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The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. ADERHOLT).

——————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
July 30, 2001.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ROBERT B.
ADERHOLT 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 without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 1954. An act to extend the authorities
of the Iran and Libya Sanctions Act of 1996
until 2006, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed a bill of the fol-
lowing title in which the concurrence
of the House is requested:

S. 1218. An act to extend the authorities of
the Iran and Libya Sanctions Act of 1996
until 2006.

———
MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2001, 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 30 min-
utes, and each Member, other than the
majority or minority leaders and the
minority whip, limited to 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA) for 5 minutes.

FUNDING FOR THE NATIONAL SEA
GRANT COLLEGE PROGRAM

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today in support of H.R. 1071, a
bill to increase authorization for the
National Sea Grant College Program.
The idea of the Sea Grant College Pro-
gram was originally suggested by Mr.
Athelstan Spilhaus. In a 1964 editorial
he wrote, ‘‘Hstablishment of the land
grant colleges was one of the best in-
vestments this Nation ever made. That
same kind of imagination and foresight
should be applied to exploitation of the
sea.”

In 1965, Senator Claiborne Pell of
Rhode Island introduced legislation to
establish sea grant colleges on cam-
puses nationwide as centers of excel-
lence in marine and coastal studies.
With the adoption in 1966 of the Na-
tional Sea Grant College Act Program,
Congress established an academic in-
dustry government partnership in-
tended to enhance the Nation’s edu-
cation, economy and environment in
the 21st century.

Today, Mr. Speaker, more than 54
percent of our Nation’s population
lives along the coast. But funding for
the National Sea Grant College Pro-
gram is only 3 percent of the equiva-
lent Federal funding for the Land
Grant College Program.

Like many Members of Congress, I
am fully supportive of the Land Grant
Program. But the point to be made is
that the Land Grant receives $900 mil-
lion a year in Federal funding for this
program. The Sea Grant receives ap-
proximately only $60 million. Is it not
time for us to consider this disparity
and increase funding for the National
Sea Grant College Program?

Mr. Speaker, in support of increasing
funding, I ask my colleagues to con-
sider these facts. Since 1960, the square
mileage of coastal urban lands has in-
creased by over 130 percent. Between
1996 and 2015, U.S. coastal population is
expected to increase by the equivalent

of 5 major cities or 25 million people.
Every day approximately 1,300 acres of
coastal lands are developed into urban
lands. Every week there are more than
14,000 new housing starts in the coastal
areas of our Nation. Every year more
than 180 million people visit the Na-
tion’s coasts, affecting coastal infra-
structure and resources.

Simply put, the Nation’s investment
in coastal science has lagged behind
coastal population and development.
Simply put, the Federal Government
cannot by itself meet the tremendous
demand for environmental knowledge
and services, nor can it maintain ex-
pensive in-house staff, facilities or
technologies. Universities are critical
to the development of the scientific
and human resources base needed to
address coastal issues.

The National Sea Grant College Pro-
gram engages the Nation’s top univer-
sities through a network of some 30
Sea Grant programs and 200 affiliated
institutions located in coastal and
Great Lakes States and Puerto Rico.
Sea Grant taps the talents of the pre-
eminent university scientists who con-
duct mission-critical research and de-
velopment in state of the art labora-
tories and facilities. Sea Grant utilizes
a highly effective network of extension
and communications professionals to
transfer research results to users. Sea
Grant has a 30-year track record of suc-
cess and relevance. Sea Grant is non-
regulatory and maintains a reputation
for objectivity and credibility in its re-
search and outreach.

There is no other Federal program
that has the combination of university-
based capabilities, outreach structure,
flexibility, cost-effectiveness and em-
phasis on coastal resource manage-
ment. Given the importance of the
coast to the Nation’s economic and so-
cial well-being, it is for this reason I
am introducing H.R. 1071, a bill to in-
crease authorization for the National
Sea Grant College Program from a
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mere $63 million to $100 million per
year.

Many of my colleagues have joined
me in supporting this modest increase.
As many are aware, the National Sea
Grant College Program has a broad
base of bipartisan support.

The 105th Congress passed reauthor-
ization for the program without a sin-
gle dissenting vote in either Chamber.
I believe this is largely due to the fact
this is a shoestring budget. Sea Grant
continues to expand its capabilities in
areas of national interest. The Sea
Grant Program is looking to the sea to
find new pharmaceuticals and medi-
cines, and maybe even a cure for can-
cer. Sea Grant is on the cutting edge of
marine science and aquaculture re-
search.

As a member of the House Sub-
committee on Fisheries, Conservation,
Wildlife and Oceans, I have always
been troubled by the fact that the U.S.
has to import over $9 billion worth of
seafood and shellfish from foreign
countries. I am convinced if we are
committed to more resources to the
National Sea Grant Program, we might
be able to create new growth and eco-
nomic development and become a
world exporter rather than importer of
seafood and shellfish. I am also con-
vinced if we can find the means to de-
vote billions of dollars to space, we can
certainly find a way to add $37 million
a year to the National Sea Grant Pro-
gram.

Mr. Speaker, if we can find a means
now to go to Mars, and we believe what
is beneath the ocean, I believe it is
time to improve the Sea Grant Pro-
gram.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support of H.R.
1071—a bhill to increase authorization for the
National Sea Grant College Program. The
idea of a Sea Grant College Program was
originally suggested by Athelstan Spilhaus. In
a 1964 editorial, he wrote:

Establishment of the land-grant colleges
was one of the best investments this nation
ever made. That same kind of imagination
and foresight should be applied to exploi-
tation of the sea.

In 1965, Senator Claiborne Pell of Rhode Is-
land introduced legislation to establish Sea
Grant Colleges on campuses nationwide as
centers of excellence in marine and coastal
studies. With the adoption in 1966 of the Na-
tional Sea Grant College Grant Act, Congress
established an academic/industry/government
partnership intended to enhance the Nation's
education, economy, and environment in the
21st century.

Today, more than 54 percent of our Nation’s
population lives along the coast. But funding
for the National Sea Grant College Program is
only about 3 percent of the equivalent federal
funding for the Land Grant College Program.

Like many Members of Congress, | am fully
supportive of the Land Grant College Pro-
gram. But the point to be made is that Land
Grant receives nearly $900 million in federal
funding per year. Sea Grant receives approxi-
mately $60 million. Isn't it time for us to con-
sider this disparity and increase funding for
the National Sea Grant College Program?

Mr. Speaker, in support of increased fund-
ing, | ask my colleagues to consider these
facts:
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Since 1960, the square mileage of coastal
urban lands has increased by over 130 per-
cent;

Between 1996 and 2015, U.S. coastal popu-
lation is expected to incresae by the equiva-
lent of 5 major new cities, or 25 million people;

Every day, approximately 1,300 acres of
coastal lands are developed into urban lands;

Every week, there are more than 14,000
new housing starts in coastal areas; and

Every year, more than 180 million people
visit the Nation's coasts, affecting coastal in-
frastructure and resources.

Simply put, the Nation’s investment in coast-
al science has lagged behind coastal popu-
lation and development. Simply put, the Fed-
eral Government cannot by itself meet the tre-
mendous demand for environmental knowl-
edge and services, nor can it maintain expen-
sive in-house staff, facilities, or technologies.
Universities are critical to the development of
the scientific and human resource base need-
ed to address coastal issues.

The National Sea Grant College Program
engages the Nation’s top universities through
a network of 30 Sea Grant programs and 200
affiliated institutions located in coastal and
Great Lake States and Puerto Rico. Sea Grant
taps the talents of pre-eminent university sci-
entists who conduct mission-critical research
and development in state-of-the-art labora-
tories and facilities. Sea Grant utilizes a highly
effective network of extension and commu-
nications professionals to transfer research re-
sults to users. Sea Grant has a 30-year track
record of success and relevance. Sea Grant is
nonregulatory and maintains a reputation for
objectivity and credibility in its research and
outreach.

There is no other Federal program that has
the combination of university-based capabili-
ties, outreach structure, flexibility, cost-effec-
tiveness, and emphasis on coastal resource
management. Given the importance of the
coast to the Nation’s economic and social
well-being, | introduced H.R. 1071—a bill to in-
crease authorization for the National Sea
Grant College Program from $63 million to
$100 million per year.

Many of my colleagues have joined with me
in supporting this modest increase. As many
are aware, the National Sea Grant College
Program has a broad base of bipartisan sup-
port. The 105th Congress passed reauthoriza-
tion for the program without a single dis-
senting vote in either Chamber.

| believe this is largely due to the fact that
on a shoestring budget, Sea Grant continues
to expand its capabilities in areas of national
interest. Sea Grant is looking to the sea to find
new pharmaceuticals and medicines—and
maybe even a cure for cancer. Sea Grant is
also on the cutting edge of marine science
and aquaculture research.

As a member of the House Subcommittee
on Fisheries Conservation, Wildlife and
Oceans, | have always been troubled by the
fact that the U.S. imports over 9 billion dollars’
worth of seafood and shellfish per year. | am
convinced that if we committed more re-
sources to the National Sea Grant College
Program, we might be able to create new
growth and economic development and be-
come a world exporter, rather than importer, of
seafood and shellfish.

| am also convinced that if we can find the
means to devote billions of dollars to space,
we can certainly find a way to add $37 million
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a year to fund the National Sea Grant College
Program. For now, Sea Grant funds on aver-
age less than $2 million per State program.
Due to limited resources, many geographic re-
gions are not represented—including the
Western Pacific—which alone has a huge
Economic Exclusive Zone. Some States like
Mississippi and Alabama share funding while
other eligible States and territories like Penn-
sylvania, Vermont, and American Samoa have
no institutional Sea Grant programs.

Mr. Speaker, | am convinced that it is time
for Congress to address the issue of in-
creased authorization for the National Sea
Grant College Program. | urge my colleagues
to support H.R. 1071.

———

DEFENSE SCIENCE BOARD REPORT
ON REDUCING THE FUEL BURDEN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. STEARNS) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, as we
begin debate this week on a com-
prehensive energy package, I want to
bring to the attention of my colleagues
a recently released report by the De-
fense Science Board entitled, ‘‘More
Capable Warfighting Through Reduced
Fuel Burden.”” The bill we bring on the
House floor will talk about lots of con-
servation measures, but we should also
look to the Federal Government, which
has a large use of energy.

The bill we will be considering is an
omnibus energy bill, H.R. 4, Securing
America’s Energy Future Act, and pro-
vides, among other things, incentives
for the efficient use of energy and in-
vestments in new energy efficient tech-
nologies.

The Federal Government is beholden
under this legislation to take the lead
in reducing energy consumption. If
they are asking the American people to
reduce energy consumption, obviously
the Federal Government should do so,
too, and to realign its focus on using
energy efficient technologies.

The report released by the Defense
Science Board highlights the need for
the Department of Defense to also re-
align its focus on using energy efficient
technologies, too. This was quoted in
the report: ‘“Military fuel consumption
for aircraft, ships, ground vehicles and
facilities makes the Department of De-
fense the single largest consumer of pe-
troleum in America, perhaps in the
world.”

The United States has deployed its
forces more times during the entire
Cold War period. As a result, our fuel
requirements have also risen. The re-
port goes on to quote that ‘‘the Naval
force depends each day on million of
gallons of fuel to operate around the
globe. The Air Force. . .spends ap-
proximately 85 percent of its fuel budg-
et to deliver, by airborne tankers, just
6 percent off its annual jet fuel usage.”

Mr. Speaker, it is without a doubt
that fuel cost is directly associated
with our military readiness. As we
struggle with Congress’ current budget
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allocations to provide the military
with the funds needed to elevate our
readiness levels, provide for pay in-
creases, health care and housing, we
would be remiss if we did not examine
ways for the Department of Defense to
increase its attention on energy effi-
ciency.

By no means, however, should the
Department of Defense sacrifice per-
formance requirements just to save a
few gallons of fuel. I doubt that any
Member would propose such action.
However, the DSB report recommends
including energy efficiency as a re-
quirement under DOD’s procurement
process and investing in new improve-
ments through the science and tech-
nology community. It is a significant
step in the direction of curtailing en-
ergy consumption in a responsible
manner while maintaining the per-
formance in overall military capa-
bility.

The report also notes that the De-
partment of Defense Joint Vision 2010
and 2020 ‘“‘explicitly recognize that im-
proving platform and system level fuel
efficiency improves agility, while con-
currently reducing deployment times
and support/logistic requirements.” All
of us must remember the buildup of our
forces between Desert Shield and
Desert Storm. Most would agree that
never would an adversary allow such a
cushion for the U.S. to position itself
for battle. The DSB report states, ‘“The
largest element of the total fuel cost in
DOD is the cost of delivery.”

So naturally, improving on the daily
use of fuel for both combat and support
units could reduce the logistics need
while allowing units to deploy and re-
main in the field for a sustained period
of time. Though H.R. 4 allows for Fed-
eral agencies, including the Depart-
ment of Defense, to acquire specific
Energy Star products, I believe we
should extend the focus to weapons
platforms and logistic requirements.
As we move to lighter, more mobile
forces, it is imperative that we improve
our logistics capability and reduce the
logistics tail.

