out-
standing work of Cesar Chavez.

At the Commonwealth Club of San
Francisco, Chavez said, ‘““The con-
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sciousness and pride that were raised
by our union are alive and thriving in-
side millions of young Hispanics who
will never work on a farm.” And we
must work to keep that consciousness
and pride alive in future generations.
We must work to keep the conscious-
ness and pride alive as we advocate for
a new generation of immigrant work-
ers.

Every time someone in my commu-
nity drops off a letter, goes to buy a
stamp, or passes by the post office,
they will be able to remember Cesar
Chavez’s life, remember his accom-
plishments, appreciate his vision and,
ideally, summon the strength to em-
body his teaching in their daily activi-
ties. It will also serve as a focal point
in a vibrant and growing Pilsen com-
munity and as a reminder of the chal-
lenges we face today.

Mr. Speaker, Cesar Chavez gave
workers everywhere a reason to believe
and a reason to dream. He inspired
them, with his desire and discipline, to
stand together and to do better and to
reach farther. And in doing so, he gave
so many the courage and the strength
to fight for equity and equality.

That is why | urge the passage of this
important legislation.

In ending, Mr. Speaker, | would like
to thank my friends again, the gentle-

woman from Florida (Ms. RoOs-
LEHTINEN), and my dear friend, the
gentleman from Chicago, Illinois (Mr.

DAvis), who | know when we finally get
this legislation approved will be stand-
ing with me in inaugurating this won-
derful new post office for Cesar Chavez.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
do not believe we have any additional
requests for time, but | yield myself
such time as | may consume to note
that 1 was pleased to have the oppor-
tunity to be in the company of Caesar
Chavez on several occasions, at rallies,
demonstrations, marches, and on pick-
et lines, even in Chicago where there
were no farms. It is an excellent way of
remembering the great contributions
that he has made.

Mr. Speaker, | yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
have no other speakers. Again, | want
to thank the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. GUTIERREZ), my good friend, for
introducing this measure, and | urge
all Members to support the adoption of
this resolution.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in support of H.R. 925, a bill to des-
ignate a U.S. Post Office in Chicago, IL the
“César Chavez Post Office.” | can think of no
one more deserving of such an honor than the
great civil rights leader, César Chavez. | want
to commend my colleague, Representative
GUTIERREZ, for his leadership in bringing this
legislation before the House and | am proud to
join him as an original cosponsor.

César Chavez was an organizer, an activist,
a protestor, a farm worker, a peace-lover, a
father, and a son. Raised in a family of farm
workers forced to migrate throughout the
Southwest, Chavez was led by his compas-
sion, his ability to inspire others to action, and
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his deep sense of fairness and equality to or-
ganize and establish what is today the United
Farmworkers of America. Because of his ef-
forts, many farm workers today enjoy higher
pay, family health coverage, pension benefits,
and other contract protections. While we still
have a long way to go in giving farm workers
the fair pay and healthy work conditions they
deserve, César Chavez laid the foundation to-
ward accomplishing those important goals.

César Chavez understood what it took to
create a movement and he dedicated every
part of his life to setting an example and lead-
ing the way. As a child and young man, he ex-
perienced firsthand the harsh working condi-
tions of farm workers—the long hours, poverty
wages, harassment, and abuse—as well as
the limited access to education and health
care. Understanding and addressing the roots
of the problem, Chavez was able to make a
lasting and significant impact. He conducted
voter registration drives and campaigns
against racial and economic discrimination. He
led boycotts and pickets and hunger strikes.
His nonviolent methods echoed those of Mar-
tin Luther King, Jr. and Mahatma Gandhi. He
showed us all how critical it is to organize
people, to unify them for a cause, and to help
them believe in themselves and their ability to
make a difference.

Cesar Chavez continues to be an example
for us today. He taught us that “Si se puede,”
or “Yes we can.” We can—and we must—
help those with no voice, help those who are
discriminated against, help those who are
taken advantage of, and help those who live
in poverty and are struggling to survive. If
César Chavez were alive today, | am sure he
would still be leading the fight for fairness and
equality for workers and their families. We
must not let his legacy die; we must not let his
great strides forward become giant steps
backward. We must continue to work for what
is right. 1 urge my colleagues to vote yes on
H.R. 925.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in solidarity with my colleagues to
honor the enduring legacy of Mr. Cesar
Estrada Chavez.

Mr. Chavez was born of humble beginnings
in 1933 near Yuma, Arizona. Early in life, Mr.
Chavez was forced to recognize the harsh re-
alities of racism that all too often plagued
communities of color. After his family’s home
and land were taken from them, Mr. Chavez
knew first hand what it meant to be the victim
of gross injustice. Yet despite this and similar
experiences of discrimination, Mr. Chavez was
not deterred. He often said that, “the love for
justice that is in us is not only the best part of
our being but also the most true to our na-
ture.”

In 1945, Mr. Chavez joined the U.S. Navy
and served in the Western Pacific during the
end of WWII. After completing his military
service, Mr. Chavez returned to his roots,
working and laboring in the fields. By day Mr.
Chavez picked apricots in an orchard outside
of San Jose; by night he was actively involved
in galvanizing voter registration drives. In
1952, Mr. Chavez was a full time organizer
with the Chicago-based Community Service
Organization (CSO). Not only did he coordi-
nate voter registration drives, but he battled
racial and economic discrimination against
Chicano residents and organized new CSO
chapters across California and Arizona as
well.
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In 1962, Mr. Chavez moved his wife and
eight young children to California where he
founded the National Farm Workers Associa-
tion (NFWA). Cesar Chavez founded and led
the first successful farm workers’ union in U.S.
history. In 1968, Mr. Chavez conducted a 25-
day fast to reaffirm the United Farm Workers
commitment to nonviolence. The late Senator
Robert F. Kennedy called Cesar Chavez “one
of the heroic figures of our time”, and actually
flew to be with Mr. Chavez when he ended his
fast.

In 1991, Mr. Chavez received the Aguila
Azteca (The Aztec Eagle), Mexico’s highest
award presented to people of Mexican herit-
age who have made significant contributions
outside of Mexico. Mr. Cesar Chavez passed
away on April 23, 1993, at the age of 66. At
the time of his death he was the president of
the United Farm Workers of America, AFL—
CIO. On August 8, 1994 Cesar became the
second Mexican American to receive the Pres-
idential Medal of Freedom, the highest civilian
honor in the United States. The award was
presented posthumously by then president, Bill
Clinton.

Given the immense and innumerable con-
tributions that Mr. Cesar Chavez has made to
our society in advocating for the rights and
causes of the working poor, | hope that my
colleagues will join me in voting affirmatively
that the U.S. Postal Service Facility located at
1859 Southland Avenue in Chicago, lllinois be
designated at the “Cesar Chavez Post Office”.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 925.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Wanda
Evans, one of his secretaries.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2143, UNLAWFUL INTER-
NET GAMBLING FUNDING PROHI-
BITION ACT

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, | call
up House Resolution 263 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 263

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. 2143) to pre-
vent the use of certain bank instruments for
unlawful Internet gambling, and for other
purposes. The first reading of the bill shall
be dispensed with. General debate shall be
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confined to the bill and shall not exceed one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Financial Services. After
general debate the bill shall be considered
for amendment under the five-minute rule.
The bill shall be considered as read. No
amendment to the bill shall be in order ex-
cept those printed in the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion. Each amendment may be offered only
in the order printed in the report, may be of-
fered only by a Member designated in the re-
port, shall be considered as read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the report
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a
demand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All
points of order against such amendments are
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of
the bill for amendment the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted.
The previous 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 with-
out instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LINDER) is
recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, for the
purposes of debate only, | yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), pending
which | yield myself such time as |
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 263 is a struc-
tured rule that provides for the consid-
eration of H.R. 2143, the Unlawful
Internet Gambling Funding Prohibi-
tion Act. This is a fair, structured rule
that merits the House’s approval.

This rule provides for 1 hour of gen-
eral debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Financial Services.

This rule makes in order only those
amendments printed in the Committee
on Rules report accompanying H. Res.
263. It provides that the amendments
printed in the report may be considered
only in the order printed in the report,
may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated by the report, shall be consid-
ered as read, shall be debatable for the
time specified in the report equally di-
vided and controlled by the proponent
and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject
to a demand for a division of the ques-
tion in the House or in the Committee
of the Whole.

This rule waives all points of order
against the amendments printed in the
report, provides one motion to recom-
mit, with or without instructions.

With respect to the underlying legis-
lation, H.R. 2143, I want to acknowl-
edge the efforts of my friend and col-
league, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
OXLEY), chairman of the Committee on
Financial Services, in bringing this im-
portant bill to the floor today. This
rule we have before us today will give
the House the opportunity to consider
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H.R. 2143 and three additional amend-
ments made in order under the rule.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, H. Res.
263 is a structured rule that will give
the full House an opportunity to work
its will on the major issues it raises,
and | urge my colleagues to support
the rule so that we can move on to con-
sideration of the underlying legisla-
tion.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | yield myself such time as |
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, first, let me thank the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. LINDER)
for yielding me this time.

The Unlawful Internet Gambling
Funding Prohibition Act has the poten-
tial to eradicate illegal Internet gam-
bling by disallowing merchants from
accepting credit card, debit card, or
other bank-sanctioned transactions as
payment for online wagering.

