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On this occasion, I want to specifically ac-

knowledge the outstanding leadership of 
Waldwick’s elected officials. Waldwick has al-
ways enjoyed a history of good, sound local 
government—a tradition carried on today by 
Mayor Rick Vander Wende, Borough Adminis-
trator Gary Kratz, Borough Clerk Paula 
Jaegge, and Borough Council members Art 
Barthold, Robert Campbell, Frank McKenna, 
Joseph Musumeci, James O’Connell and Jim 
Toolen. 

Waldwick has been a town of many names. 
The area traces its past to the settlement of 
New Barbadoes Township in modern-day 
northern New Jersey in 1693. The settlement 
changed its name to Franklin Township when 
it was incorporated in 1772, however, and by 
the late 1800s was known as Orvil Township. 
Orvil changed its form of government from 
township to borough in 1919, prompting an-
other name change. A committee chose 
‘‘Wald,’’ German for ‘‘woods’’ and later refined 
the choice to Waldwick, meaning, ‘‘a light in 
the woods.’’ 

Transportation played a major role in the 
development of Waldwick. An Indian trail 
along the foothills of the Ramapo Mountains 
was used by European settlers and became 
part of the Albany Post Road. The Franklin 
Turnpike was developed and named for New 
Jersey Colonial Governor William Franklin, 
son of Benjamin Franklin. Railroads first came 
to the area in the 1840s, when the Paterson 
and Ramapo built a line to connect Suffern, 
New York, and Jersey City, but a depot wasn’t 
built in Waldwick until 1886. The railroad 
brought dramatic improvements in Waldwick’s 
connections to the outside world, including the 
first regularly scheduled deliveries of mail. 

Several businesses developed around the 
railroad depot, including the Orvil Hotel, a 
printing shop, two butcher shops, a car-
penter’s shop, a livery stable, a machine shop, 
a general store, a dressmaker’s shop, a fu-
neral home and Hopper’s Coal and Lumber 
Co. 

By the 1920s, Waldwick had a thriving 
downtown district and growing residential 
neighborhoods. A large number of civic orga-
nizations, including the Ancient Order of 
Forresters, the Sylvandale Literary Society 
and the Waldwick Public Hall Association, 
among others, were formed. Italians were a 
prominent ethnic group within the community, 
forming a chapter of the Sons of Italy and 
staging an annual Assumption of the Virgin 
Mary celebration. 

The Depression actually benefited Waldwick 
with the construction of a municipal pool and 
a municipal office building by the Works 
Progress Administration. 

Today, under the leadership of Mayor 
Vander Wende and the other borough officials, 
Waldwick continues to be a thriving, modern 
community with much to offer to everyone. 
The new Administration Building being dedi-
cated this weekend is the latest tangible sign 
of Waldwick’s growth. The $1.9 million, 
12,000-square-foot building, located at 63 
Franklin Turnpike, will consolidate all borough 
administrative offices in one location. The old 
Municipal Building, built in 1927 at a cost of 
$40,000, will remain home to the Police De-
partment headquarters and will continue to be 
the site of meetings of the Borough Council, 

the Planning and Zoning Board and sessions 
of Municipal Court. 

My colleagues, I am certain you would 
agree with my conviction that Waldwick is one 
of the finest communities in the State of New 
Jersey. This community is symbolic of tradi-
tional American values. The residents work 
hard, are dedicated to their families, support 
their schools and volunteer to help their neigh-
bors. I ask all my colleagues to join me in 
wishing all its residents continued success. 
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UNBORN VICTIMS OF VIOLENCE 
ACT OF 1999 

SPEECH OF

HON. TONY P. HALL 
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 30, 1999 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 2436) to amend 
title 18, United States Code, and the Uniform 
Code of Military Justice to protect unborn 
children from assault and murder, and for 
other purposes: 

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of H.R. 2436, the Unborn Victims of 
Violence Act. Under current federal law, an in-
dividual who commits a federal crime of vio-
lence against a pregnant woman receives no 
additional punishment for killing or injuring the 
fetus. I think this is wrong and should be 
changed. 