Finally, the report notes that ‘‘effi-
ciency is a strong component of agil-
ity.” I hope my colleagues will keep
this in mind as we continue debate on
energy policy and as it applies to all
aspects of this country, including our
Federal Government and the Depart-
ment of Defense.

———
JO OBERSTAR: A TESTIMONIAL,
ST. BARTHOLOMEW CHURCH,

JULY 30, 1991

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, 10
years ago my wife Jo succumbed to
breast cancer after an 8-year struggle
with that disease. Today in her mem-
ory I deliver the eulogy testimonial I
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offered in St. Bartholomew Church on
this day.

Marshall Lynam, well known to Hill
denizens, tells the story of Lyndon
Johnson who, on learning that his sec-
retary of many years had been diag-
nosed with breast cancer, called the
chief executive officer of the Mayo
Clinic and said, ‘I am sending my sec-
retary out there, and I want you to
cure her, hear?”

The awed and startled, to say the
least, CEO responded: ‘“We will be glad
to treat her, Mr. President, but you
have one of the greatest cancer re-
search and treatment centers in the
world, the M.D. Anderson Clinic, in
Houston.”

“You are right,” said Lyndon. ‘I will
send her there and make them cure
her.”

0 1245

Jo got the best care there was. But
cure was not in the forecast. I want—as
she wanted—her doctors to understand
that, for the Christian, death is not de-
feat. The medical community is so fo-
cused on heroic efforts to extend life
that sometimes we forget that death is
a natural consequence of having lived.
What matters is the quality of both life
and death.

From the spiritual perspective, all of
us were focused wrong: it wasn’t the
cancer that needed healing; it was our
empty hearts, yearning for meaning,
for purpose and love, which needed
healing and filling.

Jo called us to that vocation of pray-
er, of love for each other, especially
love for the least among us. Countless
were those who said: “‘I don’t pray very
often or too well, but I will for you.”
And they did. They felt better for it
and were healed where it counts most:
in the spirit.

Jo had the roomiest heart I ever
knew. She made space in it for every-
one, concerned always and first for the
well-being of others.

She found the good in everyone and
expanded it, as in: ‘““That dear sweet
JOHN DINGELL’ or, ‘“‘Bob Roe is such a
honey.” (To which I muttered: ‘“‘Yes,
but you’re not trying to get a bridge
out of him.””)

Why does a person die at the height
of their powers, with seemingly so
much life yet to live? Why a long, lin-
gering illness with so much suffering?

If you die at 90, there is a sense of life
fully lived and people reflect back on
‘““a job well done.” But when death
comes to one so young and vibrant,
there is a sense of promise unfulfilled,
of life yet to be lived. Maybe the an-
swer is that we appreciate more fully,
more passionately, the contributions of
that young life so untimely taken.

The other question persists just as
stubbornly: what is the purpose of so
long a suffering? I believe suffering can
only be understood in the spiritual
sense. We had the privilege of suffering
with Jo; to be spiritually purified by
that suffering, and the opportunity to
heal ourselves. It also gave us time to
say good-bye in real ways.
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Two years ago, the Speaker ap-
pointed me to the President’s Commis-
sion on Aviation Security and Ter-
rorism, the Pan Am 103 Commission.
Our inquiry took us to Lockerbie,
Scotland, where the constable of Dum-
fries told the commission members of
the many long hours he and his staff
spent with family members responding
patiently to their myriad questions
about that senseless tragedy. When I
asked why he felt it important to spend
so much time with the family mem-
bers, the constable replied: ‘‘They
never got to say good-bye to their
loved ones. Talking to us was a way for
them to say good-bye.”

Jo personified an inspiring, faith-cen-
tered humility. Whether it was a park-
ing space suddenly opening up on a
crowded street; or the sun breaking
through a gloomy day; or one of her
U.S.-Canada legislative change pro-
grams working out just right, her in-
stinctive response was: ‘“You see, God
is good; glory be to God.”

She knew more members of the Cana-
dian Parliament than most Canadians
and more members of the U.S. Congress
than most Americans. Yet she always
thought that they needed a two-page
letter of invitation to the sessions and
a full page thank-you letter afterward.
She also remembered to thank the
least store clerk for a kindness and the
lab technician in the oncology unit for
inserting the needle gently to draw
blood. As my Grandmother Oberstar
said: ‘‘She appreciates.”

Last Thursday, a remarkable event
occurred in the hospital room after a
communion service with Father Bill
George. Jo sat upright in bed, oxygen
mask full on, and proceeded to what I
can only call a commissioning. To son
Ted: ‘I want you to clean up the data-
base on my computer, clear out the un-
necessary information, and these are
the codes . . .” which she began reel-
ing off rapid fire. ‘“Ted, you’re not
writing this down; you won’t remember
it all.” And then, “Ted, I want you to
organize the liturgy for the Mass of
Resurrection—and remember, Ted, I
want it to be a Mass of celebration; I
want trumpet music.”

Then, turning to our eldest daughter:
“Noelle, there are a lot of family photographs
around the house that | have never been able
to organize and to display. Please, see that
they are mounted and arranged throughout
the house to remember and celebrate our
family. Be sure to finish your education, or I'll
come back to haunt you—and that goes for
Annie and Monica, as well.”

“Jim, | want you to go through all those
boxes of my various programs for the Centre.
Send to Ottawa the program documents;
throw out the unnecessary papers, and burn
my personal notes, those spiral notebooks.”

To which | responded: “Of course, I'll take
care of all that, but | think I'll just take all those
papers into the Hill where we have a good dis-
posal system.”

“Did you hear me? | said, burn the personal
note!”

“Yes, dear!”
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Then, turning to nephew Tim Garlick: “Tim,
the most important things in life are faith, fam-
ily, friends, and love. Your family has given
you solid values; live by them, or I'l come
back to haunt you, too. Complete your edu-
cation; get your degree; but remember, at the
end of life, when you're dying, degrees won't
come and hold your hand.”

The Scripture teaches us—it was St. Paul—
“These three remain: faith, hope, and love; but
the greatest of these is love,” Jo had all three
of those qualities in abundance; and indeed,
her greatest quality was love.

Her test is now over. St. Paul also said: “I
have run the race; | have fought the good
fight.” Jo taught us the purpose of life and
showed us the meaning and dignity of death.
The test now is for us, Ted, Noelle, Annie,
Monica, the nieces and nephews, and all
whom she met and loved—to be better than
our talents and good as her God-inspired ex-
ample.

———

CONGRATULATING BISHOP JOHN J.
MYERS ON BEING NAMED ARCH-
BISHOP OF NEWARK, NEW JER-
SEY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ADERHOLT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2001, the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LAHOOD)
is recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Mr. LAHOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to offer my congratulations to a
friend of many in central Illinois, a
personal friend of mine, John J. Myers,
His Eminence John J. Myers, the
bishop of Peoria, who a week ago today
was named the new archbishop of the
diocese of Newark, New Jersey. I can
tell the folks who reside in the diocese
of Newark, you are in for a real treat.

Bishop Myers, who has served for 11
years as the bishop of the Peoria dio-
cese, was born on the prairie in
Earlville, Illinois, a very small farming
community. He comes from a very
large family. He went to Loras College
in Dubuque, Iowa, and was trained and
studied in Rome. At the point that the
hierarchy of the church made the deci-
sion to send Bishop Myers to Rome for
his training, I think everyone realized
that he was on a glide path to become
one of the real leaders of the Catholic
Church not only in central Illinois but
in America.

He has served with great distinction
in the Peoria diocese, which is made up
of 26 counties in central Illinois, for
the last 11 years. Bishop Myers’ most
notable accomplishment during the 11
years that he served as bishop of Peo-
ria is the fact that he has ordained
over 100 priests into the Peoria diocese,
an extraordinary record for a bishop in
the United States.

He will succeed Cardinal McCarrick.
Cardinal McCarrick was recently
named the cardinal for the archdiocese
of Washington, D.C. He has some big
shoes to fill, but I know that Bishop
Myers is up to the test and the task of
succeeding Cardinal McCarrick in the
archdiocese of Newark, New Jersey.

Bishop Myers is a personal friend of
mine. He and I became acquainted in
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the late 1960s when both he and I were
teachers at Holy Family School in Peo-
ria. That was his first assignment,
right out of seminary and his first as-
signment as a priest. I was teaching
junior high social studies at Holy Fam-
ily School, and he and I became very,
very good friends. Our friendship has
endured for these many decades, since
the late 1960s. He baptized two of our
four children and was present at the
wedding of our daughter Amy 2 years
ago.

Bishop Myers is a leader in the
church. That is why he has ascended to
such an important position as the arch-
diocese of Newark. He has made many,
many profound proclamations and
statements and written extensively on
the teachings of the church.

The recent articles that have ap-
peared in the local newspapers and in
national newspapers will point out
very important information, but most
significantly the feelings of many of
the parishioners, many of the people
who live in the Peoria diocese, about
their strong feelings for what a holy,
religious, intelligent, smart and one of
the real leaders of our church Bishop
Myers is as demonstrated by the people
that he has served so ably during the 11
years as bishop of Peoria.

I worked with Bishop Myers on the
consolidation of two very well known
high schools in the Peoria area, one 125
years old and one 25 years old. It was a
very controversial matter that he and I
worked on. I was the president of the
local Catholic school board there and
he was the coadjutor bishop of Peoria.
These were very, very difficult times,
but we made the right decision with re-
spect to consolidating those two
schools. Like many of the decisions
that Bishop Myers has made, he se-
lected a campus that was perhaps not
as appealing to some of the people of
the Peoria area but it turns out that
this high school, now known as Notre
Dame High School, is one of the finest
high schools in Illinois and certainly
one of the finest Catholic high schools
in central Illinois.

I know that there was a significant
article in the Peoria Journal Star, the
local newspaper in Peoria, where the
bishop lives, sort of the center and the
heart of our diocese yesterday where
many people were complimenting him
and pointing out some of the signifi-
cant decisions that he has made as the
leader of our diocese.

And so it is with great joy and great
honor that I stand here in the House of
Representatives and let all Americans
know and certainly let Members of the
House know, Mr. Speaker, that we are
all proud of Bishop Myers, we wish him
Godspeed, and look forward to his lead-
ership of the archdiocese of Newark.

———
WILLIAM WILBERFORCE, AN
EXAMPLE FOR OUR TIME
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Indi-
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ana (Mr. PENCE) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to remember a man who changed his
world, and ours, forever, a man whom
historians have called ‘‘the George
Washington of humanity.”

Mr. Speaker, yesterday marked the
168th anniversary of the death of Wil-
liam Wilberforce, a member of Par-
liament in Great Britain who spent his
life working to abolish the slave trade
in the British empire.

William Wilberforce was the son of a
wealthy merchant in Hull, England,
born in 1759. At the age of 20 after grad-
uating from St. John’s College, Cam-
bridge, Wilberforce won a seat in the
House of Commons.

Mr. Speaker, the young member of
Parliament quickly became a rising
star in British government. He was a
close friend of the Prime Minister, Wil-
liam Pitt, and many thought that
young Wilberforce might succeed Pitt
as Prime Minister one day. But in 1784,
Wilberforce’s priorities were dramati-
cally realigned. After meeting the
great Christian hymn writer and theo-
logian John Newton, Wilberforce un-
derwent what he described later as the
‘“‘great change.”

William Wilberforce’s conversion to
Christianity was much like that of the
Apostle Paul. According to biog-
raphers, previously the young parlia-
mentarian had ‘‘ridiculed evangelicals
mercilessly.” Wilberforce himself
wrote of his first years in the Par-
liament saying, ‘I did nothing, nothing
that is to any purpose. My own distinc-
tion was my darling object.”

With his conversion, however, Wil-
berforce found a greater purpose in life
than personal advancement. He joined
a group of like-minded Anglican mem-
bers of the Parliament known as the
Clapham Sect. Wilberforce would write
that ‘“God Almighty has set before me
two great objects, the suppression of
the slave trade and the reformation of
manners.”’

Mr. Speaker, Wilberforce spent the
rest of his life fighting against all odds
to abolish the slave trade in the British
empire. Slavery was so ingrained in
Great Britain’s imperial culture and so
integral to the empire’s economy that
the first time Wilberforce presented a
bill to abolish it in 1791, it was crushed
163-88.

The truth is, Mr. Speaker, that 1
month after Wilberforce’s death on
July 29, 1833, after fighting
unrelentingly for abolition over the
previous 42 years, Parliament passed
the slavery abolition act, freeing all
slaves in the British empire and setting
a tone for freedom of humankind
across the world.

William Wilberforce has served as an
example for me, Mr. Speaker, and I
commend him to all Members of Con-
gress concerned with changing our
times for the better. As biographer
Douglas Holladay said, Wilberforce’s
life was animated by his deeply held
personal faith, by a sense of calling, by



July 30, 2001

banding together with Ilike-minded
friends, by a fundamental belief in the
power of ideas and moral beliefs to
change the culture through public per-
suasion.