Mr. Speaker, because online gam-
bling has grave societal consequences, |
support this legislation that aims to
eradicate it. As the ‘“‘crack cocaine’ of
gambling, Internet betting often leads
to severe personal and family hard-
ships, including debt, bankruptcy, fore-
closed mortgages, and divorce.

Although | am pleased that three
amendments were made in order, | find
it especially disappointing and frus-
trating that the Pombo amendment
will not be debated today.

The gentleman from California (Mr.
PomBO) presented an amendment that
would have treated Indian tribes on a
par with State governments. The inter-
ests of the Native American people, a
community that has been
disenfranchised for all of their history,
should always be heard and, in this
case, should have been debated.

The price of Internet gambling can be
measured best in terms of the human
costs. As we debate the pros and cons
of this act, the most important ques-
tion we should be asking is, What does
Internet gambling cost our children,
and is this a price we are willing to
pay?

Mr. Speaker, we are debating a bill
that has the potential to stop the gam-
bling with our future, because Internet
gambling hurts children. I have learned
of one young man that racked up debts
of $70,000 and was kicked out of his
house because he was stealing from his
family, and of another teen who blew
his tuition and 3 days after his father
repaid it, he withdrew from his courses,
demanded a refund, and spent the re-
fund on gambling. Stories like these
are innumerable.

The American Psychiatric Associa-
tion is so concerned about the increase
in youth gambling, primarily on the
Internet, that it recently issued the
following statement: ““‘In virtually all
studies of the rates of gambling prob-
lems at various ages, high school and
college-aged individuals show the high-
est problem areas.”

The APA says the increase in prob-
lems among young people can be at-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

tributed, in part, to the ease with
which they can gamble on the Internet,
where there are no enforceable restric-
tions on age.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is intended to
help reduce the extent of existing ille-
gal Internet gambling in the United
States; and | support it as it is pres-
ently constituted, with hopes of con-
tinuing revision.

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

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | yield 3 minutes to my good
friend, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. FRANK).

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I am the ranking minority
member on the committee of jurisdic-
tion, and | am pleased that we fore-
stalled a suspension proposal here and
that we do have a chance to debate
some of the amendments. | will talk
about that bill in due time.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. | did
want to note today, though, and I guess
I may need the Parliamentarian, Mr.
Speaker. | know under our rules it is
forbidden to speak ill of the Senate and
from time to time people get exas-
perated and they speak ill of the Sen-
ate and they are duly chided.

But the question | have, Mr. Speaker,
is, is it permissible to speak well of the
Senate? Is it within the rules to lavish
on the Senate the praise they deserve
for passing the child tax credit bill?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not
in order to characterize the Senate in
any way.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. In any
way. Well, | regret my inability to give
credit where credit is due. | was hoping
that an example recently given would
be followed in this side of the Capitol;
but | will abide by the rules, though as
foolish as | think this particular rule
is, and not comment on the Senate.
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I will, though, have to say that the
refusal of the Republican leadership in
the House to allow the House to vote
on a proposal that would extend to
hard-working, low-income people fi-
nancial relief after all of the financial
relief we have given to people in the
upper brackets is truly distressing.

I know there has been an effort on
the House floor to portray our interest
in providing a tax credit to people, and
let us be clear, we are talking about
here people who work. They work very
hard. They work at jobs that are not
very pleasant, and that, by definition,
are not well paid. Many of them have
families.

It is true that because they work
hard at jobs that this society has de-
valued in many cases they do not pay
much or any income tax. They do, how-
ever, pay a significant percentage of
their income in taxes. They pay the So-
cial Security tax and the tax on Medi-
care. They pay the withholding tax.
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For many of them because there are
no exemptions from that, there are no
deductions, they pay the full thing no
matter how many children they have,
no matter how many other expenses
they have. For some of those people
this is a larger percentage of their in-
come paid in tax than is paid by many
wealthier people. That reduction will
be further.

What this House says is, no, they get
no relief out of this bill comparable to
what others get. It is unworthy of this
House to say that to these hardworking
people struggling to provide for their
children when the Republicans have
said, in the tax bill, this looks like $350
billion, but we are going to convert it
into hundreds of billions more.

A bill is going to be introduced that
would cost a total of $10 billion, or
would expend $10 billion; but it would
be neutral revenue-wise to help these
low-income people. We are told we can-
not do that.

When there was a parliamentary sit-
uation that the President confronted,
and he was told he could only get $350
billion in tax relief over the next 10
years, he said that he did not think
people should be for such a little bitty
piece of tax relief. So $350 billion is a
little bitty. We are asking for a very
small percentage of that little bitty for
the poorest, hardest-working people in
this country.

The Republican leadership, | can un-
derstand in the core Republican philos-
ophy that they would say no to these
people, but to refuse to allow the House
of Representatives to vote on it seems
to me unpardonable. We are just ask-
ing, okay, let it come to the floor. Let
us have a debate. Are they so afraid
that their resistance to helping these
low-income people is so out of sync
with the American people that they
will not let it come forward?

I hope we will see that bill on the
floor fairly soon.

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. SWEENEY).

Mr. SWEENEY. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to actually speak
on the underlying bill and the rule in
support of both of those, and, as well, if
I could take the opportunity to speak
against one of the amendments.

I am from New York’s 20th Congres-
sional District, the home of Saratoga,
New York. We like to say it is the
home of horse racing. It certainly is
the home of the oldest flat track in the
Nation, the proud home of Funny Cide,
the winner of the Kentucky Derby and
the Preakness.

While we are a little less jubilant
today than we were, maybe, a couple of
days ago, we are still very bullish on
the whole idea and the whole horse rac-
ing industry.

I am also the cochairman of the Con-
gressional Horse Caucus. | want to talk
a little bit about how important this
rule is and this underlying bill is to
horse racing and the horse racing in-
dustry. U.S. horse racing is regulated



June 10, 2003

by Federal and State laws. It is in fact
the most highly regulated form of en-
tertainment sports initiative in this
Nation.

The specific concerns expressed by
many in this Congress about offshore
international wagering, the integrity
of operators, the identity of the par-
ticipants, consumer fraud, and money
laundering are not an issue as it re-
lates to horse racing. Horse racing is a
$34 billion domestic industry, along
with the agribusinesses that it sup-
ports. It is critically important not
just to the economy of my district but
through vast regions throughout the
Nation.

The underlying bill respects existing
Federal and State gambling law. It
does not make any unlawful gambling
lawful; it does not make any lawful
gambling unlawful. It does not override
any State prohibitions or require-
ments. It does not expand or contract
wagering. It simply maintains the sta-
tus quo with respect to the underlying
substantive law on gaming.

There will be an amendment later
today brought forward sponsored by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
SENSENBRENNER), the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. CANNON), and the gentleman
from New York (Mr. CONYERS) that
would prohibit State license activities
and represents a broad overuse and
abuse of Federal power.

| want to congratulate the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. LINDER) for bringing
this rule forward. 1 want to congratu-
late the chairman of the Committee on
Financial Services, the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. OXLEY), for recognizing
the importance of this underlying leg-
islation and how important, critically
important, it is to vast areas through-
out the Nation.

I want to ask my colleagues to sup-
port both this rule and to support the
underlying legislation and oppose the
so-called Sensenbrenner-Cannon-Con-
yers amendment.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | am privileged to yield 3
minutes to my friend, the gentlewoman
from Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO).

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to speak on this
rule. This bill requires U.S. credit card
companies and other financial entities
to develop reasonable policies and pro-
cedures to identify and block financial
transactions made in connection with
unlawful Internet gambling.

Online gambling can have a severe
impact on family life. It can be done
anonymously easily from someone’s
home and requires little more than a
computer and a credit card. We know
the dangers of online gambling: lost
savings, excessive debt, bankruptcies,
foreclosed mortgages.

This is an important issue that we
discuss today. Equally important as an
issue is the restoration by the House of
the child tax credit to 6.5 million fami-
lies that have been in fact left behind,
families of 12 million children which

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

are taxpaying families, Mr. Speaker,
who deserve tax relief. They have bills
to pay, mouths to feed, children to
take care of. With the economy con-
tinuing its slide downward, they do not
know where their jobs will be the week
after next.

Let me be clear: as has been indi-
cated, these families do pay taxes.
They pay payroll taxes, sales taxes.
They may not know week to week
whether their next paycheck is forth-
coming; but they know that if it does,
that 8 percent will come off the top on
the first dollar earned.

So we should not be kind of lulled or
fooled into thinking that these fami-
lies do not pay any taxes, because they
pay a greater share of their income in
taxes than a corporation like Enron did
in 4 of the last 5 years. Just because
these families do not have a powerful
lobby, we must be their lobby in this
institution. We must lobby for their
hard-earned money and not take it
from them.

Before we consider bills like the
Internet gambling bill, this House
should take up the other body’s child
tax credit legislation. The White House
has said that the House should take up
this bill, and if we do, that the Presi-
dent will sign our bill.

This is not a partisan issue; this is an
issue of values, of character. Each indi-
vidual, those of us who serve in this
marvelous institution, come here to do
the right thing. This reflects doing the
right thing, and also it reflects what
our national character is all about.