An incident that occurred in my district illus-
trates why this law is so desperately needed. 
In 1996, a man enlisted in the Air Force and 
stationed at Wright-Patterson Air Force 
Base—a jurisdiction which is governed by fed-
eral military law—severely beat his wife who 
was 34 weeks pregnant at the time. Although 
the woman survived the attack, her uterus split 
open, expelling the baby into her mother’s ab-
dominal cavity, where the baby died. 

The man was arrested and charged with 
several criminal offenses for the attack. How-
ever, Air Force prosecutors concluded that 
they could not charge him with a separate of-
fense for killing the baby because, although 
Ohio law recognizes an unborn child as a vic-
tim, federal law does not. 

In 1998, that judgment was concurred in the 
U.S. Air Force Court of Criminal Appeals rul-
ing on the case. The court said, ‘‘Federal 
homicide statutes reach only the killing of a 
born human being . . . (Congress) has not 
spoken with regard to the protection of an un-
born person.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, I believe it is time that Con-
gress speaks on this issue by passing H.R. 
2436. Many states, like Ohio, have passed 
laws to recognize unborn children as human 
victims of violent crimes. However, these laws 
do not apply on federal property. I think they 
should and therefore would urge my col-
leagues to pass the Unborn Victims of Vio-
lence Act. 

THURGOOD MARSHALL COMMEMO-
RATIVE STAMP RESOLUTION 

HON. ELIJAH E. CUMMINGS 
OF MARYLAND

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, October 1, 1999 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, today, I intro-
duced legislation urging the Citizen’s Stamp 
Advisory Committee and the United States 
Postal Service to issue a commemorative 
stamp to honor the late great Justice 
Thurgood Marshall. 

I’d like to start my tribute with a brief story. 
This story was told by Marshall during the 

installation of Wiley Branton as Dean of How-
ard University’s Law School. It clearly exempli-
fies what Marshall’s legacy means to me. 
You’ll see what I mean when you hear the 
story. 

This guy took a trip to Las Vegas and did 
what so many others do—he lost his money, 
including his fare home. While figuring out 
what to do, as sometimes happens, he had to 
go. When he got to the bathroom, he discov-
ered that they had not a nickel or dime but 
quarter stalls. He didn’t have any money, so 
he was in pretty bad shape. And then a gen-
tleman came by and he told the gentleman his 
problem. The guy said, ‘‘I’ll give you a quarter 
. . . I don’t care if you give it back to me or 
not, it’s no problem.’’ He took the quarter and 
went back into the restroom, and just as he 
was about to put the quarter in, he realized 
the door had been left open. So he put the 
quarter in his pocket and he went in . . . He 
realized that a quarter wasn’t going to get him 
back to Los Angeles and wouldn’t even feed 
him. So, he put the quarter in a slot machine. 

And it wouldn’t be a story if he didn’t hit the 
jackpot. 

Then he hit the bigger jackpot . . . and he 
went to the crap table; he went to the roulette 
table. He ended up with about ten or fifteen 
thousand dollars. He went back home and in-
vested in the right stock. He got the right busi-
ness together. And in pretty short order, about 
fifteen years, he became the second wealthi-
est man in the world. He was asked about this 
story on television and began by saying, ‘‘I am 
so indebted to that benefactor of mine. That 
man who made all of this possible. And if he 
comes forth and proves who he is, I will give 
him half my wealth in cash. So a man came 
forth . . . . He said, ‘‘Are you sure you are 
the one I’m looking for?’’ ‘‘Of course, he said, 
I’m the man who gave you that quarter,’’ The 
millionaire said ‘‘I’m not looking for you. I’m 
looking for the man who left the door open.’’ 
You see, if he hadn’t left the door open, I 
would have put the quarter in the stall.’’ 

Marshall epitomizes the man who left the 
door open. We are all millionaires—even bil-
lionaires—rich from Marshall’s legacy of open-
ing doors for those less fortunate. As we close 
this era, we must not forget his impact on the 
events of the 20th Century. 