This week, Mr. Speaker, as we debate
in this Chamber the very value and the
dignity of human life in the cloning de-
bate, as our President mulls over the
very value and dignity of nascent
human life in the difficult decision this
President faces in funding research of
human embryos, let us reflect on this
anniversary of the passing of the great
abolitionist William Wilberforce, and
may we each of us in this Chamber al-
ways be inspired by his example and
may we always aspire to those words
he most assuredly heard 168 years ago:
“Well done, good and faithful servant.”

——————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until 2 p.m.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 59
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m.

————
O 1400

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. MILLER of Florida) at 2
p.m.

————
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Let the peoples praise You, O God.
Let all the peoples praise You. O God
be gracious and bless this Chamber of
the House of Representatives. Let Your
face shed its light upon us. Make Your
ways known here and across the Earth
so all nations learn of Your saving
help. Let the peoples praise You, O
God. Let all the peoples praise You.

Let America be glad and exalt, for
You rule the world with justice. With
fairness You rule all peoples. You guide
all the nations on Earth. Let the peo-
ples praise You, O God. Let all the peo-
ples praise You.

Our land has yielded plenty, for God
our God has blessed us. May You, O
God make us a blessing to others till
the end of the Earth revere You. Let
the peoples praise You, O God. Let all
the peoples praise You. Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.
Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. TURNER)
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come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. TURNER 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.

———

TIME TO ESTABLISH A WAR
CRIMES TRIBUNAL REGARDING
SADDAM HUSSEIN’S CRIMES

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

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, last week
Saddam Hussein ordered Iraqi units to
fire upon U.S. surveillance aircraft en-
forcing the United Nations no-fly zone
protecting the Kurdish people of Iraq.
It is clear from this record that Sad-
dam Hussein is becoming an increasing
security threat to the international
system.

Based on the achievements of the
U.N. war crimes tribunal with the ar-
rest of Slobodan Milosovic, we have a
clear record of unilateral and multilat-
eral action to support the rule of law
and international human rights.

Mr. Speaker, it is time to look for a
U.N. war crimes tribunal on Iraq, to
look at Iraq’s violation of the peace
with regard to its invasion of Iran,
Saddam Hussein’s ordering the execu-
tion of 5,000 civilians in Halabja, and
its invasion of Kuwait.

Now is the time, as we review sanc-
tions and our policy toward Iraq, to
start a multilateral effort to establish
a U.N. war crimes tribunal.

——
ST. LOUIS ALDERMAN’S DECISION

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

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, poli-
ticians have always been known for
gas, but a St. Louis alderman had to
make an important decision. In the
midst of a heated debate, she had to
urinate. Now if that is not enough to
threaten a filibuster, the Member said,
and I quote, ‘‘Rather than leave the
Chamber, my staff surrounded me with
blankets,” and Mr. Speaker, the rest is
history. The woman did void.

Unbelievable. What is next? Chamber
port-a-potties? How about window uri-
nals? Beam me up. I yield back the fact
that when taxpayers say politics stink
they are not talking about the Roto-
Rooter man.

———

CALIFORNIA NEEDS BALANCED,
LONG-TERM ENERGY PLAN

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

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker,
Americans deserve to know when they
need electricity that a steady supply
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will be ready and available. Unfortu-
nately, California’s consumers and
business cannot count on steady elec-
tricity this summer.

That is not right. It is time to place
the peoples’ quality of life and family
budgets before politics. California
needs to solve its electricity crisis with
a balanced, long-term plan that uses
technology to provide clean, reliable
electricity for all the families in the
Golden State.

Leaders in California have a responsi-
bility to make sure that electricity is
plentiful and affordable. Californians
are suffering because their State gov-
ernment increased government regula-
tions of the energy industry.

Today politicians in California are
demanding additional government reg-
ulations as a pathway to relief from
consequences of their earlier govern-
ment regulations. This is the wrong ap-
proach; and by avoiding the real source
of the problem, it can only prolong the
electricity crisis.

Mr. Speaker, this problem took years
to develop, and it will not be fixed
overnight. California needs to solve its
electricity shortage with a broad and
balanced plan that taps a variety of
sources to produce a sufficient supply
of electricity.

——

SUPPORTING THE GANSKE-
DINGELL-NORWOOD-BERRY
PATIENTS’ BILL OF RIGHTS

(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to support H.R. 2563, the
Ganske-Dingell-Norwood-Berry Pa-
tients’ Bill of Rights, and to urge its
passage.

Patients in my district and through-
out the country have been waiting far
too long for protection against HMO
abuses; but they want real reform, not
a sugar pill that may go down well
with the managed care industry but
provides no relief for patients.

H.R. 2563 is the only bill that would
provide real relief, and the Republican
leadership ought to schedule it for a
vote. Just look at who supports it and
who rejects the Fletcher placebo.

The International Association of
Firefighters supports it, because it pro-
vides real protection to local fire-
fighters, unlike the Fletcher bill. The
Paralyzed Veterans of America be-
lieves H.R. 2563 has the strongest provi-
sions in numerous areas critical to
high-quality health care for people
with disabilities. The League of Women
Voters supports the Ganske-Dingell
bill because it provides strong and
needed protections, while the Fletcher
bill ‘‘establishes an appeals process
that will put the rights of health plans
ahead of patients’; also, the American
Nurses Association, the American Col-
lege of Obstetricians.

We should listen to those groups. We
should listen to the patients. We
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should pass an effective and affordable
Patients’ Bill of Rights, H.R. 2563, now.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM FINANCIAL
ADMINISTRATOR, COMMITTEE
ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK-
FORCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Dianna J. Ruskowsky,
Financial Administrator, Committee
on Education and the Workforce:

COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION
AND THE WORKFORCE,
Washington, DC, July 27, 2001.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to formally no-
tify you pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules
of the House that I have received a subpoena
for testimony issued by the Superior Court
for the District of Columbia.

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I will make the determinations
required by Rule VIII.

Sincerely,
DIANNA J. RUSKOWSKY,
Financial Administrator.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
announces that he will postpone fur-
ther proceedings today on each motion
to suspend the rules on which a re-
corded vote on the yeas and nays are
ordered or on which the vote is ob-
jected to under clause 6 of rule XX.

Any record votes on postponed ques-
tions will be taken after debate has
concluded on all motions to suspend
the rules, but not before 6 p.m. today.

———

EXPORT ADMINISTRATION ACT
EXTENSION

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2602) to extend the Export Ad-
ministration Act until November 20,
2001.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2602

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

SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF THE EXPORT ADMIN-
ISTRATION ACT OF 1979.

Section 20 of the Export Administration
Act of 1979 (60 U.S.C. App. 2419) is amended
by striking ‘‘August 20, 2001’ and inserting
‘“November 20, 2001"".

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. HYDE) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on
H.R. 2602 and include extraneous mate-
rial.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
2602, the extension of the Export Ad-
ministration Act of 1979, a measure ap-
proved on a voice vote last week by the
Committee on International Relations.

Enactment of this measure is in-
tended to reauthorize the existing Ex-
port Administration Act for a 3-month
period, through November 20 of this
year, permitting Congress to fashion a
comprehensive rewrite of this 21-year-
old statute.

The Export Administration Act was
extended for 1 year in the 106th Con-
gress, through August 20 of this year;
and it is now clear in the final week of
our current session that a major EAA
reform measure will not be enacted be-
fore that date.

The prompt enactment of this stop-
gap authorization will, however, enable
the Bureau of Export Administration
of the Department of Commerce to
continue to administer and enforce our
export control system, and in par-
ticular, to protect licensing informa-
tion.

I would also point out to my col-
leagues that any lapse in the current
EAA authorities would mean an auto-
matic reduction in the level of fines for
criminal and administrative sanctions
against individuals and companies
found to be in violation of our export
control regulations.

A comprehensive EAA reform meas-
ure, S. 149, the Export Administration
Act of 2001, is expected to be placed on
the Senate floor schedule later this
week or shortly after we return from
the August recess, and the Committee
on International Relations will con-
sider a very similar version of this bill
on Wednesday, August 1.

I would urge my colleagues to sup-
port this important stopgap authoriza-
tion measure to maintain the integrity
of our Nation’s export control system.

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

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

First, I want to commend my friend,
the distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on International Relations, for
his leadership on this issue.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this bill. The current Export Admin-
istration Act will expire on August 20.
On that day, the ability of the United
States to implement dual use export
controls will come to an end.

The Senate has not yet acted on its
legislation on this matter, and it is
highly unlikely that it will do so before
September. We are slated to mark up
in the Committee on International Re-
lations a version of the Senate bill
later this week, but it will not go
through the Committee on Armed
Services, nor will it reach the House
floor prior to September.
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The authority to maintain export
controls, Mr. Speaker, can be contin-
ued under an executive order, as was
done in recent years. But the lack of
statutory authority will compromise
the administration’s ability to imple-
ment fully controls on militarily-use-
ful goods and technology.

Obviously, more time is needed to
enact a new bill. Our temporary legis-
lation will accomplish bridging this
gap by extending statutory authority
until November, 2001. This is the only
responsible course of action, given the
circumstances, and I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. BLUMENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1
appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy in
yielding time to me to speak on this
legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I do appreciate the op-
portunity we have to have an extension
of the current statutory provisions. I
hope that, as we take the time to reex-
amine this, we look at the long-term
sweep of this legislation.

0 1415

I have had some great concerns my-
self that there may be less here than
meets the eye. There is an opportunity
now across the world for people to buy
a computer product that is far more
powerful than was used to generate the
hydrogen bomb, for instance.

We have had situations where Amer-
ican enterprises have been hamstrung
by slow-moving bureaucracy on the
Federal level that cannot keep pace
with the rapid changing technology.
There are jokes at times about hand-
held devices that teenagers have that
could potentially have been subjected
to this legislation in times past. I
think we have to be very, very careful
about how we craft this legislation.
There are opportunities for us to sim-
ply divert business to other countries
to hamstring American enterprise that
in the long term will just encourage
the development of this technology and
help finance the technology in other
countries while it undermines the po-
tential for development here at home.

I hope that over the course of the 6
months we can use this opportunity to
review the impact we have had over the
course of the history of this legislation
and to really ask ourselves whether or
not we are being fair in terms of Amer-
ican industry and if it will have the in-
tended consequences. But if we move
forward, I hope that the leadership of
our committee, under the able chair-
manship of the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. HYDE) and the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS) will make sure
the tools are available for the adminis-
tration to be able to effectively admin-
ister it so that we do not get caught in
a hammerlock and be unable to make
sure it works as properly intended.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague for his thoughtful re-
marks.
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Mr. Speaker, I have no additional re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from California (Mr. LAN-
TO0S) for his tremendous contribution to
this and other legislation before our
committee.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MIL-
LER of Florida). The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. HYDE) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
2602.

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.

———

EXPRESSING SENSE OF HOUSE
THAT WORLD CONFERENCE
AGAINST RACISM PRESENTS
UNIQUE OPPORTUNITY TO AD-
DRESS GLOBAL DISCRIMINATION

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 212) expressing
the sense of the House of Representa-
tives that the World Conference
against Racism, Racial Discrimination,
Xenophobia, and Related Intolerance
presents a unique opportunity to ad-
dress global discrimination, as amend-

d.
The Clerk read as follows:
H. RES. 212

Whereas since the adoption of the Uni-
versal Declaration of Human Rights in 1948,
the international community has taken sig-
nificant steps to eradicate racism, xeno-
phobia, sexism, religious intolerance, slav-
ery, and other forms of discrimination;

Whereas national and international meas-
ures to combat discrimination and promote
equality, justice, and dignity for all individ-
uals have proven inadequate;

Whereas the United Nations World Con-
ference Against Racism, Racial Discrimina-
tion, Xenophobia, and Related Intolerance
(“WCAR”’), to be held in Durban, South Afri-
ca, from August 31 through September 7,
2001, aims to create a new world vision for
the fight against racism and other forms of
intolerance in the twenty-first century, urge
participants to adopt anti-discrimination
policies and practices, and establish a mech-
anism for monitoring future progress toward
a discrimination-free world;

Whereas the causes and manifestations of
contemporary racism, xenophobia, sexism,
religious intolerance, slavery, and other
forms of discrimination are many and in-
creasingly complex and subtle;

Whereas all states and societies that have
sponsored, encouraged, or tolerated slavery,
including states involved in the trans-
atlantic slave trade, the Indian Ocean slave
trade, or the trans-Saharan slave trade, ben-
efited economically while inflicting extreme
pain, suffering, and humiliation on millions
of African people;

Whereas victims of racism, xenophobia,
sexism, religious intolerance, slavery, and
other forms of discrimination have suffered
and continue to suffer from the deprivation
of their fundamental rights and opportuni-
ties;
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Whereas to varying degrees, states, soci-
eties, and individuals have adopted the no-
tion that racial, cultural, religious, and so-
cial diversity can enrich a country and its
citizens;

Whereas participants of the WCAR cur-
rently plan to discuss remedies, redress, and
other mechanisms to provide recourse at na-
tional, regional, and international levels for
victims of racism, xenophobia, sexism, reli-
gious intolerance, slavery, and other forms
of discrimination;