That is why, Mr. Speaker, though I
support this underlying bill, I also sup-
port the motion for the House to take
from the Speaker’s table, agree to, and
pass the Senate amendment on the
child tax credit. It is time the House
votes to extend the full $1,000 tax cred-
it to the families of 12 million children,
just like 25 million other families in
America. Quite simply, it is the right
thing to do. We should meet that July
1 deadline when others will be getting
their tax cut.

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, | yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Alabama (Mr. BACH-
us).

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me.

Mr. Speaker, illegal Internet gam-
bling, that is something that many
Americans do not know much about.
They have not heard much about it
until they look at their credit card and
there is $4,000 or $5,000 worth of charges
on their credit card because their son
off at a university, or even their 14-
year-old son, has gotten their card,
gone in his bedroom, got on the Inter-
net, and began to gamble.

Harvard University Medical School,
the University of Connecticut, news-
papers all over this country have
looked at this problem. They estimate
that as many as 5 million of our youth,
as well as compulsive, what they call
“pathological gamblers,”” are gambling
on the Internet today.
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This is basically a new phenomenon.
In 1997 it was first brought to our at-
tention when groups came before the
Congress and asked that we do some-
thing about it. At that time, there
were about 24 sites offshore, and it is
estimated at that time that anywhere
from $50 million to $300 million being
bet.

In 2001, an Internet gambling bill was
killed by this Congress, despite the
urging of groups as diverse as Major
League baseball, the NCAA, the NFL,
various faith-based groups, and the
AARP, because AARP represents a lot
of grandparents whose grandchildren
are becoming addicted to gambling in
these sites, and they urged us to act.

In 2001, and again in 2002, this Con-
gress began to argue not about illegal
Internet gambling, but they began to
attach amendments to this bill that
would make lawful gambling unlawful
or unlawful gambling lawful. Every-
body wanted to improve their position.
Some Members wanted to eliminate
certain types of lawful gambling. Oth-
ers wanted to create lawful exceptions
to what was illegal gambling in this
country. These bills continued to go
down.

Today, we are not faced with a situa-
tion where we have a half a dozen sites
and maybe $10 million of gambling on
these sites; we are faced with a situa-
tion where we have $6 billion a year bet
on these sites, $6 billion. That we
know. We also know that there are
somewhere between 1,500 and 2,000 sites
offshore.

What else do we know about these
sites? We know that they are untaxed.
Not one dime of tax is collected. We
know they are unsupervised. In fact,
we do not know the identity of these
people, except in two cases when the
FBI prosecuted them and found out.
The reason they prosecuted them is be-
cause they were laundering money. We
found out they were money-launderers.

We do know, because the FBI has re-
ported it, that organized crime is heav-
ily invested in these sites, and they be-
lieve that organized crime controls
these sites. We know that.

We know some other things about
these people. We know they are not
good people. We know they link these
sites with pornographic sites, and we
know some of these sites specifically
target preteens. When they go on those
sites, they also get a pop-up that ex-
poses them to pornographic sites. We
know that because various organiza-
tions have come before us and over the
last 3 years testified that our youth,
our preteens, are being led into addict-
ive gambling.

The University of Connecticut, Har-
vard University, The New York Times,
all of them have exposed this problem;
but this Congress continues to take the
occasion when these bills come up to
try to have a turf fight on gambling.

In fact, the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. CANNON) will offer an amendment
which is another turf fight. Senators
have said that if the Cannon amend-
ment is attached that this bill will be
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killed in the Senate. So we again have
a choice to make: Do we want to con-
tinue to let this industry grow, a mob-
run industry? Do we want to continue
to not know who these people are? Do
we want to continue, in the words of a
professor at Harvard University, to
allow what he calls the ‘‘crack cocaine
of gambling” to take hold in America?
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Do we want to continue to do that or
do we want to vote down the Cannon
amendment and vote up this legisla-
tion?

One final thing that | would like to
remind this body. There is a trial that
went on last week in Florida. Adrian
McPherson, Adrian McPherson was Mr.
Football in the State of Florida. He
was also Mr. Basketball in the State of
Florida. Imagine such a talent, both
the best high school football player,
the best high school basketball player,
and he went to Florida State Univer-
sity. And what do we know from the
testimony last week? We know that he,
and this is according to testimony, he
has not been convicted, but we know
this: We know he has been suspended
from the team; not suspended, but he
has actually been thrown off the Flor-
ida State team. We know he has been
accused of going in a business and
stealing checks from that business. We
know that he is accused of going to a
grocery store and bouncing a number
of checks. We know that he is facing
time in jail. We know that if he is con-
victed in the trial that he will be going
through in the next month or two, that
he will be banned from organized col-
lege athletics for life.

And all because what? The accusa-
tions, the testimony is he became ad-
dicted to Internet gambling, and he
had massive debts and that is why he
went out and stole these checks. But
that young man and his family have
been devastated. Florida State Univer-
sity has spent over a million dollars in-
vestigating this case.

What if 3 years ago this Congress had
quit fooling with these turf battle Can-
non-type amendments and adopted this
legislation? | wonder if this young man
would be taking the field for Florida
State? | wonder if we had listened to
the NCAA when they testified before
our committee 3 years ago when they
said, please take action, do something;
when the NCAA warned us 2 years ago
in testimony that we are going to have
a scandal one day because illegal Inter-
net gambling is making it very dif-
ficult for us to protect the integrity,
the integrity of this sport.

There was one Gallup poll which said
that 25 percent of college athletes
today are betting on the Internet on
sports, and most of those are betting
on their own teams, and almost all of
them were betting on college sports.
What are we going to do? Are we going
to continue to stand by while families
are broken apart?

This morning | was on C-SPAN and
when | got off, a man from Georgia
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called and said, | support this legisla-
tion. He was asked why. He said, | am
a compulsive gambler. And he said, If I
have to go 50 miles or 100 miles to gam-
ble, 1 feel like | can keep that under
control. But, he said, If it is in my
home, if it is in my bedroom, if it is on
my computer, | have a difficult time
handling that. That man was saying to
us: Take action.

In a few minutes we will get an op-
portunity to do two things. We will get
an opportunity to do what the National
Governors Association, in a letter
dated yesterday, has urged us to do. We
will do what the attorney generals,
when they urged us, the Attorney Gen-
erals Association usually says, hands
off, let the States handle it. But the
Attorney Generals Association has said
do something about this, we cannot.

When the Methodists, the Pres-
byterians, the Southern Baptists, we
received a letter, Focus on the Family
have written us, different faith-based
groups; when even major league base-
ball says there is a growing problem, it
is time to take action. If we do not,
there will be other Adrian McPhersons.
There will be other lives ruined. There
will be families broken up. There will
be children addicted to gambling. Be-
cause if there is one thing these illegal
Internet gamblers know is, they know
that our children are fascinated with
and very literate on the computers.
They use the computers.

We have seen the statistics. The av-
erage teenager is on the computer 20,
30 hours a week. We hear incredible
numbers, and what do they enjoy doing
as much as anything? Sports. You com-
bine the computer with sports and you
get what the Harvard Medical School
said is an explosive, the crack cocaine,
as | said earlier, of gambling. Let us
take action before any more lives are
ruined. We have had suicides. We have
had at least five suicides.

Let us take action. Let us vote down
these killer amendments and let us
vote up this legislation, and let us fi-
nally take action.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. ALEX-
ANDER), a new Member, new in the
sense that this is his first term; how-
ever, he has distinguished himself in
many ways among freshmen and all of
us.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today in opposition to the rule and
| have a motion to the House to take
from the Speaker’s table and pass the
Senate amendment to the Child Tax
Credit.

This body continues to refuse to ad-
dress the problem that we have cre-
ated. Extending the child tax credit to
low-income working families is the
right thing to do, and we should do it
today. The Senate has already passed
and the President is calling for it now.

Now, | have heard people say that
those who did not vote for the tax cut
should not be complaining about the
way it turned out. Well, | supported
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the tax cut. | was 1 of only 4 Democrats
to vote for it from day one, and | stand
by that vote today. But by neglecting
to provide the child tax credit to the
low-income families, we have made a
drastic mistake. We need to correct
that now. These are hardworking peo-
ple who pay taxes, too, and they de-
serve relief like everyone else.

Because of our actions, in Louisiana
1 out of every 4 families is being told
that their children are not as valuable
as other kids. That is wrong. We have
the power to easily correct that mis-
take. Instead, we are playing games.

Now, last night | joined with the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. TANNER)
and the gentleman from Delaware (Mr.
CASTLE) to introduce an exact replica
of the Senate bill that has already
passed. If they wanted, the House lead-
ership could bring up our bill today and
we could send it to the President.

The time for playing games is over.
We made a mistake and we need to cor-
rect that today so that all working
families can receive the needed relief
when the checks go out next month.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, would the Speaker inform us
of how much time remains on each
side?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DuUNCAN). The gentleman from Florida
(Mr. HASTINGS) has 18%2 minutes re-
maining. The gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. LINDER) has 15 minutes remaining.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. WooL-
SEY), my very good friend.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, I am going to speak
against the rule, and it is not because
I am against the underlying bill. It is
because, Mr. Speaker, hardworking
families need a break more than any-
one else in this country and hard-
working families are the ones that are
bearing the brunt of this weak econ-
omy. But for some reason the Repub-
licans leadership feels that the privi-
leged few are more important than the
12 million children who are left out of
the Republican tax cut and that Inter-
net gambling is more important to dis-
cuss today than our children. And that
is just plain wrong.