Marshall was instrumental in supporting the 
rights of minorities and immigrants; limiting 
government intrusion in cases involving illegal 
search and seizure, double jeopardy, and the 
right to privacy; and in creating new protec-
tions under the law for women, children, pris-
oners, and the homeless. 
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His legacy has inspired Americans to name 

educational institutions, Federal Buildings, 
legal societies, libraries, and numerous aca-
demic achievement awards in his honor. It is 
indeed my honor to recognize a man whose 
career is a monument to our judiciary system 
and who has inspired so many to continue his 
quiet crusade. 

Marshall was born and raised in the Con-
gressional District I represent—Baltimore City, 
Maryland—and lived in a home about eight 
blocks from where I live now. We both at-
tended Howard University and, more signifi-
cantly, he was once turned away from the law 
school I attended and graduated from—the 
University of Maryland. As such, I am espe-
cially proud to honor Thurgood Marshall, as I 
share a common background with him. 

Through his knowledge, advocacy and de-
votion to the cause of civil rights, Marshall 
contributed to the battle fought in the United 
States courts to eradicate the legacy of slav-
ery. I believe, however, that he should be re-
vered most for his courage and independent 
judiciary and for breathing life into the text of 
the Constitution. He worked tirelessly to guar-
antee all Americans equality and liberty in 
their individual choices concerning voting, 
housing, education and travel. 

In 1954, he argued the case of Brown v. 
Board of Education of Topeka, Kansas before 
the Supreme Court, where racial segregation 
in public schools was declared unconstitu-
tional. 

He won 29 of the 32 cases he argued be-
fore the Supreme Court, including, cases in 
which the court declared unconstitutional: 

A Southern state’s exclusion of African- 
American voters from primary elections (Smith 
v. Allwright, 1944); state judicial enforcement 
of racial ‘‘restrictive covenants’’ in housing 
(Shelley v. Kraemer, 1948); and ‘‘separate but 
equal’’ facilities for African-American profes-
sionals and graduate students in state univer-
sities (Sweatt v. Painter and McLaurin v. Okla-
homa State Regents, both 1950). 

I honor and praise him for his civil rights 
and professional achievements within our judi-
cial system. 

President John F. Kennedy appointed Mar-
shall to the United States Court of Appeals for 
the Second Circuit in 1961. Four years later, 
President Lyndon B. Johnson appointed him 
Solicitor General of the United States. 

President Johnson nominated Marshall to 
the Supreme Court of the United States and 
the Senate confirmed the appointment on Au-
gust 30, 1967, making Marshall the first Afri-
can-American justice to sit on the Court. Mar-
shall served 23 years on the Supreme Court, 
retiring on June 27, 1991, at the age of 82. 

After his death an article in the Washington 
Afro-American stated, ‘‘We make movies 
about Malcolm X, we get a holiday to honor 
Dr. Martin Luther King, but every day we live 
the legacy of Justice Thurgood Marshall.’’ 

PULL FEDERAL FUNDING FROM 
BROOKLYN MUSEUM OF ART 

HON. JOHN E. SWEENEY 
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, October 1, 1999 

Mr. SWEENEY. Mr. Speaker, today I am in-
troducing a resolution along with Mr. 
FOSSELLA, that calls for an elimination of fed-
eral funds for the Brooklyn Museum of Art if it 
proceeds with an exhibit that desecrates reli-
gion. 

The Museum, which has come under fire for 
using taxpayer money to host an exhibit fea-
turing a portrait of the Virgin Mary smeared 
with elephant dung, has received more than 
$700,000 from the National Endowment for 
the Arts and the National Endowment for the 
Humanities over the past three years. 

John Cardinal O’Connor, in published new 
accounts, called the exhibit ‘‘an attack on reli-
gion itself and, in a special way, on the Catho-
lic Church.’’ In fact, it is an is an affront to the 
more than one billion Catholics worldwide! 

In addition to the Virgin Mary painting, the 
art show titled, ‘‘Sensation: Young British Art-
ists from the Saatchi Collection,’’ also features 
a portrait of a convicted child murderer fash-
ioned from small hand prints. Do we really 
want to glorify convicted murderers?! 