Whereas the achievement of full and effec-
tive equality between peoples requires that
states, civic groups, and individuals cooper-
ate to address the real difficulties in attain-
ing societies free of discrimination;

Whereas some preparatory materials for
the WCAR take positions on current polit-
ical crises which, if adopted in the final
WCAR Declaration and Program of Action,
could exacerbate existing tensions;

Whereas the attempt by some to use the
WCAR as a platform to resuscitate the divi-
sive and discredited notion equating Zionism
with racism, a notion that was overwhelm-
ingly rejected when United Nations Resolu-
tion 3379 (1975) was rescinded in 1991, would
undermine the goals and objectives of the
conference; and

Whereas the United States encourages re-
spect for an individual’s human rights and
fundamental freedoms without distinction of
any kind, such as race, color, sex, language,
religion, political or other opinion, national
or social origin, property, birth, or other sta-
tus: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) encourages all participants in the
United Nations World Conference Against
Racism, Racial Discrimination, Xenophobia,
and Related Intolerance (‘“WCAR’’) to seize
this singular opportunity to tackle the
scourges of racism, xenophobia, sexism, reli-
gious intolerance, slavery, and other forms
of discrimination which have divided people
and wreaked immeasurable suffering on the
disempowered;

(2) recognizes that since racism, racial dis-
crimination, xenophobia, and related intoler-
ance exist to some extent in every region
and country around the world, efforts to ad-
dress these prejudices should occur within a
global framework and without reference to
specific regions, countries, or present-day
conflicts;

(3) exhorts the participants to utilize the
WCAR to mitigate, rather than aggravate,
racial, ethnic, and regional tensions;

(4) urges the WCAR to focus on concrete
steps that may be taken to address gross
human rights violations that were motivated
by racially and ethnically based animus and
on devising strategies to help eradicate such
intolerance; and

(5) commends the efforts of the Govern-
ment of the Republic of South Africa in
hosting the WCAR.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. BALLENGER) and
the gentleman from California (Mr.
LANTOS) each will control 20 minutes.

Ms. MCKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I claim
the time in opposition to this resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman from California (Mr. LAN-
TOS) opposed to the resolution?

Mr. LANTOS. I am in favor of the
resolution, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Georgia (Ms. MCKIN-
NEY) will control 20 minutes in opposi-
tion to the resolution.

HA4787

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. BALLENGER).
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the reso-
lution under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

The forthcoming World Conference
Against Racism ought to represent an
opportunity for the people and the gov-
ernments of the world to look for ways
to address the ongoing harm caused by
continuing racism, racial discrimina-
tion, xenophobia, and related intoler-
ance, as the formal title of the con-
ference refers to them.

Both in our own Nation and around
the world, clashes between commu-
nities, whether at their origins, based
on ethnic, tribal, clan, racial, national,
religious or caste differences have a
tremendously debilitating effect on our
lives. This is almost self-evident. Yet it
is worthwhile to provide, through the
United Nations, the opportunity for
representatives of governments and
civil society to sit down and exchange
experiences in dealing with ongoing
racism and related forms of intoler-
ance, and other vestiges. In addition,
we can and should take the oppor-
tunity to frame a declaration and a
plan of action on the topic of the con-
ference that expresses the sentiments
of the world’s governments.

The current administration, along
with the Members who are cospon-
soring this resolution, hope that a con-
ference will be a positive, forward-
looking one. The gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS) has framed a sen-
sitive, appropriate resolution that ex-
presses our hopes with regard to this
conference.

But he and I, and our administration,
do not share certain concerns as we ap-
proach the conference. The opportunity
of a world conference on anything al-
ways seems to present an irresistible
opportunity to some in the inter-
national community to hijack the con-
ference and move it into areas far from
its real purposes, and so we have in the
draft declaration language, which can
only be understood as intended to min-
imize the Holocaust and to indicate
that the only State worthy of con-
demnation by name in the world is
Israel. We also have efforts to bring in
issues such as compensation for actions
of the distant past, such as the trans-
atlantic slave trade.

Mr. Speaker, today in Geneva, a Pre-
paratory Conference is underway to see
if some of these issues can be worked
out. If they are not worked out, the ad-
ministration will use the only leverage
it really has, which is to absent itself,
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at least at the high level, from the con-
ference. That is altogether proper as
far as I am concerned.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution makes
no threats. It merely sets out our posi-
tion, and it does so in admirable terms,
and it should be supported by my col-
leagues.

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

Ms. McKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The Lantos resolution attempts to
place tape on the mouth of the United
States and the world community to say
what the U.S. and the rest of the world
can or cannot say in South Africa. By
comparison, the chairwoman of the
Congressional Black Caucus introduced
a resolution that puts no words in the
mouth of the Bush administration, but
merely suggests that the U.S. partici-
pate in the World Conference Against
Racism by sending Colin Powell as
head of the U.S. delegation, and that
the United States should support finan-
cially the conference.

With respect to what the U.S. can
and cannot and should and should not
say, the Johnson resolution urges the
Bush administration to adopt policy
positions at the WCAR that seek to ad-
vance an understanding of racism, ra-
cial discrimination, xenophobia, and
related intolerance. Amnesty Inter-
national just wrote a letter to Presi-
dent Bush urging the same position.

On July 25, Amnesty International
USA urged the Bush administration to
increase its commitment to the con-
ference by appointing a delegation led
by Secretary of State Colin Powell and
assuming a leadership role in the
preconference preparation. In a letter
sent to President Bush, AIUSA, Am-
nesty International USA, called on the
administration to resolve controversies
that have marred preparations for the
WCAR. Amnesty International USA
urged President Bush not to allow cur-
rent controversies over draft language
to serve as a pretext for nonparticipa-
tion. We believe that such problems
can be best addressed by a senior dele-
gation representing the U.S. at the
conference and not through a boycott.

The letter goes on to state, the Bush
administration must participate in ef-
forts to eradicate racism at home and
abroad and must seize the opportunity
to move beyond the empty rhetoric on
race of previous administrations by
vigorously joining the debate at the
World Conference Against Racism.

Additionally, Human Rights Watch
just issued a report saying that the
U.S. should participate. Human Rights
Watch said national and international
panels should be created with max-
imum transparency and public partici-
pation to identify and acknowledge
past abuses and to guide action to
counter their present-day effect.
Groups that suffer today should be
compensated by governments respon-
sible for these practices, said Kenneth
Roth, Executive Director of Human
Rights Watch. Those most seriously
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victimized today by past wrongs should
be the first priority for compensation
to end their victimization.

Human Rights Watch proposed the
establishment of national panels. The
panels should serve as truth commis-
sions aiming to reveal the extent to
which a government’s past racist prac-
tices contribute to contemporary dep-
rivation domestically and abroad, Roth
said. They should educate the public,
acknowledge responsibility and pro-
pose methods of redress and making
amends.

Kofi Annan and President Bush are
at the National Urban League today,
but the National Urban League sup-
ports our position that the U.S. should
agree to go and support no matter what
is on the agenda. The Leadership Con-
ference on Civil Rights wrote a letter
to Bush along the exact same lines as
the Johnson resolution; that is that
the U.S. should go to the conference;
that the U.S. should financially sup-
port the conference; and that U.S. par-
ticipation will help to bring significant
issues into sharper focus at home and
abroad.

Importantly, the Leadership Con-
ference letter to President Bush states,
the United States should not limit its
participation in this important global
event, even when faced with issues that
our government feels threatened funda-
mental American values. Rather, the
U.S. should actively engage difficult
topics and work to change those that
belie core U.S. principles. If the U.S.
does not participate in the World Con-
ference Against Racism, what will that
prove? Do we not lose by telling our
friends and others what they can say
and what they cannot say; do we not
lose friends and prestige by doing that?
I do not believe that the Bush adminis-
tration has to be told what to say and
what not to say. I do believe that with
the moral force of our position and the
strength of our argument, we should be
able to prevail without the appearance
of issuing threats or intimidation.

Thirty percent of the American popu-
lation consists of people of color. We
have a stake in this conference. I be-
lieve the majority of Americans who
are not of color would like to see the
United States lead in this issue to get
rid of the problems of race and intoler-
ance at home and to help the rest of
the world deal with the problem of rac-
ism and intolerance abroad.

The United States should participate
in the WCAR, the House should encour-
age that participation, and the John-
son resolution should have been on the
House floor today.

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

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. MCKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from California (Mr. LAN-
TOS).

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, as the
founding Democratic chairman of the
Congressional Human Rights Caucus, I
rise in strong support of the resolution.
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Mr. Speaker, the scourge of racism
remains one of the most tragic aspects
of international life today. Slavery,
xenophobia, sexism, religious intoler-
ance, hate crimes, racial profiling, we
must renew our commitment and re-
double our efforts to combat each of
these manifestations of racism plagu-
ing our globe today.
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Racism is at the root of countless
international conflicts and it is a for-
midable barrier to international co-
operation. It remains a stubborn and
shameful stain on humanity.

The U.N. Conference on Racism is the
first time that the world will have
come together to confront this scourge
in a serious and systematic way.
Among other critical issues the con-
ference will confront the plight of mil-
lions of African people who have suf-
fered from extreme pain, hardship and
humiliation from the slave trade and
its lingering effects.

The conference intends to explore
this issue in a comprehensive way dis-
cussing not only the transatlantic
slave trade but also the Arab slave
trade across the Indian Ocean and the
Sahara Desert.

It is imperative, Mr. Speaker, that
the United States assume a leadership
role in combatting racism worldwide.
Our national experience with slavery
and our commitment to civil rights
compels us to take a lead in the broad-
er worldwide struggle to eradicate rac-
ism. Our resolution makes clearly that
the goals and objectives of this impor-
tant conference deserve the strong sup-
port of the United States. If the con-
ference adheres to its original pur-
poses, U.S. participation clearly will
contribute to its success.

Tragically, Mr. Speaker, some are
standing in the way of a genuine dia-
logue on these painful issues by seek-
ing to hijack the U.N. Conference on
Racism into a racist attack against
specific states. A draft resolution spon-
sored by a number of Arab states tends
to equate Zionism with racism and
thereby singles out Israel for attack.

Our resolution denounces this at-
tempt to single out an individual state
and to undermine the conference by
using it as a platform for a hate-filled
political agenda.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
support of our resolution and getting
the U.N. Conference on Racism back on
track. The work of combatting racial
discrimination and reducing racial ten-
sions worldwide is far too important to
be sidetracked by disruptive and hate-
ful political interests. I urge my col-
leagues to support H. Res. 212.

Ms. McCKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. WAXMAN).

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of H. Res. 212.

The upcoming U.N. World Conference
Against Racism is an important oppor-
tunity to condemn discrimination in
all forms and dispel the hatred and
misunderstanding that promotes it.
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By holding it in Durban, South Afri-
ca, it is supposed to be a celebration of
the world’s triumph over apartheid,
and a call to action against the ongo-
ing injustice of slavery, genocide, reli-
gious oppression, gender discrimina-
tion, and other forms of intolerance
that continue to plague our world.

That is why I am deeply concerned
that Arab countries have tried to over-
shadow these objectives by hijacking
the conference to bash Israel. Lan-
guage inserted in the draft declarations
revives hateful anti-Jewish lies that
Zionism is racism and that Israel prac-
tices ethnic cleansing and apartheid.

This targeted attack on Israel is an-
other blatant attempt by the enemies
of peace to undermine the peace proc-
ess and make political dialogue be-
tween Israelis and Palestinians impos-
sible. If it succeeds in poisoning the
U.N. conference declarations, it will in-
evitably become a new platform for
Palestinian incitement against Israel
and fuel the cycle of terrorist attacks
and violence.

This resolution underscores U.S. sup-
port for the underlying goals and objec-
tives of the U.N. World Conference. 1
am hopeful, therefore, that the Bush
administration will be successful in the
final preconference meeting in Geneva
this week in bringing the conference
agenda back on track. Otherwise its
domination by extremist anti-Israeli
bias will be harmful to Israel, its allies,
and the purpose of the U.N. Conference
itself, and will earn the condemnation
of those who believe in an end to rac-
ism and bigotry.

Ms. McKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. ISRAEL).

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me this
time.

Mr. Speaker, in November of 1975,
Israel’s Ambassador to the United Na-
tions stepped up to the General Assem-
bly as they debated the ludicrous prop-
osition that Zionism is racism and held
that resolution aloft and said that that
proposition was worth no more than
the piece of paper it was written on and
tore that paper apart and left the well
of the General Assembly. He was right
then and those of us today who combat
the notion that Zionism is racism are
right as well.

It is ludicrous, it defies imagination
to suggest that Zionism and racism are
the same thing. I would suggest to
friends of the United Nations as I am a
friend of the United Nations that con-
tinuing to test that proposition, that
revisiting that issue 25 years later is
wrongheaded. It defies common sense
and it strains the patience of people
like me and Members of Congress like
me who believe in the value of the
United Nations.

This is a bad idea. It is a senseless
resolution. It is going back in time and
it is not worthy of the United Nations
or U.S. support in the United Nations.