Voices across the country are speak-
ing out in great numbers. It is over-
whelming what we are hearing in our
offices. And it must be overwhelming
what the administration is hearing
about supporting increasing the child
tax credit and making it permanent,
especially for those 12 million children
who were left out of the recent tax
package, because President Bush is fi-
nally urging the House to follow suit
with the other body, saying that he
wants to sign legislation that will re-
store tax credits for lower-income fam-
ilies and put the majority party’s bad
decision behind him.

Why is the Republican leadership in
the House dragging its feet when we
can help American families now?
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Let us hold off on debating issues,
even though we agree with them, like
the underlying bill we are talking
about, Internet gambling. Let us hold
off on those issues until all working
families are provided the benefits of
the child tax credit. And at the same
time, Mr. Speaker, while it is impera-
tive that we swiftly extend the child
tax credit to lower-income families, it
absolutely should not be part of a
broad package that extends even more
benefits to the wealthy.

We must pass a clean bill that solves
the injustice that has been done to
these hardworking families. Our pri-
ority must be the 12 million forgotten
children, not more tax breaks for the
rich, not debate about Internet gam-
bling, not anything except giving the
tax breaks to those hardworking fami-
lies.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE), my good friend.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
opposition to this rule, not only be-
cause | believe the House should finally
address the child tax credit, but also
because the Committee on Rules re-
fused to include an amendment by the
gentleman from California (Mr. POMBO)
to allow American Indian tribes to op-
erate Internet gambling sites on their
reservations, the very action the over-
all bill gives to the States. Without the
inclusion of this amendment, Indian
tribes are unfairly singled out and can-
not reap the same benefits States will
receive if this legislation becomes law.

Mr. Speaker, | join my Democratic
colleagues in calling on the Republican
leadership to follow the Senate’s lead
and immediately approve legislation
that will provide a child tax credit to
12 million children, children Repub-
licans left out of their bill last month.
Included among these 12 million chil-
dren are the children of U.S. military
families.

A report out last week showed nearly
1 in 5 children of active duty U.S. mili-
tary families will not benefit from the
increased tax credit because their par-
ents earn too little to qualify.

Mr. Speaker, it appears the only Re-
publicans who do not fully comprehend
the huge mistake they made in their
tax bill are my Republican colleagues
here in the House. Last week the Sen-
ate passed a bill. Yesterday the Presi-
dent’s press secretary said his advice to
the House Republicans is to pass it, to
send it to him so he can sign it. And
yet House Republicans continue to
fight against common fairness.

Just today in an AP story that | will
quote, the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DELAY) said, it “‘ain’t going to hap-
pen.”’

““DelLay said the House will not pass
the Senate’s bill. Instead, it will use
the child tax credit as a bargaining
chip to encourage the Senate to pass
bigger tax cuts favored by the House.”
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And | have a quote of the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. DELAY), “What we are
interested in is real solid tax relief for
those who are paying taxes,” he said.

So the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DELAY), on behalf of the House leader-
ship, continues to stop the child tax
credit from becoming law for these 12
million working families.

Now, let me point out that these
workers do pay Federal taxes; 7.65 per-
cent of their earnings go to pay for So-
cial Security and Medicare. These
hardworking parents also pay State
and local taxes as well. An analysis re-
leased earlier this year by the New
York Times found that families pay 14
percent of their income.

These people pay taxes and they de-
serve the child tax credit, too. Pass the
bill.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Oregon (Ms. HOOLEY),
my good friend.

Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon. Mr. Speaker,
I support the Unlawful Internet Gam-
bling Funding Prohibition Act.

Online gambling has a huge impact
on individuals and families. But | am
not supporting the rule because we
have not been able to bring up the
child tax credit. | went to the Rose
Garden today for the celebration of
Leave No Child Behind. And they were
celebrating all of the States having
plans and about what they were going
to do about education and how they
were going to move forward. And | sup-
ported that plan.

But today we are leaving children be-
hind, 12 million children. These are
children whose parents earn $6, $7, $8,
$9, $10, $11, $12 an hour. These are peo-
ple that get up every morning, every
noon, every afternoon, whatever their
shift is. They go out and work hard,
and yet they were denied the child tax
credit.
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It is time that we change that. The
time is now. When | saw the quote from
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY)
that said there are a lot of other things
that are more important than that, re-
ferring to the child tax credit, | wanted
to say to the gentleman, say it isn’t so,
say it isn’t so. We need to pass this and
get on with our business.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | yield 3 minutes to my good
friend, the gentleman from California
(Mr. BACA).

(Mr. BACA asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, | rise in op-
position to this unlawful Internet fund-
ing prohibition act and in support of
the Sensenbrenner-Conyers amend-
ment.

| oppose this bill as a strong defender
of tribal government, a strong advo-
cate for tribal sovereignty, a strong be-
liever in fairness and equity. | state, a
strong believer in fairness and equity.
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This bill does not treat solvent tribe
governments with the same level of re-
spect it does States. Section four of
this bill provides for a carve-out for
States that allows States to license
Internet gaming operations for lottery,
horse track, and corporate gambling
operations.

Although the bill grants States with
this exception, it does not provide trib-
al governments with the same excep-
tion. Have we not learned that it is
wrong to treat our Native American
brothers and sisters as second class
citizens? One would think that we
would know better.

Let me be clear, | will not be stand-
ing here today in opposition to this bill
if tribal governments were treated
equal, if tribal governments were treat-
ed equal.

I do not disagree with the principle
behind this legislation, but | disagree
with the effects on Native Americans
and their economy. H.R. 2143 gives an
unfair advantage to private gaming en-
terprises, and it treats tribal govern-
ments and their industry as inferior.

Just when we think that the cen-
turies of mistreatment and discrimina-
tion are ending, something like this
comes up or shows up. Once again, Con-
gress is trying to put tribal govern-
ment at a disadvantage. Once again,
Congress is trying to put tribal govern-
ment at a disadvantage; and once
again, | will stand up and defend the
sovereignty of our tribal governments.
I will stand up and make sure that our
government lives up to its responsi-
bility, lives up to their responsibility.

Gaming provides the financial re-
sources the tribes need to survive and
bring economic development to their
people. It provides resources. The trib-
al governments need to provide health,
education and hope for their people. It
is the livelihood of our Native Amer-
ican brothers and sisters.

I will not stand by and watch Con-
gress put tribes behind the eight ball
once again.

| urge my colleagues to vote ‘““no’’ on
H.R. 2143 and ‘“‘yes’” on the Sensen-
brenner amendment.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 3 min-
utes to the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
BROWN), my classmate and good friend,
former Secretary of State of the State
of Ohio.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
thank my friend from Florida for yield-
ing time to me.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘no’” on the previous question so
we can take the Senate tax bill off the
Speaker’s table for immediate consid-
eration.

On May 22, this House passed a bill
that gives a tax break of $93,500 to the
average millionaire in our country. As
Republicans rushed towards the Memo-
rial Day recess, Vice President CHENEY
cut a deal that left working, tax paying
families out of the child tax credit ex-
pansion. That is right, $93,500 for mil-
lionaires, not one cent to working
lower-income families.
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As the tax bill advanced in the
House, | joined my colleagues and sent
out three Dear Colleagues alerting
Members of all parties to the fact that
it left low-income, working, tax-paying
families out in the cold by denying
them marriage penalty relief under the
earned income tax credit.

Republicans knew they were making
low-income Americans wait years for
the same benefit that they would offer
more affluent families right now. Re-
publicans of the House knew that their
leadership and knew that the Bush
White House had stuck it to low-in-
come families again by denying them
relief under the child tax credit, $93,500
to millionaires and not one cent to
lower-income working families. Repub-
licans knew that the bill they sup-
ported offered that $93,000 to million-
aires and was a slap in the face to mil-
lions of tax-paying, working American
families.

Democrats believe simple fairness de-
mands that we act immediately to
remedy the injustice; but the majority
leader of the House, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. DELAY), says we will
not do it, not while he is the Repub-
lican leader. He says there are a lot of
other things that are more important
than that. The majority whip, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT),
says we do not need to rush through
this. Remember, $93,500 for million-
aires, not a cent for lower-income
working families.

We had to rush to give millionaires
this $90,000 tax break; but when it
comes to tax breaks for working tax-
paying families, Republicans need time
to think it over. While Republicans
have left working families out in the
cold by refusing to advance tax fairness
legislation, they have moved on other
bills.

For example, since that May 22 date,
since Republicans were rushing out of
town for the Memorial Day recess, Con-
gress has renamed Federal buildings
and post offices, congratulated baseball
star Sammy Sosa, commemorated the
20th anniversary of National Tourism
Week, and made it easier to clear bank
checks. There is nothing wrong for any
of those bills. |1 voted for all of them.
But was any of them more important
than helping 12 million children who
were intentionally left behind by the
Bush-Cheney-DelLay-GOP tax bill? Was
any one of them more important, any
of those pieces of legislation more im-
portant than helping 3.7 million work-
ing, low-income, tax-paying families
whose marriages this House said were
not worth as much as the marriage of
their bosses? Not by a long shot, not in
the wake of a tax bill that gives $93,000
to millionaires, not one cent to tax-
paying working families.