I wholeheartedly agree with my colleague, 
Mr. FOSSELLA, who describes the exhibit as 
‘‘little more than publicly-funded bigotry.’’ He 
was correct in saying that ‘‘the American peo-
ple have a right to know that their tax dollars 
are not being used to desecrate religion and 
promote bigotry.’’ 

When taxpayers decide to support the arts, 
I doubt these are the kinds of exhibits they 
have in mind. Our resolution will give a voice 
to the millions of Americans who are disgusted 
that they are being forced to fund this offen-
sive exhibit. Furthermore, I believe that most 
of my constituents would join me in saying 
that this exhibit goes too far and is devoid of 
culturally redeeming value, by any standard. 

Our federal tax dollars should not be spent 
on images that glorify immoral and criminal 
behavior. They should be used to defend not 
offend. Further, if we are to subsidize the ex-
pression of art, let that expression carry a 
message of education, not defecation. 

We have no obligation to call it art and the 
American people don’t have to subsidize it. 
While these so-called artists have a right to 
create their ‘‘art,’’ and galleries have a right to 
display it, the First Amendment does not guar-
antee that the American people must sub-
sidize it. 

The City of New York has threatened to pull 
the museum’s funding, and so too should the 
federal government. 

Again, I urge my colleagues to continue to 
cosponsor this important resolution. 

INDEPENDENCE DAY FOR CYPRUS 

HON. SAM GEJDENSON 
OF CONNECTICUT

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, October 1, 1999 
Mr. GEJDENSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 

to pay tribute to the Republic of Cyprus on the 
39th anniversary of its independence. 

As we celebrate this important day, we are 
sadly reminded of the political impasse which 
continues to divide the island into two commu-
nities. However, recent seismic shifts in the re-
gion give hope to optimists who believe that 
for the first time in many years we could see 
progress towards a fair and just settlement on 
this island nation. 

Even before the recent tragic earthquakes 
that rocked Turkey and Greece in August and 
September, we were seeing fissures in the 
previously frozen relations between the two 
nations. The far sighted leadership of Foreign 
Ministers Papandreou and Cem brought them 
together to talk in a meaningful way about co-
ordinating policy in the wake of the crisis in 
Kosovo—breaking the silence which had sti-
fled dialogue between Athens and Ankara 
since the invasion of Cyprus. 

Little could they have imagined that serious 
earthquakes this year would take the lives of 
thousands in the region and elicit such pro-
found and heartfelt responses from the peo-
ples of each country towards their neighbors 
in times of crisis. The outpouring of assistance 
and sympathy during these consecutive trage-
dies demonstrated that the citizens of Greece 
and Turkey were following the lead of their re-
spective foreign ministers in acknowledging 
that no country is an island. 

Neither political tremors touched off by 
Slobodan Milosevic’s military aggression nor 
geological tremors caused by tectonic shifts 
stayed confined within international borders. 
The peoples of Greece and Turkey worked to-
gether during these crises because there was 
no other feasible option. Now they must work 
together as must Greek Cypriots and Turkish 
Cypriots to find a solution in Cyprus. 

Both Turkey and the people of Northern Cy-
prus have much to gain from an end to the 
strife which has divided the island for a quar-
ter of a century. The United States, the United 
Nations, the G–8 nations, and the Council of 
Europe are united in urging a settlement in 
Cyprus that establishes a stable bizonal, 
bicommunal federation with adequate security 
guarantees for all citizens on the island nation. 

Restarting serious talks in Cyprus without 
stymying pre-conditions would produce enor-
mous progress for Turkey towards solving an 
impediment to its relations with the inter-
national community and for the people of 
Northern Cyprus to emerge from their painful 
isolation from the rest of the world. 

Greece has built on ‘‘earthquake diplomacy’’ 
to send signals that it would not oppose Turk-
ish entry into the European Union. Ankara 
could build on this momentum by urging Turk-
ish Cypriots to reestablish crucial cultural and 
business exchanges between the two commu-
nities and restart negotiations immediately. 
Because of past history, Turkish Cypriots have 
every right to demand strong security guaran-
tees when the partition of the island is re-
moved. But this legitimate concern cannot be 
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