Mrs. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, next
month’s U.N. World Conference against Rac-
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ism in Durban, South Africa is an extremely
important conference which offers the world
community an unprecedented opportunity to
address racism and global discrimination. For
this dialogue to be constructive, it must take
place in an atmosphere of tolerance and mu-
tual respect. Thus, it is essential to ensure
that the Conference does not degenerate into
a sideshow of hateful and extreme views that
revives such lies as the shameful assertion
that Zionism is racism.

The Conference attendees must not be di-
verted from the essential task of confronting
racism through a Draft Declaration for the
Conference that revives the despicable false-
hood that Zionism is a “movement which is
based on racial superiority.” Nor can the
United States sit idly by and passively accept
language that minimizes the historical signifi-
cance of the Holocaust and the evil of anti-
Semitism, or which in any way questions the
legitimacy of our long-time ally, the State of
Israel.

| completely reject the false choice between
abandoning the United States’ participation in
this Conference and supporting the State of
Israel. There is no inconsistency in attending
this Conference and rejecting anti-Zionist, anti-
Israel or anti-Semitic rhetoric. The United
States can and must do both.

As Mr. LANTOS so cogently observed, rac-
ism is at the root of countless international
conflicts, and is a formidable barrier to inter-
national cooperation. It remains a stubborn
and shameful stain on humanity, one that | be-
lieve that the United States must address
whenever it has an opportunity.

Thus, notwithstanding my concerns about
certain aspects of the Draft Declaration for the
Conference, | believe that the United States
must attend the World Conference against
Racism with a high level delegation, hopefully
one led by our Secretary of State Colin Pow-
ell.

| understand and recognize the concerns
have been raised about various aspects of the
Conference’s proposed agenda, but | fervently
believe that the way to deal with these con-
troversial issues is for the United States to
participate fully in all aspects of developing the
Conference’s agenda and in all aspects of the
Conference. Thus, | support H. Res. 212, the
Ballenger-Lantos Resolution. | also urge the
leadership to bring Representative MCKINNEY's
Resolution, H. Res. 211, to the floor. Passing
H. Res. 211 will clearly put the House on
record as supporting full U.S. participation in
the World Conference against Racism without
any precondition.

This participation should extend to all sub-
jects that may be covered at the Conference,
including such discussion as may take place
concerning the subject of slavery and repara-
tions, an issue in which Mr. CONYERS and |
and many other Members of the Congress
and the American public are intensely inter-
ested.

| know that strong differences of opinion
exist on the subject of reparations and | would
hope and expect that this subject will be only
one of a great many that may be considered
at the Conference. But however much (or lit-
tle) attention reparations may receive, surely,
the mere consideration of this issue is not a
reason for anyone to suggest that the United
States not participate in the Conference.

There’s a simple solution to these issues.
The United States should participate fully in
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the Conference and take whatever steps our
Delegation deems necessary to reject and dis-
associate the United states from any “Zionism
as Racism’ language or any other anti-Israel
language at the Conference.

Mr. Speaker, we know who our friends and
our enemies are. Our friend is Israel and all
others in the Middle East who seek a just and
lasting peace. Our enemy is racism. We need
not, and must not, sacrifice one to pursue the
other. They are entirely compatible.

In my view, we accomplish nothing if we
simply duck the issues to be addressed at the
Conference by not attending or by sending a
low-level delegation that lacks the authority to
speak forcefully for the United States on
issues of such critical importance. The subject
of racism is simply too important not to be ad-
dressed in a meaningful way.

Mr. Speaker, when racism is the subject,
the United States must never be a “no-show,”
no matter what the provocation. The United
States should make the most of this historic
occasion to deal with racism in a systematic
way through full U.S. participation in the World
Conference. | urge all my Colleagues to sup-
port H. Res. 212 and yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
support of the resolution offered by my distin-
guished colleague, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS).

Mr. Speaker, the forthcoming World Con-
ference Against Racism ought to be a moment
to look forward to ways to deal with “racism,
racial discrimination, xenophobia, and related
intolerance,” as the formal title of the con-
ference refers to them.

It is clear that the issue of racism needs to
be dealt with. We need to allow our govern-
ments and NGOs an opportunity to share
thoughts and come up with an appropriate
plan of action.

The problem is that people who really do
not care whether or not the conference is suc-
cessful are trying to hijack it.

They have succeeded in getting language
into the draft conclusions reviving the old ca-
nard that “Zionism equals racism” and mini-
mizing the Holocaust. Of all the countries on
the face of the earth, they have named only
Israel as a miscreant on the issue of racism.

Of course, our Administration is working
hard against this effort.

If they do not succeed, | hope that the Ad-
ministration will consider several alternatives.
One would be not to go. Another would be to
send someone of the stature of a Colin Powell
to tell the assembled nations how we have
dealt with our race problem—not perfectly, but
with some success over the years. And then,
he should continue to denounce the document
for what will be its fatal flaws, and walk out.
But there should certainly be no “business as
usual”.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution is an excellent
one. | am proud to be associated with it. It
says just what needs to be said: we want a
good world conference.

Accordingly, | urge my colleagues to fully
support this resolution.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of H. Res. 212 that expresses the im-
portance of the Bush Administration sending a
high-level delegation to participate at the
United Nations World Conference Against
Racism, Racial Discrimination, Xenophobia,
and Related Intolerance (WCAR) scheduled
August 31 through September 7, 2001.
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The United States of America where | am
proud to be a citizen and who | proudly fought
for in the Korean War, is a major global power
that is called upon daily by nations around the
world for leadership and guidance. As a global
power, historically we have been outspoken
on important matters concerning human rights
abuses and civil rights offenses around the
world. Our legacy is freedom for all human
beings.

We as a nation must once again exhibit the
strong leadership that is our heritage and do
the right thing by fully participating in the up-
coming World Conference Against Racism. It
is unconscionable that the Administration
would even consider not attending such an im-
portant conference or provide the leadership
needed to address this very important issue of
world racism. Our full attendance is the only
way we can ensure that the conference fulfills
its primary purpose of addressing the issue of
racism around the world.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, the
world conference against racism is an impor-
tant meeting to people of African descent, and
indigenous people all over the world. It is crit-
ical that this country fully participate and dem-
onstrate its commitment to ending racism, ra-
cial intolerance, xenophobia and other forms
of intolerance in this country and all over the
world. A full discussion and a strong resolution
decrying racism and the support of agreed to
means of addressing its impact are important
to the health of our nation and the well-being
of the entire global community. Having a sub-
stantive declaration decrying racism, colo-
nialism, and the forceful subjugation of people
will not in and of itself make us whole, but it
will foster a long overdue healing process.

Mr. Speaker, | want my country to fully par-
ticipate, to be involved in all discussions and
work with the other countries of the world to
develop such a resolution and programs. It
neither serves this country or the world well
for it to be gagged on this important issue.

While | support this resolution in its sup-
porting the United States participation, | feel
that the resolution introduced by Congress-
woman EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON which calls
on the highest level of participation, for fund-
ing, and which urges the adoption and ad-
vancing of policy positions that indicate clearly
that our country understands the ling k be-
tween racism in its current day forms and is
firm in its commitment to ending its impact on
indigenous communities an communities of
color all over the world.

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise to support H.
Res. 212, expressing the Sense of Congress
on the UN World Conference Against Racism.

| want to thank and express my appreciation
to my colleague, Congressman LANTOS, for
authorizing this legislation.

| believe this bill is a step in the right direc-
tion. In addition, | firmly believe that the United
States must not boycott this conference.

The World Conference Against Racism will
provide an important and credible platform to
discuss slavery, xenophobia, sexism, religious
intolerance, hate crimes and other forms of
racism.

In addition, it is long past due for the United
States to formerly acknowledge its role in the
institution of Trans-Atlantic Slavery and to
begin the healing process for more than 30
million African Americans—many of whom are
descendants of slaves.

Representatives from the Bush administra-
tion have stated that the United States will not
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send an official delegation to the World Con-
ference Against Racism in Durban, South Afri-
can if language regarding slavery and repara-
tions, is included in the WCAR agenda.

However, | strongly believe that the Bush
Administration’s position on excluding the dis-
cussion on slavery and reparations is wrong
and must be reconsidered. The United States’
unwillingness to address this issue sends the
wrong message.

The United States Government sanctioned
slavery in this country for hundreds of years,
completely devastating the lives of generations
and generations of Africans in America. It is
imperative that this government, which played
such a massive role in slavery, be at the table
in discussions about slavery, its lasting impact,
and on reparations.

On the International Relations Committee,
we regularly question the human rights prac-
tices in other countries. | believe it is equally
important that we apply this same scrunity to
our own society and examine the very visible
vestiges of slavery manifested by the current
racial and economic divides we experience
today.

When we do, we realize that as a country,
we have not yet conquered the twin problems
of racism and economic inequality.

Ours is a country where people of color are
regularly pulled over by our police force be-
cause they are simply the wrong color, or in
the wrong neighborhood, or driving the wrong
kind of car. It's happened to me, it's happened
to millions of African Americans and other mi-
norities.

Ours is a country where millions of young
men of color are behind bars. Our justice sys-
tem claims to be blind, yet look at the skin
color of those in prison, of those sitting on
death row. Those are black and brown faces
staring out from behind those bars.

Ours is a country where the votes of African
Americans and other minorities are less likely
to be counted than those of white Americans.

Ours is a country where blacks earn less
than whites, are less likely to own homes than
whites, and are still subject to the economic
marginalization that has marked this nation for
centuries.

Ours is also a nation that is struggling to
overcome many of these deep-rooted prob-
lems. It is time for America to also recognize
that many of these problems are rooted in
slavery.

We can do more and we must.

Racism is a fundamental question of human
rights.

Racial prejudice underlies much of the con-
flict and injustice in the modern world. It fuels
wars, drives ethnic cleansing, and exacerbates
economic inequities.

Racial barriers compound health problems:
HIV/AIDS disproportionately affects commu-
nities of color. This terrible disease is sweep-
ing across Africa where millions are dyining.
We may not know how to cure AIDS vyet, but
we know how to prevent it and we know how
to treat it. We know how, but every day six
thousand Africans die from AIDS. Six thou-
sand a day.

In the United States the AIDS crisis is hav-
ing a devastating effect in the African Amer-
ican community. Although African Americans
make up only 12 percent of the population,
they make up more than 34 percent of re-
ported AIDS cases, and African American chil-
dren and women comprise two-thirds, respec-

July 30, 2001

tively, of all pediatric and female AIDS cases
in the United States.

The World Conference against Racism, Ra-
cial Discrimination, Xenophobia, and Related
Intolerance will represent a historic opportunity
to find real solutions and provide real assist-
ance to the victims of racial discrimination.

We must send a strong message to the
Bush Administration that we will no longer
bury our heads in the sand.

Minimally, the United States Government
should apologize for the horrific institution of
slavery and explore methods to address the
current economic, health, and social inequal-
ities experienced in daily life by the descend-
ants of slaves: African Americans.

Ms. MCcKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. BALLENGER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the resolu-
tion, H. Res. 212, 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. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
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.

———

SENSE OF HOUSE THAT U.N.
SHOULD TRANSFER UNCEN-
SORED VIDEOTAPE TO ISRAELI
GOVERNMENT REGARDING
HEZBOLLAH ABDUCTION OF
THREE ISRAELI DEFENSE SOL-
DIERS

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 191) expressing
the sense of the House of Representa-
tives that the United Nations should
immediately transfer to the Israeli
Government an unedited and uncen-
sored videotape that contains images
which could provide material evidence
for the investigation into the incident
on October 7, 2000, when Hezbollah
forces abducted 3 Israeli Defense Force
soldiers, Adi Avitan, Binyamin
Avraham, and Omar Souad.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. REs. 191

Whereas on October 7, 2000, Hezbollah
forces illegally crossed the Israeli border
with Lebanon and kidnapped 3 Israli Defense
Force soldiers, Adi Avitan, Binyamin
Avraham, and Omar Souad;

Whereas 9 months after the kidnapping,
Hezbollah released no information as to the
whereabouts and conditions of these soldiers;

Whereas the events leading up to, sur-
rounding, and immediately following the
kidnapping remain unknown;

Whereas after long denial the United Na-
tions admitted to possession of a videotape
that contains images which could provide
material evidence for the investigation into
the incident on October 7, 2000;
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Whereas this videotape would help to as-
sess the conditions of the soldiers and assist
in the investigation to determine the identi-
ties of the kidnappers and their methods;
and

Whereas to date the United Nations is re-
luctant to transfer an uncensored form of
the videotape to Israeli Government authori-
ties investigating this incident: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House
of Representatives that the United Nations
should immediately transfer an unedited and
uncensored form of the videotape that con-
tains images which could provide material
evidence for the investigation into the inci-
dent on October 7, 2000, when Hezbollah
forces abducted 3 Israeli Defense Force sol-
diers, Adi Avitan, Binyamin Avraham, and
Omar Souad, as well as any other material
evidence the United Nations may possess, to
the Israeli Government to assist its inves-
tigation of this incident.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. BALLENGER) and
the gentleman from California (Mr.
LANTOS) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. BALLENGER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the resolution
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.
Res. 191, sponsored by my friend, the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK).