Vote ‘““‘no’”” on the previous question
so we can take the Senate tax bill off
the Speaker’s table.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | yield myself such time as |
may consume.
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(Mr. HASTINGS of Florida asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, if the previous question is de-
feated, 1 will offer an amendment to
the rule; and my amendment will pro-
vide that as soon as the House passes
this rule, it will take from the Speak-
er’'s table and immediately consider
the Senate-passed version of H.R. 1308,
which restores the refundable child tax
credit that was removed from the re-
cently passed Republican tax bill.

Let me make very clear to my col-
leagues in the House that a ‘““no’ vote
on the previous question will not stop
consideration of the Unlawful Internet
Gambling Funding Prohibition Act. A
““no’’ vote will allow the House to vote
on H.R. 2143 and on the Senate-passed
version of H.R. 1308 as well. However, a
‘“‘yes’” vote on the previous question
will prevent the House from voting on
this badly needed tax package to pro-
vide real relief to America’s working
families.

I urge a ‘“no”” vote on the previous
question so we can send this bill to the
President today.

Mr. Speaker, | ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the amendment
and a description of the amendment be
printed in the RECORD immediately be-
fore the vote on the previous question.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | yield back the balance of
my time.

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

I would just like to point out in the
light of the conversations we have
heard today that by definition a tax
credit is a credit against income taxes
paid. People who are left out sup-
posedly were people who do not pay in-
come taxes and do not get a credit be-
cause there is no place against which
to lay that credit. I am sorry that we
are turning the income tax system into
a welfare program, but it appears that
we are about to do that.

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, | rise to urge my
colleagues to defeat the previous question.
Defeating the previous question allows us to
discuss H.R. 2286 introduced by Congress-
man RANGEL to grant the Child Tax Credit to
the thousands of needy families wrongfully ig-
nored by the Republican majority.

When the conference report on the Repub-
lican tax cut was finished, the dividend tax cut
got bigger and tax credits for working families
got smaller. It is unconscionable that we are
willing to sacrifice Child Tax Credits for the
poorest in our society, so that we can give
more money to the wealthiest.

Six and a half million families in this Nation
earn $10,500 to $26,625 per year. If we do
not pass a child tax credit for these families,
19 million children will be ignored. In my home
State of California, nearly 1.3 million families
alone, will not receive a child tax credit under
the Republican’s plan. These families need tax
relief.
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By not passing a child tax credit, 250,000
kids of active duty military families, many of
whom are right now fighting overseas, will be
ignored. Military families need tax relief.

Our economy is in desperate need of stimu-
lation. Unemployment across the Nation has
risen to 6.1 percent. The Hispanic unemploy-
ment rate alone is currently at 8.2 percent.
America’s families are suffering. They need
immediate relief from the burden of a weak
economy.

During this time of economic downturn we
must not leave out those who are working
harder for less pay or those who have recently
joined the ranks of the unemployed. It is time
to put working families back into the equation.
America’s families need our help. They need
a child tax credit.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. HASTINGS of Florida is as fol-
lows:

PREVIOUS QUESTION FOR H. RES. 263—RULE ON
H.R. 2143: THE UNLAWFUL INTERNET GAM-
BLING PROHIBITION ACT
At the end of the resolution add the fol-

lowing:

SEC. 2. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution the House shall be considered to
have taken from the Speaker’s table the bill
(H.R. 1308) to amend the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 to end certain abusive tax prac-
tices, to provide tax relief and simplifica-
tion, and for other purposes, with Senate
amendments thereto, and a single motion
that the House concur in each of the Senate
amendments shall be considered as pending
without intervention of any point of order.
The Senate amendments and the motion
shall be considered as read. The motion shall
be debatable for one hour equally divided and
controlled by the chairman and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Ways
and Means. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the motion to final
adoption without intervening motion or de-
mand for division of the question.

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time, and |
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | object 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.
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

Pursuant to clause 9 of rule XX, the
Chair will reduce to 5 minutes the min-
imum time for electronic voting, if or-
dered, on the question of adoption of
the resolution.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 222, nays
196, not voting 16, as follows:

Evi-

[Roll No. 252]
YEAS—222
Aderholt Barrett (SC) Bereuter
Akin Bartlett (MD) Biggert
Bachus Barton (TX) Bilirakis
Baker Bass Bishop (UT)
Ballenger Beauprez Blackburn
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Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Bradley (NH)
Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burns
Burr
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Castle
Chabot
Chocola
Coble
Collins
Cox
Crane
Crenshaw
Cubin
Culberson
Cunningham
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DelLay
DeMint
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Doolittle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Ehlers
Emerson
English
Everett
Feeney
Ferguson
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Fossella
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Goode
Goodlatte
Goss
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Alexander
Allen
Andrews
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Ballance
Becerra
Bell
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd

Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza

Greenwood
Gutknecht
Harris

Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hostettler
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Isakson
Issa

Istook
Janklow
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
King (1A)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk

Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
LaHood
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas (OK)
Manzullo
McCotter
McCrery
McHugh
Mclnnis
McKeon
Mica

Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Nethercutt
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Osborne
Ose

Otter

Oxley

Paul

Pearce

NAYS—196

Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Case

Clay
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Cramer
Crowley
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
Delahunt
DelLauro
Deutsch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doyle
Edwards
Emanuel
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Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts

Platts
Pombo
Porter
Portman
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (Ml)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schrock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tauzin
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner (OH)
Upton
Vitter
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)

Engel
Etheridge
Evans

Farr
Fattah
Filner

Ford

Frank (MA)
Frost
Gonzalez
Green (TX)
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hoeffel
Holden
Holt

Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel

Jackson (IL) Meek (FL) Sanchez, Loretta
Jackson-Lee Meeks (NY) Sanders

(TX) Menendez Sandlin
Jefferson Michaud Schakowsky
John Millender- Schiff
Johnson, E. B. McDonaId Scott (GA)
Jones (OH) Miller (NC) Scott (VA)
Kanjorski Miller, George Serrano
Kaptur Mollohan sh

erman
Kennedy (RI) Moore Skelton
Kildee Moran (VA)
Kilpatrick Murtha Slaughter
Kind Nadler Snyder
Kleczka Napolitano Solis
Kucinich Neal (MA) Spratt
Lampson Oberstar Stark
Langevin Obey Stenholm
Larsen (WA) Olver Strickland
Lee Ortiz Stupak
Levin Owens Tanner
Lewis (GA) Pallone Tauscher
Lipinski Pascrell Taylor (MS)
Lofgren Pastor Thompson (CA)
Lowey Payne Thompson (MS)
Lucas (KY) Pelosi Towns
Lyr:nch Peterson (MN) Turner (TX)
Majette Pomeroy Udall (CO)
Maloney Price (NC) Udall (NM)
Markey Rahall van Hollen
Marshall Rangel
Matheson Reyes V(_elazquez
Matsui Rodriguez Visclosky
McCarthy (MO)  Ross Watson
McCarthy (NY)  Rothman Watt
McCollum Roybal-Allard Waxman
McDermott Ruppersberger Weiner
McGovern Ryan (OH) Wexler
Mcintyre Sabo Woolsey
McNulty Sanchez, Linda Wu
Meehan T. Wynn
NOT VOTING—16

Cole Herger Tierney
DeGette Houghton Toomey
Eshoo Lantos Waters
Fletcher Larson (CT) Young (FL)
Gephardt Rush
Gordon Smith (WA)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN) (during the vote). Members
are advised 2 minutes remain in this
vote.

0 1615

Messrs. MARSHALL, WEINER,
SCOTT of Georgia and RODRIQUEZ
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’” to
“nay.”’

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.

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

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This
will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 259, noes 158,
not voting 17, as follows:

[Roll No. 253]

AYES—259
Aderholt Bilirakis Bradley (NH)
Akin Bishop (GA) Brady (TX)
Bachus Bishop (UT) Brown (SC)
Baker Blackburn Brown-Waite,
Ballenger Blunt Ginny
Barrett (SC) Boehlert Burgess
Bartlett (MD) Boehner Burns
Barton (TX) Bonilla Burr
Bass Bonner Burton (IN)
Beauprez Bono Buyer
Bereuter Boozman Calvert
Berry Boswell Camp

Biggert Boyd Cannon

Cantor
Capito
Cardin
Cardoza
Carter

Case

Castle
Chabot
Chocola
Coble
Collins

Cox

Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cunningham
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dooley (CA)
Doolittle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Emerson
English
Everett
Feeney
Ferguson
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Fossella
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Goode
Goodlatte
Goss
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris

Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger

Hill
Hinojosa
Hobson

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Alexander
Allen
Andrews
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Ballance
Becerra
Bell
Berkley
Berman
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boucher
Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Capps
Capuano
Carson (IN)

Hoekstra
Hostettler
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Janklow
Jefferson
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
King (1A)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
LaHood
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Manzullo
Marshall
Matheson
McCarthy (NY)
McCotter
McCrery
McHugh
Mclnnis
Mclintyre
McKeon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Nethercutt
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Oxley
Pascrell
Paul
Pearce
Pence
Peterson (PA)

NOES—158

Clay
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Cummings
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DelLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Emanuel
Engel
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
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Petri
Pickering
Pitts

Platts
Pombo
Porter
Portman
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (Ml)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross

Royce
Ruppersberger
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sandlin
Saxton
Schrock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skelton
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Stenholm
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauzin
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner (OH)
Turner (TX)
Upton
Vitter
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Wu

Young (AK)