The United Nations has done impor-
tant work in Lebanon over the years,
keeping the peace as best it could in an
area where stability has been threat-
ened by the presence of various Leba-
nese and Palestinian factions and by
Israeli responses to them.

Recently, it seems to have failed in
part of its mission. Lebanese-based
Hezbollah fighters were able to cross
into Israeli territory and kidnap three
Israeli soldiers. It turns out that a vid-
eotape that may well provide informa-
tion to help resolve the kidnapping, al-
though not the kidnapping itself, was
made by the U.N. forces.

After denying the existence of the
tape for some time, it now appears that
the tape does exist. The U.N. should do
all it can to help resolve the disappear-
ance of the men, including the provi-
sion of relevant evidence.

The case has attracted widespread at-
tention, not least in northern Illinois. I
appreciate the diligent efforts of the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK) and
his constituents, as well as the efforts
of his cosponsors, in keeping this hu-
manitarian nightmare from fading
from our memories pending its final,
and I hope its peaceful and successful
resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, first, I want to con-
gratulate my friend and colleague, the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK) for
bringing this important resolution to
the body. I also want to thank my
friend, the gentleman from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BALLENGER), and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) for his
support.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution concerns
a matter that unfortunately illustrates
the singularly biased attitude and be-
havior that the United Nations and its
constituent bodies and some of its per-
sonnel traditionally have shown to-
wards our ally, the Democratic State
of Israel.

Mr. Speaker, on October 7 of last
yvear, Hezbollah terrorists illegally
crossed from Lebanon into Israel and
kidnapped three Israeli soldiers. Nearly
10 months later, Hezbollah has neither
released information about the sol-
diers’ conditions and whereabouts, nor
has it allowed any third parties, even
the International Red Cross to meet
with them. Shortly after the kidnap-
ping, Israel sources learned that U.N.
peacekeepers in Lebanon had shot a
videotape that likely reveals the ter-
rorists’ identities.
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Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. CROWLEY).

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

Mr. CROWLEY. I thank the gen-
tleman from California for yielding me
this time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H. Res. 191. I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK) for au-
thoring this important resolution be-
fore us today.

In October of 2000, Adi Avitan,
Binyamin Avraham, and Omar Souad
were abducted while on routine patrol
of Israel’s northern border. At the
present time these men are believed to
be held by Hezbollah on Lebanese soil.

I am extremely troubled by the fact
that the United Nations has the ability
to assist in discovering the where-
abouts of these men and has failed to
turn over what may be pertinent infor-
mation to the Israeli Government. For
an organization that is a champion for
human rights around the world to ob-
struct the recovery of these men is in-
conceivable.

I join my colleagues in calling on
Secretary-General Kofi Annan to act
expeditiously in seeing that any and all
information leading to the rescue of
these Israeli soldiers be handed over
without further delay. Since these men
were captured last year, I have been in
constant contact with their families. I
had the opportunity to meet their fam-
ilies in January of this year. The fact
that the United Nations has evidence
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that could ultimately bring their sons,
fathers and brothers back to them is
the last shred of hope that any of these
families have. I cannot stand by and
allow that to be taken away from them
as well.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I strongly
urge my colleagues to support this res-
olution.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I com-
mend my friend from New York for his
eloquent statement.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
of H. Res. 191, sponsored by the distin-
guished gentleman from lllinois (Mr. KIRK).

295 days ago, three Israeli soldiers were
kidnapped from Israeli territory near the Leba-
nese border.

It developed months later that the United
Nations had made a videotape that contains
significant information that could lead to a so-
lution to this case.

The UN, however, first concealed the exist-
ence of the tape and subsequently has re-
fused to release an uncensored version of it to
Israel.

This resolution simply calls on the UN to do
what it should do—to help resolve a case that
tugs at our heartstrings.

| appreciate the tireless efforts of the gen-
tleman from lllinois (Mr. KIRK) to keep this
case alive. | hope, together with him and his
constituents, and my own constituents, for a
safe return for these men.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of a House Resolution 191.
House Resolution 191 is of importance to my
constituents and to the state of Israel and, as
a cosponsor of this legislation, | urge its imme-
diate passage.

House Resolution 191 expresses the sense
of the Congress that the United Nations
should immediately transfer to the Israeli Gov-
ernment an unedited and uncensored video-
tape. That videotape contains images which
could assist those investigating the October 7,
2000, kidnapping of 3 Israeli Defense Force
soldiers, Adi Avitan, Binyamin Avraham, and
Omar Souad.

Nine months after the kidnapping, Hezbollah
has released no information as to the where-
abouts and conditions of these soldiers. While
events leading up to the kidnapping remain
unknown, the United Nations has admitted to
possession of a videotape that contains im-
ages which could provide evidence for the in-
vestigation into the incident.

It is hard to imagine the level of concern
that must be felt by the family members of the
three kidnapped soldiers. The fact that the
United Nations may have information that
could help resolve this situation is also trou-
bling. The United Nations should not be mak-
ing it more difficult for Israeli authorities and
the family members of Adi Avitan, Binyamin
Avraham, and Omar Souad. Instead, it should
be actively assisting Israeli authorities to se-
cure information about these three individuals.
| join my colleagues in strong support of this
resolution.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MIL-
LER of Florida). The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
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North Carolina (Mr. BALLENGER) that
the House suspend the rules and agree
to the resolution, House Resolution
191.

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. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
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.

———

NATIONAL MATHEMATICS AND
SCIENCE PARTNERSHIPS ACT

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1858) to make improvements in
mathematics and science education,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1858

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 ‘‘National
Mathematics and Science Partnerships Act’’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds the following:

(1) 12 years ago the President of the United
States convened the Nation’s Governors to
establish common goals for the improvement
of elementary and secondary education.

(2) Among the National Education Goals
established was the goal that by the year
2000 United States students would be first in
the world in mathematics and science
achievement.

(3) Despite these goals, 8th graders in the
United States showed just average perform-
ance in mathematics and science in the
Third International Mathematics and
Science Study-Repeat and demonstrated
lower relative performance than the cohort
of 4th graders 4 years earlier.

(4) The United States must redouble its ef-
forts to provide all of its students with a
world-class education in mathematics,
science, engineering, and technology.

(5) The American economy has become the
most robust in the world, not through state
planning and government intervention, but
through the hard work and innovation of its
citizens. This success is founded in our con-
stitutional tradition of respect for individual
liberty to pursue personal career objectives.
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act—

(1) the term ‘‘Director’” means the Director
of the National Science Foundation;

(2) the term ‘‘institution of higher edu-
cation’ has the meaning given such term by
section 101 of the Higher Education Act of
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001);

(3) the term ‘‘eligible nonprofit organiza-
tion” means a nonprofit research institute
or a nonprofit professional association with
demonstrated experience delivering mathe-
matics or science education as determined
by the Director;

(4) the term ‘‘local educational agency’’
has the meaning given such term by section
14101(19) of the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 8801(19));

(5) the term ‘‘State educational agency’’
has the meaning given such term by section
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14101(29) of the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 8801(29));

(6) the term ‘‘elementary school’’ has the
meaning given that term by section 14101(14)
of the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 8801(14)); and

(7) the term ‘‘secondary school’” has the
meaning given that term by section 14101(26)
of the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 8801(26)).

SEC. 4. DUPLICATION OF PROGRAMS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Na-
tional Science Foundation shall review the
education programs of the National Science
Foundation that are in operation as of the
date of enactment of this Act to determine
whether any of such programs duplicate the
programs authorized in this Act.

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—(1) As programs au-
thorized in this Act are implemented, the Di-
rector shall terminate any existing duplica-
tive program or merge the duplicative pro-
gram into a program authorized in this Act.

(2) The Director shall not establish any
new program that duplicates a program that
has been implemented pursuant to this Act.

(c) REPORT.—(1) The Director of the Office
of Science and Technology Policy shall re-
view the education programs of the National
Science Foundation to ensure compliance
with the provisions of this section.

(2) Not later than one year after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Director of
the Office of Science and Technology Policy
shall complete a report on the review carried
out under this subsection and shall submit
the report to the Committee on Science, the
Committee on Education and the Workforce,
and the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives.

(3) Beginning one year after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Director of the Of-
fice of Science and Technology Policy, shall,
as part of the annual budget submission to
Congress, submit an updated version of the
report required by paragraph (2).

SEC. 5. MATCHING REQUIREMENTS.

The Director may establish matching fund
requirements for any programs authorized
by this Act except those established in title
IV.

SEC. 6. COORDINATION.

In carrying out the activities authorized
by this Act, the Director of the National
Science Foundation shall consult and coordi-
nate with the Secretary of Education to en-
sure close cooperation with programs au-
thorized under the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 (Public Law 89—
10).

TITLE I—MATHEMATICS AND SCIENCE

EDUCATION PARTNERSHIPS

Subtitle A—Mathematics and Science
Education Partnerships
SEC. 101. PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) The Director shall es-
tablish a program to award grants to institu-
tions of higher education or eligible non-
profit organizations (or consortia thereof) to
establish mathematics and science education
partnership programs to improve the in-
struction of elementary and secondary
science education.

(2) Grants shall be awarded under this sec-
tion on a merit-reviewed competitive basis.

(b) PARTNERSHIPS.—(1) In order to be eligi-
ble to receive a grant under this section, an
institution of higher education or eligible
nonprofit organization (or consortium there-
of) shall enter into a partnership with one or
more local educational agencies that may
also include a State educational agency or
one or more businesses, or both.

(2) A participating institution of higher
education shall include mathematics,
science, or engineering departments in the
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programs carried out through a partnership
under this subsection.

(c) USES OoF FUNDS.—Grants awarded under
this section shall be used for activities that
draw upon the expertise of the partners to
improve elementary or secondary education,
or both, in mathematics or science, or both.
Such activities may include—

(1) recruiting and preparing students for
careers in elementary or secondary mathe-
matics or science education;

(2) offering professional development pro-
grams, including summer or academic year
institutes or workshops, designed to
strengthen the capabilities of existing math-
ematics and science teachers;

(3) offering innovative programs that in-
struct teachers on using technology more ef-
fectively in teaching mathematics and
science, including programs that recruit and
train undergraduate and graduate students
to provide technical support to teachers;

(4) developing distance learning programs
for teachers or students, including devel-
oping courses, curricular materials and other
resources for the in-service professional de-
velopment of teachers that are made avail-
able to teachers through the Internet;

(5) offering teacher preparation and certifi-
cation programs for professional mathemati-
cians, scientists, and engineers who wish to
begin a career in teaching;

(6) developing assessment tools to measure
student mastery of content and cognitive
skills;

(7) developing or adapting elementary and
secondary school curricular materials,
aligned to State standards, that incorporate
contemporary research on the science of
learning;

(8) developing undergraduate mathematics
and science courses for education majors;

(9) using mathematicians, scientists, and
engineers employed by private businesses to
help recruit and train mathematics and
science teachers;

(10) developing a cadre of master teachers
who will promote reform and improvement
in schools;

(11) developing and offering mathematics
or science enrichment programs for students,
including after-school and summer pro-
grams;

(12) providing research opportunities in
business or academia for students and teach-
ers;

(13) bringing mathematicians, scientists,
and engineers from business and academia
into elementary and secondary school class-
rooms; and

(14) any other activities the Director deter-
mines will accomplish the goals of this sec-
tion.

(d) SCIENCE ENRICHMENT PROGRAMS FOR
GIRLS.—Activities carried out in accordance
with subsections (¢)(11) and (12) shall include
elementary and secondary school programs
to encourage the ongoing interest of girls in
science, mathematics, engineering, and tech-
nology and to prepare girls to pursue under-
graduate and graduate degrees and careers in
science, mathematics, engineering, or tech-
nology. Funds made available through
awards to partnerships for the purposes of
this subsection may support programs for—

(1) encouraging girls to pursue studies in
science, mathematics, engineering, and tech-
nology and to major in such fields in postsec-
ondary education;

(2) tutoring girls in science, mathematics,
engineering, and technology;

(3) providing mentors for girls in person
and through the Internet to support such
girls in pursuing studies in science, mathe-
matics, engineering, and technology;
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(4) educating the parents of girls about the
difficulties faced by girls to maintain an in-
terest and desire to achieve in science, math-
ematics, engineering, and technology, and
enlisting the help of parents in overcoming
these difficulties; and

(5) acquainting girls with careers in
science, mathematics, engineering, and tech-
nology and encouraging girls to plan for ca-
reers in such fields.

(e) RESEARCH IN SECONDARY SCHOOLS.—Ac-
tivities carried out in accordance with sub-
section (¢)(11) may include support for re-
search projects performed by students at sec-
ondary schools. Uses of funds made available
through awards to partnerships for purposes
of this subsection may include—

(1) training secondary school mathematics
and science teachers in the design of re-
search projects for students;

(2) establishing a system for students and
teachers involved in research projects funded
under this section to exchange information
about their projects and research results;
and

(3) assessing the educational value of the
student research projects by such means as
tracking the academic performance and
choice of academic majors of students con-
ducting research.

(f) STIPENDS.—Grants awarded under this
section may be used to provide stipends for
teachers or students participating in train-
ing or research activities that would not be
part of their typical classroom activities.
SEC. 102. SELECTION PROCESS.

(a) APPLICATION.—An institution of higher
education or an eligible nonprofit organiza-
tion (or a consortium thereof) seeking fund-
ing under section 101 shall submit an appli-
cation to the Director at such time, in such
manner, and containing such information as
the Director may require. The application
shall include, at a minimum—

(1) a description of the partnership and the
role that each member will play in imple-
menting the proposal;

(2) a description of each of the activities to
be carried out, including—

(A) how such activities will be aligned with
State and local standards and with other ac-
tivities that promote student achievement in
mathematics and science;

(B) how such activities will be based on a
review of relevant research;

(C) why such activities are expected to im-
prove student performance and strengthen
the quality of mathematics and science in-
struction; and

(D) in the case of activities carried out in
accordance with section 101(d), how such ac-
tivities will encourage the interest of women
and minorities in mathematics, science, en-
gineering, and technology and will help pre-
pare women and minorities to pursue post-
secondary studies in these fields;

(3) a description of the number, size, and
nature of any stipends that will be provided
to students or teachers and the reasons such
stipends are needed;

(4) how the partnership will serve as a cat-
alyst for reform of mathematics and science
education programs; and

(5) how the partnership will assess its suc-
cess.

(b) REVIEW OF APPLICATIONS.—In evalu-
ating the applications submitted under sub-
section (a), the Director shall consider, at a
minimum—

(1) the ability of the partnership to effec-
tively carry out the proposed programs;

(2) the extent to which the members of the
partnership are committed to making the
partnership a central organizational focus;

(3) the degree to which activities carried
out by the partnership are based on relevant
research and are likely to result in increased
student achievement;
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(4) the degree to which such activities are
aligned with State or local standards; and

(5) the likelihood that the partnership will
demonstrate activities that can be widely
implemented as part of larger scale reform
efforts.

(c) AWARDS.—(1) The Director shall ensure,
to the extent practicable, that partnership
grants be awarded under section 101 in a wide
range of geographic areas and that the part-
nership program include rural, suburban, and
urban local educational agencies.

(2) Not less than 50 percent of the partner-
ships funded under section 101 shall include
businesses.

(3) The Director shall award grants under
this subtitle for a period not to exceed 5
years.

SEC. 103. ACCOUNTABILITY AND DISSEMINATION.

(a) ASSESSMENT REQUIRED.—The Director
shall evaluate the partnerships program es-
tablished under section 101. At a minimum,
such evaluations shall—

(1) use a common set of benchmarks and
assessment tools to identify best practices
and materials developed and demonstrated
by the partnerships; and

(2) to the extent practicable, compare the
effectiveness of practices and materials de-
veloped and demonstrated by the partner-
ships authorized under this subtitle with
those of partnerships funded by other State
or Federal agencies.

(b) DISSEMINATION OF RESULTS.—(1) The re-
sults of the evaluations required under sub-
section (a) shall be made available to the
public, including through the National
Science, Mathematics, Engineering, and
Technology Education Digital Library, and
shall be provided to the Committee on
Science of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the
Senate.

(2) Materials developed under the program
established under section 101 that are dem-
onstrated to be effective shall be made avail-
able through the National Science, Mathe-
matics, Engineering, and Technology Edu-
cation Digital Library.

(c) ANNUAL MEETING.—The Director shall
convene an annual meeting of the partner-
ships participating under this subtitle to fos-
ter greater national collaboration.

SEC. 104. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this subtitle $200,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2002 through 2006.

Subtitle B—Teacher Research Scholarship

Program
SEC. 111. PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) The Director shall es-
tablish a program to award grants to institu-
tions of higher education or eligible non-
profit organizations (or consortia thereof) to
provide research opportunities in mathe-
matics, science, and engineering for elemen-
tary or secondary school teachers of mathe-
matics or science. Such institutions of high-
er education or eligible nonprofit organiza-
tions may include one or more businesses or
Federal or State laboratories as partners
under the program.

(2) Grants shall be awarded under this sec-
tion on a merit-reviewed competitive basis.

(b) PROGRAM COMPONENTS.—Grant recipi-
ents under this section—

(1) shall recruit and select teachers and
provide such teachers with opportunities to
conduct research in academic, business, or
government laboratories;

(2) shall ensure that the teachers have
mentors and other programming support to
ensure that their research experience will
contribute to their understanding of mathe-
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matics, science, and engineering and im-

prove their performance in the classroom;

(3) shall provide teachers with a scholar-
ship stipend; and

(4) may provide room and board for resi-
dential programs.

(c) USE OF FUNDS.—(1) Not more than 25
percent of the funds provided under a grant
under this section may be used for program-
ming support for teachers.

(2) The Director shall issue guidelines
specifying the minimum and maximum
amounts of stipends recipients may provide
to teachers under this section.

(d) DURATION.—A teacher may participate
in research under the program under this
section for up to 1 calendar year or 2 sequen-
tial summers.

SEC. 112. SELECTION PROCESS.

(a) APPLICATION.—AnN institution of higher
education or an eligible nonprofit organiza-
tion (or a consortium thereof) seeking fund-
ing under section 111 shall submit an appli-
cation to the Director at such time, in such
manner, and containing such information as
the Director may require. The application
shall include, at a minimum—

(1) a description of the research opportuni-
ties that will be made available to elemen-
tary or secondary school teachers, or both,
by the applicant;

(2) a description of how the applicant will
recruit teachers to participate in the pro-
gram and the criteria that will be used to se-
lect the participants;

(3) a description of the number, types, and
amounts of the scholarships that the appli-
cant intends to offer to participating teach-
ers; and

(4) a description of the programming sup-
port that will be provided to participating
teachers.

(b) REVIEW OF APPLICATIONS.—In evalu-
ating the applications submitted under sub-
section (a), the Director shall consider, at a
minimum—

(1) the ability of the applicant to effec-
tively carry out the proposed program;

(2) the extent to which the applicant is
committed to making the program a central
organizational focus; and

(3) the likelihood that the research experi-
ences and programming to be offered by the
applicant will improve elementary and sec-
ondary education.

(c) AWARDS.—(1) The Director shall ensure,
to the extent practicable, that grants be
awarded under this subtitle in a wide range
of geographic areas and to assist teachers
from rural, suburban, and urban local edu-
cational agencies.

(2) The Director shall award grants under
this subtitle for a period not to exceed 5
years.

SEC. 113. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.
There are authorized to be appropriated for

the National Science Foundation to carry

out this subtitle $15,000,000 for each of fiscal

years 2002 through 2006.

TITLE II—NATIONAL SCIENCE, MATHE-
MATICS, ENGINEERING, AND TECH-
NOLOGY EDUCATION DIGITAL LIBRARY

SEC. 201. IN GENERAL.

The Director shall establish a program to
expand the National Science, Mathematics,
Engineering, and Technology Education Dig-
ital Library (hereinafter in this Act referred
to as the ‘“‘Digital Library’’) program to en-
able timely and continuous dissemination of
elementary and secondary science, mathe-
matics, engineering, and technology edu-
cational resources, materials, practices, and
policies through the Internet and other dig-
ital technologies. The expanded Digital Li-
brary shall—

(1) contain an Internet-based repository of
curricular materials, practices, and teaching
modules;
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(2) contain, to the extent practicable, an
Internet-based repository of information
about national and regional conferences re-
lated to the improvement of elementary and
secondary mathematics, science, engineer-
ing, and technology education, including, if
appropriate, links to materials generated by
those conferences.

(3) provide users of the Digital Library
with access to all materials in the Digital
Library through a single entry point;

(4) contain only materials that have been
peer-reviewed and tested to ensure factual
accuracy and effectiveness and that are
aligned with recognized State and other
widely recognized professional and technical
mathematics and science standards;

(5) present materials in a format that is
consistent, facilitates ease of comparison
and use by classroom teachers, and contains
appropriate links to other Federal edu-
cational clearinghouses; and

(6) provide materials related to mathe-
matics and science partnership programs, in-
cluding—

(A) links to all of the programs developed
through the mathematics and science part-
nerships established under subtitle A of title
I

(B) data related to assessment and evalua-
tion and final program reports developed
under subtitle A of title I, including both
positive and negative outcomes of the pro-
gram;

(C) materials developed by the partner-
ships under subtitle A of title I that have
been demonstrated to be effective; and

(D) a mechanism for users to make com-
ments or suggestions regarding the use and
effectiveness of posted materials.

SEC. 202. GRANTS AND CONTRACT.

(a) GRANTS.—The Director may award
grants to institutions of higher education or
other qualified entities—

(1) to design all or parts of the Digital Li-
brary;

(2) to provide assistance to schools in the
selection and adaptation of curricular mate-
rials, practices, and teaching methods made
available through the Digital Library; or

(3) to carry out the activities described in

both paragraphs (1) and (2).
Grants awarded under this subsection may
cover the costs of acquiring and reviewing
educational materials for dissemination
through the Digital Library.

(b) OPERATION.—The Director may contract
out the operation and management of the
Digital Library.

(c) COMPETITIVE AWARDS.—Grants and con-
tracts shall be awarded under this section on
a competitive basis.

SEC. 203. CONSTRUCTION.

Nothing in this Act shall affect the rights,
remedies, limitations, or defenses under title
17, United States Code.

SEC. 204. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There are authorized to be appropriated for
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this title $20,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2002 through 2006.

TITLE III—STRATEGIC EDUCATION
RESEARCH PROGRAM
Subtitle A—Centers
SEC. 301. ESTABLISHMENT OF CENTERS FOR RE-
SEARCH ON LEARNING AND EDU-
CATION IMPROVEMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) The Director shall
award grants to institutions of higher edu-
cation (or consortia thereof) to establish 4
multidisciplinary Centers for Research on
Learning and Education Improvement.

(2) Grants shall be awarded under this sub-
section on a merit-reviewed competitive
basis.

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the Centers
shall be to conduct and evaluate research in
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cognitive science, education and related
fields and to develop ways in which the re-
sults of such research can be applied in ele-
mentary and secondary classrooms to im-
prove the teaching of mathematics and
science.

(c) Focus.—(1) Each Center shall be focused
on a different challenge faced by elementary
or secondary school teachers of mathematics
and science. In determining the research
focus of the Centers, the Director shall con-
sult with the National Academy of Sciences
and take into account the extent to which
other Federal programs support research on
similar questions.

(2) The proposal solicitation issued by the
Director shall state the focus of each Center
and applicants shall apply for designation as
a specific Center.

SEC. 302. SELECTION PROCESS.

(a) APPLICATION.—An institution of higher
education (or a consortium of such institu-
tions) seeking funding under this title shall
submit an application to the Director at
such time, in such manner, and containing
such information as the Director may re-
quire. The application shall include, at a
minimum, a description of—

(1) the initial research projects that will be
undertaken by the Center and the process by
which new projects will be identified;

(2) how the Center will work with other re-
search institutions and schools to broaden
the national research agenda on learning and
teaching;

(3) how the Center will promote active col-
laboration among physical, biological, and
social science researchers;

(4) how the Center will promote active par-
ticipation by elementary and secondary
mathematics and science teachers and ad-
ministrators; and

(5) how the Center will reduce the results
of its research to educational practice and
assess the success of new practices.

(b) REVIEW OF APPLICATIONS.—In evalu-
ating the applications submitted under sub-
section (a), the Director shall consider, at a
minimum—

(1) the ability of the applicant to effec-
tively carry out the research program and
reduce its results to effective educational
practice;

(2) the experience of the applicant in con-
ducting research on the science of teaching
and learning and the capacity of the appli-
cant to foster new multidisciplinary collabo-
rations;

(3) the capacity of the applicant to attract
precollege educators from a diverse array of
schools and professional experiences for par-
ticipation in Center activities; and

(4) the capacity of the applicant to attract
and provide adequate support for graduate
students to pursue research at the intersec-
tion of educational practice and basic re-
search on human cognition and learning.

(c) AWARDS.—The Director shall ensure, to
the extent practicable, that the Centers
funded under this section conduct research
and develop educational practices designed
to improve the educational performance of a
broad range of students, including those
from groups underrepresented in mathe-
matics, science, and engineering.

SEC. 303. ANNUAL CONFERENCE.

The Director shall convene an annual
meeting of the Centers to foster collabora-
tion among the Centers and to further dis-
seminate the results of the Centers’ activi-
ties.

SEC. 304. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There are authorized to be appropriated for
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this title $12,000,000 for each of fiscal
yvears 2002 through 2006.
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Subtitle B—Fellowships
SEC. 311. EDUCATION RESEARCH TEACHER FEL-
LOWSHIPS.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—(1) The Director shall
establish a program to award grants to insti-
tutions of higher education or eligible non-
profit entities (or consortia thereof) to pro-
vide research opportunities related to the
science of learning to elementary and sec-
ondary school teachers of science and mathe-
matics.

(2) Grants shall be awarded under this sec-
tion on a merit-reviewed competitive basis.