Fattah
Filner

Ford

Frank (MA)
Frost
Gonzalez
Green (TX)
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hastings (FL)
Hinchey
Hoeffel
Holden

Holt

Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hoyer

Inslee
Jackson (IL)
John
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
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Kanjorski Millender- Sanders
Kaptur McDonald Schakowsky
Kennedy (RI) Miller (NC) Schiff
Kildee Miller, George Scott (GA)
Kilpatrick Mollohan Scott (VA)
Kind Moore Serrano
Kleczka Murtha Sherman
Kucinich Nadler Slaughter
Lampson Napolitano Snyder
Langevin Neal (MA) Solis
Larsen (WA) ggzrstar Spratt
Lee Olvélr Stark
Levin Owens Strickland
Lewis (GA) pallone Stupak
Lipinski Pastor Tauscher
Lofgren Payne Taylor (MS)
Lowey Pelosi Thompson (CA)
Lyr_u:h Peterson (MN) Thompson (MS)
Majette Pomeroy Towns
Maloney Price (NC) Udall (CO)
Markey Rahall Udall (NM)
Matsui Rangel Van Hollen
McCarthy (MO) Reyes Velazquez
McCollum Rodriguez Visclosky
McDermott Rothman Watson
McGovern Roybal-Allard Watt
McNulty Ryan (OH) Waxman
Meehan Sabo Weiner
Meek (FL) Sanchez, Linda Wexler
Meeks (NY) T. Woolsey
Menendez Sanchez, Loretta Wynn

NOT VOTING—17
Carson (OK) Gordon Smith (WA)
Cole Houghton Tierney
DelLay Jenkins Toomey
Eshoo Lantos Waters
Fletcher Larson (CT) Young (FL)
Gephardt Rush

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DuUNCAN) (during the vote). Members
are advised that there are 2 minutes re-
maining in this vote.
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Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida
changed her vote from ‘‘aye’” to ‘‘no.”

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was
the table.

laid on

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, on June 10, 2003
for rollcall votes 252 and 253, | was unavoid-
ably detained. If | had been present, on rollcall
vote No. 252, | would have voted “yea.” On
rolicall vote No. 253, | would have voted

“yea.”
————
GENERAL LEAVE
Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members

may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on H.R. 2143.

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

There was no objection.

————

UNLAWFUL INTERNET GAMBLING
FUNDING PROHIBITION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 263 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2143.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2143) to
prevent the use of certain bank instru-
ments for unlawful Internet gambling,
and for other purposes, with Mr. TERRY
in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the
rule, the bill is considered as having
been read the first time.

Under the rule, the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. BACHUS) and the gentle-
woman from Oregon (Ms. HOOLEY) each
will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Alabama (Mr. BACHUS).

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Chairman, | yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. WOLF).

(Mr. WOLF asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, | rise in
strong support of this bill today. There
are going to be several amendments of-
fered. One amendment will be offered
as if it is an antigambling amendment.
In essence, the amendment will actu-
ally bring this bill down. Fifteen years
ago, there was gambling in two States,
Nevada and New Jersey. Once we in
this country moved to what we call
convenience gambling, we have seen an
increase in crime, corruption, domestic
violence, physical abuse, and many
other bad things that we Republicans
and Democrats do not want to see. The
ultimate in what is called ‘‘conven-
ience gambling,” meaning that you do
not have to go very far to gamble, is
Internet gambling where you can sit in
your own family room in your bathrobe
on a rainy weekend and literally go
broke in about 24 hours.

There will be an amendment offered
that will be sort of viewed as maybe
some of the pro-family groups are for
it. Let me say | have a letter to the
gentleman from Alabama signed by the
Christian Coalition, Concerned Women
for America, the Family Research
Council, the General Board of Church
and Society of the United Methodist
Church, and the National Council of
Churches, the National Council of
Churches headed by former Democratic
Congressman Bob Edgar who served
here for many years.

I would ask you, do not support the
amendments that will weaken this bill.
Internet gambling is beginning to be
very corrosive in our society. We have
a chance to deal with Internet gam-
bling in the Bachus bill that the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. OXLEY) and
other Members of the House have put
forth. | rise in strong support of the
bill. 1 think this is an opportunity to
get control of Internet gambling and to
do it in a way that is constructive and
positive.

I ask my colleagues, one, support the
bill on final passage; but, lastly, do not
support any amendments that may ap-
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pear on the surface to be good but what
will in essence bring down this bill and
thereby mean that Internet gambling
will never be controlled. Five to 7 per-
cent of the young people in our country
are addicted to gambling.
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As Internet gambling becomes easier
and easier, that addiction rate goes up.

So | hope Members will oppose the
amendments that will really bring the
bill down, and on final passage do
something to help this country, to help
the young people, to get control of it,
to get control and regulate Internet
gambling.

Mr. Chairman, | rise in support of H.R.
2143, the Unlawful Internet Gambling Funding
Prohibition Act, legislation needed to prevent
the use of credit cards, checks, or electronic
funds transfers for unlawful Internet gambling.
It will be of vital assistance in curbing illegal
Internet gambling.

This legislation states in the findings section
that: “the National Gambling Impact Study
Commission in 1999 recommended the pas-
sage of legislation to prohibit wire transfers to
Internet gambling sites or the banks which
represent them.”

As the author of the legislation which estab-
lished the commission, | am pleased to see
that one of its most important recommenda-
tions may indeed become law. The spread of
Internet gambling means that people can now
gamble at the workplace and their homes,
around the clock. The unchecked progress of
Internet gambling must be curbed.

The National Gambling Impact Study Com-
mission report went on to state that gambling
can breed bankruptcy, divorce, domestic vio-
lence, and physical and emotional problems.
Even suicide has been linked to gambling.
Often times, even school-aged children—who
have never gambled before—are lured into
on-line gambling.

H.R. 2143 will establish an enforcement
structure that will let federal regulators set up
regulations which will limit the acceptance of
bank instruments such as credit cards for use
in illegal Internet gambling, reducing the
chance for gambling to gain a further foothold
in our society.

Before | close, let me share with you a
story. Donna Kelly, a mother of a 12-year-old
daughter and a 7-year-old son developed a
gambling problem. At one time there were 13
warrants for her arrest for writing bad checks.
Gambling had so wrecked her life that she
saw only one option: suicide. Two days before
Thanksgiving, she tried to kill herself. She
failed, and was placed in a mental hospital.
Mrs. Kelly spent Thanksgiving in a mental
hospital because of her gambling problem.

Her daughter asked her afterwards,
“Momma, why did you try to kill yourself? Do
you not love me anymore?” This is the human
dimension to gambling. This story illustrates
why it is so important to vote for this bill.
When you cast your vote today, remember the
many lives ruined by gambling, and remember
the family members left devastated by their
loved ones gambling activities.

Internet gambling is a vast and growing en-
terprise which can serve as an avenue for
money launders and terrorist funding. Gam-
bling also involves great social costs. This bill
will reduce access to the medium of the Inter-
net as another forum for inducing people to
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gamble. | urge Members to vote for this legis-
lation.

Hon. SPENCER BACHUS,

House of Representatives, Financial Services

Committee Member, Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE BACHUS: As a di-
verse bipartisan coalition of family and
faith-based organizations, we are very con-
cerned with the effects of gambling on our
society and the well-being of young people
and families. We write to strongly support
the passage of H.R. 2143, To Prevent the Use
of Certain Bank Instruments for Unlawful
Internet Gambling, and for Other Purposes.
Internet Gambling is already against the law
in all 50 states, yet offshore gambling inter-
ests continue to operate without any ac-
countability and are available in every state
by utilizing the Internet. We urge you to
support H.R. 2143 and reject any amendment
or proposal which would weaken the bill or
hinder its enforcement according to current
federal law.

The National Gambling Impact Study
Commission Report presents a disturbing
and devastating picture of the effect of gam-
bling on families. Some critical points to
consider in the report as it relates to Inter-
net gambling are:

Gambling costs society $5 billion a year in
societal costs including job loss, unemploy-
ment benefits, welfare benefits, poor phys-
ical and mental health, and problem or path-
ological gambling treatment, bankruptcy,
arrests, imprisonment, legal fees for divorce,
and so forth.

Because the Internet can be used anony-
mously, the danger exists that access to
Internet gambling will be abused by under-
age gamblers, our children and youth.

The high-speed instant gratification of
Internet games and the high level of privacy
they offer may exacerbate problem and path-
ological gambling.

Lack of accountability also raises the po-
tential for criminal activities, which can
occur in several ways. First, there is the pos-
sibility of abuse by gambling operators. Most
Internet service providers hosting Internet
gambling operations are physically located
offshore; as a result, operators can alter,
move, or entirely remove sites within min-
utes. Furthermore, gambling on the Internet
provides an easy means for money laun-
dering. Internet gambling provides anonym-
ity, remote access, and encrypted data. To
launder money, a person need only deposit
money into an offshore account, use those
funds to gamble, lose a small percent of the
original funds, then cash out the remaining
funds. Through the dual protection of
encryption and anonymity, much of this ac-
tivity can take place undetected.

Computer hackers or gambling operators
may tamper with gambling software to ma-
nipulate games to their benefit. Unlike the
physical world of highly regulated resort-
destination casinos, assessing the integrity
of Internet operators is quite difficult.

Please support H.R. 2143 and reject the
spread of a predatory industry, which is con-
trary to the well-being of individuals and all
of society.

Sincerely,

Christian Coalition of America, Con-
cerned Women for America, Family Re-
search Council, General Board of
Church and Society of the United
Methodist Church, National Council of
Christians.

Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon. Mr. Chair-
man, | yield myself such time as | may
consume.

Mr. Chairman, | rise in support of
H.R. 2143, the unlawful Internet Gam-
bling Funding Prohibition Act. | thank
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the gentleman from Alabama (Mr.
BAcHus) for all of the hard work he has
done on this particular piece of legisla-
tion, for working with me and the rest
of the subcommittee.

This bill is really about enforcing
what is already illegal activity. | have
had several people come up to me and
say, well, what does this bill really do?
What this bill really does, it takes
what is already illegal, it makes noth-
ing more illegal or nothing less illegal,
it takes what is already illegal and
tries to enforce that law.

Furthermore, | would like to thank
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. FRANK), the ranking member of
the Committee on Financial Services,
for the opportunity to manage the de-
bate for the Democratic Caucus. He
and | do not see eye to eye on this leg-
islation, but | appreciate and respect
the fact that we agreed to disagree, and
I welcome healthy debate on the topic
of illegal Internet gambling.

I am an original cosponsor of H.R.
2143, which was reported favorably by
the Committee on Financial Services
in March. Actions taken recently by
the Committee on the Judiciary served
to weaken this bill in such a way as to
throw into question whether the bill
would still adequately preserve the
Federal law and protect States rights
when it comes to regulating Internet
gambling. Today’s legislation will re-
duce that uncertainty by moving for-
ward with the financial services-re-
lated provisions of H.R. 2143, which
would serve as a core purpose of the
bill to shut off that financial spigot to
the illegal offshore casino sites.

Mr. Chairman, I want to talk a
minute about what that financial spig-
ot looks like. It is currently around $6
billion a year. None of that contributes
to the United States economy. There
are between 1,500 and 2,000 offshore
Internet gambling sites. Unlawful
Internet gambling is a scourge of our
society. It not only leads to crime, but
in many cases it is run by criminal en-
terprises. By shutting off the funding
flow, we will go a long ways toward
shutting down these elicit enterprises.

The Committee on Financial Serv-
ices and all of the members, the rank-
ing member and the chair, have worked
diligently over the last few years with
industry groups and civic organizations
to strengthen the measure and to build
support for its enactment. We con-
sulted with financial services compa-
nies to improve the bill, recognizing
current industry practices and pro-
tecting firms from liability for refusing
to honor restricted transactions.

The policy rationale for this legisla-
tion is very simple: Offshore Internet
gambling is already deemed illegal. By
continuing to allow the financing of il-
legal Internet gambling, we are stating
that we are not serious about enforcing
the law. Worse, the FBI, the Depart-
ment of Justice, and the Department of
State have all stated that Internet
gambling can be exploited to launder
money for such groups as drug dealers,
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organized crime and terrorist organiza-
tions.

Now is the time to close the loophole
that allows illegal Internet gambling
to still exist in the United States.

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

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Chairman, I am
happy to yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. PORTMAN). | un-
derstand he has an inquiry about this
legislation.

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. Chairman, |1
thank the gentleman for yielding me
time.

Mr. Chairman, first | would like to
engage the chairman in a brief col-
loquy and say that | commend him for
his very important work on this legis-
lation, which | strongly support.

As the chairman is aware, there are
legitimate businesses Ohio and else-
where that provide legal, skill-based
Internet games, such as Monopoly and
Boggle. Is it the gentleman’s under-
standing that H.R. 2143 is not intended
to apply to these games of skill that
are played, created, or distributed over
the Internet and which do not involve
the risk of something of value?

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PORTMAN. | yield to the gen-
tleman from Alabama.

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Chairman, that is
correct. It is intended to apply to gam-
bling, which is primarily determined
by chance, rather than the skill of one
of the players over the other.

Mr. PORTMAN. I thank the Chair. As
we know, several States and the Dis-
trict of Columbia have State lotteries
that fund education and other State
needs. In these States, the lotteries op-
erate under a strict set of State rules.

Is it the gentleman’s understanding,
again, that H.R. 2143 is not intended to
prohibit the use of electronic fund
transfers, ACH transactions, checks or
other bank instruments to pay for lot-
tery play within the boundaries of a
State within which the lot is located?

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Chairman, if the
gentleman will yield further, so long as
it is legal within that State, that is
correct.

Mr. PORTMAN. Again, I commend
the chairman for his good work on this
legislation. | hope he can beat back the
amendments.

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Chairman, | both
commend and yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. OXLEY), the
chairman of the full committee, who
has been instrumental in bringing this
legislation to the floor.

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

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, the bill
we are considering today, H.R. 2143, the
Unlawful Internet Funding Prohibition
Act, represents the culmination of
many hours of deliberation and hard
work on the part of members and staff

of the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices.
The gentleman from Ilowa (Mr.

LEACH), the former chairman of the
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Committee on Banking and Financial
Services, has led a determined battle to
cut off the financial lifeblood of the un-
lawful Internet gambling industry, and
the battle has been joined with vigor
by the gentleman from Alabama (Mr.
BACHuUS), the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Financial Institutions
and Consumer Credit, and the gentle-
woman from Oregon (Ms. HOOLEY), who
has been a staunch advocate in the
committee’s efforts to stop this illegal
activity. | want to commend both of
them for their strong leadership.

Support for our committee’s efforts
to stop the money flow to illegal gam-
bling sites has been nearly universal,
from family and religious groups, to
anti-gambling groups, from profes-
sional sports to college athletics, from
major players in the banking and cred-
it card industries, to law enforcement
and Internet service providers.

Mr. Chairman, it would be far easier
and far quicker just to list who does
not support such efforts. That would, of
course, be the illegal Internet gam-
bling industry itself and the
‘“‘wannabes’ waiting in the wing for
some sign that the Federal Govern-
ment will roll over and sanction Inter-
net gambling. They have launched an
all-out effort at obfuscation and
mischaracterization in hopes of defeat-
ing this bill and perpetuating their ob-
noxious activities.

Six years ago Internet gambling was
nearly nonexistent. Indeed, the Inter-
net itself was just coming into its own.
Sadly, just as nature abhors a vacuum,
so do criminals, and it was just a mat-
ter of time before gambling sites began
cropping up offshore, beyond the reach
of U.S. regulators and law enforce-
ment.

Seeing their opportunity, they multi-
plied unchecked, gobbling up victims
in the United States who represented
the most vulnerable in our society:
children, college students, and problem
gamblers. Enticed by pop-up ads that
promised untold riches, these victims
yielded up their credit card numbers
and other valuable personal financial
information to an unregulated criminal
element that could use that informa-
tion as it chose.

All of the privacy hawks in this
Chamber need to listen to this plea.
The Committee on Financial Services
has heard testimony from the U.S. De-
partment of Justice and the FBI that
Internet gambling serves as a haven for
money launderers, and unregulated off-
shore gambling sites can be exploited
by terrorists to launder money. FBI Di-
rector Mueller, in testimony before our
committee, cited Internet gambling as
a substantial problem for law enforce-
ment. That view has been reinforced by
the Financial Action Task Force, an
international body that seeks to com-
bat money laundering, which stated in
a 2001 report that some member coun-
tries had evidence that criminals were
using Internet gambling to launder
their illicit funds.

For the record, let us make clear
what the bill does and what it does not
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do. It does require the Federal func-
tional regulators to establish regula-
tions to limit the acceptance of U.S. fi-
nancial instruments, such as credit
cards, for use in unlawful Internet
gambling transactions. By so doing, it
cuts off the financial lifeblood of the il-
legal Internet gambling industry.

It does not, and | point out, it does
not expand gambling in any way,
shape, or form. Why would we want to
do that? Those who claim otherwise
are either not telling the truth, or they
simply do not get it.

The bill’s provisions kick in only,
and only, where a regulator determines
that an illegal activity has taken place
and relies on Federal and State law
current at that time to guide in that
determination.

Let me be crystal clear: H.R. 2143
protects the right of States to regulate
gambling within their borders. It nei-
ther expands nor limits gambling be-
yond what is allowed under existing
Federal, State and Tribal law.

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 2143 represents
legislation at its best. It is a directed
approach to a serious problem. It will
give regulators an important new tool
to fight unlawful Internet gambling,
and will protect families throughout
America. It deserves the support and
vote of every Member of this House.

Mr. Chairman, in closing, | want to point out
that this legislation is intended to address
funding of illegal Internet gambling, not to reg-
ulate general purpose communications net-
works that may be used in isolated instances
to transmit funds. The terms “networks” and
“participants in networks”, used in section 3(c)
and in the definition of a “Designated Payment
System” in section (4)(3), are intended to refer
to payment networks, such as funds transfer
networks, not to general purpose tele-
communications or Internet networks. Thus,
this bill would not regulate the provision of
Internet connectivity or frame relay service to
an electronic funds transfer network, but would
regulate the operation of the funds transfer
network itself.

Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon. Mr. Chair-
man, | yield 3 minutes to my good
friend, the gentleman from Alabama
(Mr. DAviIS), a member of the com-
mittee.

Mr. DAVIS of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, let me first of all compliment my
good friend, the gentleman from the
other half of Birmingham, Alabama
(Mr. BAcHuUSs), for his leadership on this
issue.

| take up where the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. OXLEY) left off. This is a very
well-conceived piece of legislation. |
speak from the perspective of someone
who spent 5 years as a Federal pros-
ecutor.

When | started out as a Federal pros-
ecutor, we did not hear a whole lot of
about gambling, frankly, from a lot of
the people who crossed my desk. By the
time | left, gambling had become the
means of choice for disguising large
sums of money being moved back and
forth by drug dealers.

It goes without saying that in this
age of Internet access, a lot of children
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are finding their way to a lot of things
that parents do not know that they are
finding, and one of them is Internet
gambling.

This is a positive bill. I will note that
some people have raised concerns about
how financial institutions would go
about enforcing it, how they would go
about policing and enforcing the var-
ious mechanisms contained within it.
And | will note for those who raised
those concerns that this legislation
only requires financial institutions to
develop adequate policies and proce-
dures for identifying and blocking
gambling payments.

Most of the credit card industry and
most of the financial services industry
have said they can easily take on this
burden. It is a burden that they regu-
larly assume in policing all kinds of
transactions.

I do want to address one line of
amendments that | do expect will come
before the House today, and it deals
with the amendment offered by my col-
league from Wisconsin that refers to
one very specific section of the bill.
Right now this bill would exclude from
its coverage ‘‘any lawful transaction
with a business licensed or authorized
from a State.”

That is an important provision, for a
very simple reason. As many of my col-
leagues well know, a number of States
in this country permit various forms of
pari-mutuel betting. We may not like
that, we may not engage in it, but
there is not one of us in this institu-
tion who questions that it is the right
of a State to determine what is gam-
bling and what is not gambling. It is
the right of the State of Alabama to
decide and the right of our legislature
to decide if we are going to recognize
pari-mutuel betting or not.

If this amendment, which | believe is
well-guided, were to be enacted, it
would fundamentally change the pur-
pose of this bill, because what it would
do, very simply, is it would prevent a
State from accepting pari-mutuel bet-
ting or any other forms of gambling
that have been recognized, frankly, and
declared as permissible by State law.

We talk a lot about States rights in
this institution, and both parties now
have picked up that mantra. It is in
the interests of States rights if we de-
cide that States can decide what is
legal and what is not illegal. So |
would urge my colleagues to reject the
stream of amendments that would take
away the States’ ability to decide what
is valid inside their own house.

So | close, Mr. Chairman, by saying
this is well constructed, bipartisan leg-
islation of the kind, frankly, that our
committee regularly and routinely pro-
duces.

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Chairman, | yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. COBLE).

Mr. COBLE. | thank the gentleman
from Alabama for yielding me time.

Mr. Chairman, | am reluctant to op-
pose my chairman of the full com-
mittee, but | am doing it today. What
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I am saying today is consistent with
what | have said previously about this
bill. We reported the bill out of the
Committee on the Judiciary Sub-
committee on Crime, Terrorism and
Homeland Security without the Can-
non amendment. The Cannon amend-
ment was added in full committee and
comes back to us today when the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Chairman SEN-
SENBRENNER) submits his amendment
subsequently.

The amendment, in my opinion, Mr.
Chairman, will strike the provision of
the bill that states that the term ‘‘bets
or wagers’’ does not include any lawful
transaction with a business licensed or
authorized by a State. This provision is
duplicative of the actual definition of
“unlawful Internet gambling,’”” which is
defined as a bet or wager that is unlaw-
ful under any applicable Federal or
State law.
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I am told, Mr. Chairman, and | think
the gentleman from Louisiana has cor-
roborated this, that some groups feel
that this is a carve-out from the prohi-
bition set forth in the bill. | believe
that those groups who so declare are
misinterpreting current law and, with
or without this provision, we still have
to contend with the prohibitions of the
Wire Act.

Finally, Mr. Chairman, | believe that
the Sensenbrenner amendment will
pretty well remove the muscle from
the arm of States’ rights. | believe that
the language that the Sensenbrenner
amendment seeks to strike simply pre-
serves the ability of States to regulate
gambling, and that is where | think the
regulatory issue should arise.

Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon. Mr. Chair-
man, | yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. FRANK), our ranking mem-
ber.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, where are the libertarians
when we need them? What we have be-
fore us is the Inconsistency Act of 2003.
Rarely has a bill come forward which is
in conflict with as many principles as
Members of this House have professed.
In the first place, we have the question
as to whether or not we should sub-
stitute the government’s opinion for
individuals’ choices.

Now, there are ills in this world
against which people should be pro-
tected. There are economic injustices,
there are environmental problems,
there are criminal elements who would
prey on people. |1 spend all of my en-
ergy trying to protect people against
things done by others, whether forces
of nature or individuals, that would
harm them. | envy my colleagues who
have more energy than I. | do not have
enough left to protect people against
themselves. This is an example of our
deciding that we cannot trust adults to
decide what to do with their own
money.

Now, if we were talking about some-
one who was being forced to gamble at
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gunpoint, I am with you. If there are
people who are being coerced into put-
ting down a bet, let us protect them.
But if an individual has gone out and
earned his or her money and decides he
or she wants to gamble, why in the
world is it anybody in this building’s
business?

So we, first of all, have this incon-
sistency with the principle of let us
keep big government off our backs. | do
not myself gamble. | do not like to see
my money go when | do not have any
control over it, and so | do not gamble.
And other people who are opposed to
gambling, | do not always hold myself
out as an example, but I will in this
case. Be like me: do not gamble. But if
other people want to put a bet down,
mind your own business.

Now, there are people for whom this
is enjoyable. | do not understand why
we should cast aspersions on them. And
it is true, some people will abuse it.
There are a minority of people who will
abuse this. But the notion that we pre-
vent adults from making their own
choices with their own money, to do
things which have no harmful effect on
anyone else, because a minority of peo-
ple will abuse them is, of course, a very
dangerous principle. There are people
who drink too much. There are people
who go to too many movies. There are
people who do a lot of things in excess
that most of us do in moderation. Ban
the excess, if you want to; deal with
the consequences of the excess. This is
a violation, though, what we are doing
now, of the fundamental principle:
leave people alone.

There is another principle that | have
heard: the sanctity of the Internet. We
are told that we should not interfere
with the Internet. Indeed, this House
has refused to cooperate with State
governments; now, many of them are
in terrible fiscal crises, cutting back
on health care, laying off public safety
officials, but we will not cooperate
with them in collecting sales taxes
from people who buy things over the
Internet in competition with local
communities, and they lose tax rev-
enue. But we say, oh, no, we cannot
touch the Internet, unless it is being
used for something people here do not
like. That is basically what is involved
here.

We have, and there is an interesting
conjunction here of liberals and con-
servatives. Conservatives do not like
it, some of them because | read from
some of the very conservative groups
that it is immoral to gamble. I am
often baffled by their morality, and |
do not understand why it is immoral to
gamble. I am struck by so many of my
liberal friends who do not want people
to gamble. Indeed, gambling is, to
many liberals, what sex-oriented lit-
erature is to conservatives. They do
not like it, so they do not want anyone
else to do it. There are people who do
not like gambling; then do not gamble.
But why use the law to prevent other
people from doing it?

Now, | know they say, well, but this
is not just making it illegal; this is
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doing this, that, and the other. But let
us cut right down to it. This is being
put forward by people who do not like
gambling and want to make it harder
to gamble, and their principle of keep-
ing government out of private choices,
forget about it; their principle of being
able to use the Internet without inter-
ference, forget about that; and their re-
spect for financial institutions, forget
about that.

Now, they say children will abuse it.
I understand that. That is a serious ef-
fort. 1 am prepared to cooperate in ef-
forts to try to protect children, al-
though we should know that the major
protection of children ought to be their
own parents. This is protecting chil-
dren, forgetting about any parental
role; but that is another principle that
is a problem. You cannot, in my judg-
ment, sensibly, in a society like ours,
make it illegal for adults to do things
because there is a possibility that some
young people will do them when they
should not. Let us work on ways to pre-
vent children from doing this sort of
thing.

Gambling is a perfectly legitimate
human activity. There are people who
enjoy it. There are people who find
that it engages them. | do not think
they ought to be anesthetized on the
floor of the House, but being anes-
thetized, | guess a lot of people do not
pay a lot of attention to what we say.
No real harm there. But when you take
the law of the United States and you
now put further criminal penalties here
and further restrict people, | think we
are making a very grave error.

So | hope Members who have talked
about States’ rights, who have talked
about individual liberty being pro-
tected from an overreaching govern-
ment, who have talked about not sti-
fling the Internet and its creativity,
will think about one of those things
when you come to vote on this bill and
vote it down.

I thank the gentlewoman for man-
aging this time and yielding this time
to me. | am the senior minority mem-
ber, but since the majority of members
of my committee, in a temporary lapse
from their usual good judgment, sup-
ported this bill; | did not think it was
appropriate for me to be the manager.

But | do hope that individual free-
dom, a distrust of overreaching govern-
ment, a respect for the rights of State
and local jurisdictions, and a respect
for the Internet will count for some-
thing when we vote.

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Chairman, | yield
myself such time as | may consume to
respond to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts. | would say to the gentleman
that this bill is not about opposing
legal gambling. This bill is about op-
posing mob activity, criminal activity.
The FBI says that organized crime is
behind these Internet sites. This is
about the  unsupervised,