(b) PROGRAM COMPONENTS.—Grant recipi-
ents under this section—

(1) shall recruit and select teachers and
provide such teachers with opportunities to
conduct research in the fields of—

(A) brain research as a foundation for re-
search on human learning;

(B) behavioral, cognitive, affective, and so-
cial aspects of human learning;

(C) science and mathematics learning in
formal and informal educational settings; or

(D) learning in complex educational sys-
tems;

(2) shall ensure that participating teachers
have mentors and other programming sup-
port to ensure that their research experience
will contribute to their understanding of the
science of learning;

(3) shall provide programming, guidance,
and support to ensure that participating
teachers disseminate information about the
current state of education research and its
implications for classroom practice to other
elementary and secondary educators and can
use that information to improve their per-
formance in the classroom;

(4) shall provide participating teachers
with a scholarship stipend; and

(6) may provide room and board for resi-
dential programs.

(c) USE OF FUNDS.—(1) Not more than 25
percent of the funds provided under a grant
under this section may be used for program-
ming support for participating teachers.

(2) The Director shall issue guidelines
specifying the minimum or maximum
amounts of stipends grant recipients may
provide to teachers under this section.

(d) DURATION.—A teacher may participate
in research under the program under this
section for up to 1 calendar year or 2 sequen-
tial summers.

(e) APPLICATION.—AnN institution of higher
education or eligible nonprofit entity (or a
consortium thereof) seeking funding under
this section shall submit an application to
the Director at such time, in such manner,
and containing such information as the Di-
rector may require. The application shall in-
clude, at a minimum—

(1) a description of the research opportuni-
ties that will be made available to elemen-
tary or secondary school teachers, or both,
by the applicant;

(2) a description of how the applicant will
recruit teachers to participate in the pro-
gram, and the criteria that will be used to
select the participants;

(3) a description of the number, types, and
amounts of the scholarships that the appli-
cant intends to offer to participating teach-
ers; and

(4) a description of the programming sup-
port that will be provided to participating
teachers to enhance their research experi-
ence and to enable them to educate their
peers about the value, findings, and implica-
tions of education research.

(f) REVIEW OF APPLICANTS.—In evaluating
the applications submitted under subsection
(e), the Director shall consider, at a min-
imum—

(1) the ability of the applicant to effec-
tively carry out the proposed program;
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(2) the extent to which the applicant is
committed to making the program a central
organizational focus; and

(3) the likelihood that the research experi-
ences and programming to be offered by the
applicant will improve elementary and sec-
ondary education.

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation for car-
rying out this section $5,000,000 for each of
fiscal years 2002 through 2004.

TITLE IV—ROBERT NOYCE SCHOLARSHIP
PROGRAM
SEC. 401. DEFINITIONS.

In this title—

(1) the term ‘“‘mathematics and science
teacher” means a mathematics, science, or
technology teacher at the elementary or sec-
ondary school level;

(2) the term ‘“‘mathematics, science, or en-
gineering professional’’ means a person who
holds a baccalaureate, masters, or doctoral
degree in science, mathematics, or engineer-
ing and is working in that field or a related
area;

(3) the term ‘‘scholarship’ means an award
under section 405; and

(4) the term ‘‘scholarship recipient’ means
a student receiving a scholarship;

(5) the term ‘‘stipend” means an award
under section 406;

(6) the term ‘‘stipend recipient” means a
science, mathematics, or engineering profes-
sional receiving a stipend; and

(7) the term ‘‘cost of attendance’ has the
meaning given such term in section 472 of
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C.
108711).

SEC. 402. SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) The Director shall es-
tablish a program to award grants to institu-
tions of higher education (or consortia of
such institutions) to provide scholarships
and programming designed to recruit and
train mathematics and science teachers.
Such program shall be known as the ‘“‘Robert
Noyce Scholarship Program”.

(2) Grants shall be provided under this sec-
tion on a merit-reviewed competitive basis.

(b) USE OF GRANTS.—Grants provided under
this title shall be used by institutions of
higher education—

(1) to develop and implement a program to
encourage top college juniors and seniors
majoring in mathematics, science, and engi-
neering at the grantee’s institution to be-
come mathematics and science teachers,
through—

(A) administering scholarships in accord-
ance with section 405;

(B) offering programs to help scholarship
recipients to teach in elementary and sec-
ondary schools, including programs that will
result in teacher certification; and

(C) offering programs to scholarship recipi-
ents, both before and after they receive their
baccalaureate degree, to enable the recipi-
ents to become better mathematics and
science teachers, and to exchange ideas with
others in their fields; or

(2) to develop and implement a program to
encourage science, mathematics, or engi-
neering professionals to become mathe-
matics and science teachers, through—

(A) administering stipends in accordance
with section 406;

(B) offering programs to help stipend re-
cipients obtain teacher certification; and

(C) offering programs to stipend recipients,
both during and after matriculation, to en-
able recipients to become better mathe-
matics and science teachers and exchange
ideas with others in their fields; or

(3) for both of the purposes described in
paragraphs (1) and (2).
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SEC. 403. SELECTION PROCESS.

(a) APPLICATION.—An institution of higher
education (or a consortium of such institu-
tions) seeking funding under this title shall
submit an application to the Director at
such time, in such manner, and containing
such information as the Director may re-
quire. The application shall include, at a
minimum—

(1) a description of the scholarship or sti-
pend program, or both, that the applicant in-
tends to operate, including the number of
scholarships or the size and number of sti-
pends the applicant intends to award, and
the selection process that will be used in
awarding the scholarships or stipends;

(2) evidence that the applicant has the ca-
pability to administer the scholarship or sti-
pend program in accordance with the provi-
sions of this title; and

(3) a description of the programming that
will be offered to scholarship or stipend re-
cipients during and after their matricula-
tion.

(b) REVIEW OF APPLICATIONS.—In evalu-
ating the applications submitted under sub-
section (a), the Director shall consider, at a
minimum—

(1) the ability of the applicant to effec-
tively carry out the program;

(2) the extent to which the applicant is
committed to making the program a central
organizational focus;

(3) the ability of the proposed program-
ming to enable scholarship or stipend recipi-
ents to become successful mathematics and
science teachers;

(4) the number and quality of the students
that will be served by the program; and

(5) the ability of the applicant to recruit
students who would otherwise not pursue a
career in teaching.

SEC. 404. AWARDS.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The Director shall des-
ignate institutions awarded grants under
this title as ‘‘“National Teacher Scholarship
Centers’.

(b) DISTRIBUTION.—The Director shall en-
sure, to the extent practicable, that grants
be awarded under this title in a wide range of
geographic areas and to prepare students for
jobs in rural, suburban, and urban local edu-
cational agencies.

(c) DURATION.—Grants awarded under this
title shall be for a period of 10 years.

SEC. 405. SCHOLARSHIP REQUIREMENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Scholarships under this
title shall be available only to students who
are—

(1) majoring in science, mathematics, or
engineering; and

(2) in the last 2 years of a baccalaureate de-
gree program.

(b) SELECTION.—Individuals shall be se-
lected to receive scholarships primarily on
the basis of academic merit, with consider-
ation given to financial need and to the goal
of promoting the participation of minorities,
women, and people with disabilities.

(c) AMOUNT.—Scholarships under this title
shall be in the amount of $7,500 per year, or
the cost of attendance, whichever is less. In-
dividuals may receive a maximum of 2 years
of scholarship support.

(d) SERVICE OBLIGATION.—If an individual
receives a scholarship, that individual shall
be required to complete, within 6 years after
graduation from the baccalaureate degree
program for which the scholarship was
awarded, 2 years of service as a mathematics
or science teacher for each year a scholar-
ship was received. Service required under
this subsection shall be performed at a
school receiving assistance under chapter 1
of title I of the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act of 1965 (Public Law 89-10).
SEC. 406. STIPENDS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Stipends under this title
shall be available only to mathematics,
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science, and engineering professionals who,
while receiving the stipend, are enrolled in a
program to receive certification to teach.

(b) SELECTION.—Individuals shall be se-
lected to receive stipends under this title
primarily on the basis of academic merit,
with consideration given to financial need
and to the goal of promoting the participa-
tion of minorities, women, and people with
disabilities.

(c) AMOUNT.—Stipends under this title
shall be for an amount of up to $7,5600 per
year, but in no event more than the cost of
attendance. Individuals may receive a max-
imum of 1 year of stipend support.

(d) SERVICE OBLIGATION.—If an individual
receives a stipend under this title, that indi-
vidual shall be required to complete, within
6 years after graduation from the program
for which the stipend was awarded, 2 years of
service as a mathematics or science teacher
for each year a stipend was received. Service
required under this subsection shall be per-
formed at a school receiving assistance
under chapter 1 of title I of the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (Public
Law 89-10).

SEC. 407. CONDITIONS OF SUPPORT.

As a condition of acceptance of a scholar-
ship or stipend under this title, a recipient
shall enter into an agreement with the insti-
tution of higher education—

(1) accepting the terms of the scholarship
or stipend pursuant to sections 405 and 409 or
section 406;

(2) agreeing to provide the awarding insti-
tution of higher education with annual cer-
tification of employment and current con-
tact information and to participate in sur-
veys provided by the institution of higher
education as part of an ongoing assessment
program; and

(3) establishing that any scholarship re-
cipient shall be liable to the United States
for any amount that is required to be repaid
in accordance with the provisions of section
409.

SEC. 408. COLLECTION FOR NONCOMPLIANCE.

(a) MONITORING COMPLIANCE.—An institu-
tion of higher education (or consortium
thereof) receiving a grant under this title
shall, as a condition of participating in the
program, enter into an agreement with the
Director to monitor the compliance of schol-
arship and stipend recipients with their re-
spective service requirements.

(b) COLLECTION OF REPAYMENT.—(1) In the
event that a scholarship recipient is required
to repay the scholarship under section 409,
the institution shall be responsible for col-
lecting the repayment amounts.

(2) Except as provided in paragraph (3), any
repayment shall be returned to the Treasury
of the United States.

(3) A grantee may retain a percentage of
any repayment it collects to defray adminis-
trative costs associated with the collection.
The Director shall establish a single, fixed
percentage that will apply to all grantees.
SEC. 409. FAILURE TO COMPLETE SERVICE OBLI-

GATION.

(a) GENERAL RULE.—If an individual who
has received a scholarship under this title—

(1) fails to maintain an acceptable level of
academic standing in the educational insti-
tution in which the individual is enrolled, as
determined by the National Science Founda-
tion;

(2) is dismissed from such educational in-
stitution for disciplinary reasons;

(3) withdraws from the baccalaureate de-
gree program for which the award was made
before the completion of such program;

(4) declares that the individual does not in-
tend to fulfill his service obligation under
this title; or

(5) fails to fulfill the service obligation of
the individual under this title,
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such individual shall be liable to the United
States as provided in subsection (b).

(b) AMOUNT OF REPAYMENT.—(1) If a cir-
cumstance described in subsection (a) occurs
before the completion of one year of a serv-
ice obligation under this title, the United
States shall be entitled to recover from the
individual, within one year after the date of
the occurrence of such circumstance, an
amount equal to—

(A) the total amount of awards received by
such individual under this title; plus

(B) the interest on such amounts which
would be payable if at the time the amounts
were received they were loans bearing inter-
est at the maximum legal prevailing rate, as
determined by the Treasurer of the United
States,
multiplied by 2.

(2) If a circumstance described in sub-
section (a)(4) or (a)(b) occurs after the com-
pletion of one year of a service obligation
under this title, the United States shall be
entitled to recover from the individual, with-
in one year after the date of the occurrence
of such circumstance, an amount equal to—

(A) the total amount of awards received by
such individual under this title minus $3,750
for each full year of service completed; plus

(B) the interest on such amounts which
would be payable if at the time the amounts
were received they were loans bearing inter-
est at the maximum legal prevailing rate, as
determined by the Treasurer of the United
States.

(c) EXCEPTIONS.—(1) The National Science
Foundation may provide for the partial or
total waiver or suspension of any service ob-
ligation or payment by an individual under
this title whenever compliance by the indi-
vidual is impossible or would involve ex-
treme hardship to the individual, or if en-
forcement of such obligation with respect to
the individual would be unconscionable.

(2) Any obligation of an individual under
this title for payment under subsection (b)
may be released by a discharge in bank-
ruptcy under title 11, United States Code,
only if such discharge is granted after the
expiration of the 5-year period beginning on
the first date that such payment is required.
SEC. 410. REPORT.

(a) DATA COLLECTION.—Institutions receiv-
ing grants under this title shall supply to
the Director any relevant statistical and de-
mographic data on scholarship recipients
and stipend recipients the Director may re-
quest, including information on employment
required by section 407.

(b) ASSESSMENT.—Not later than 7 years
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Director shall submit to Congress a re-
port assessing the impact of the implementa-
tion of this title on drawing into teaching
top mathematics and science students, in-
cluding students from groups underrep-
resented in mathematics, science, and engi-
neering.

SEC. 411. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to
be appropriated to the National Science
Foundation to carry out this title $20,000,000
for each of fiscal years 2002 through 2005.

(b) SPECIFIC APPROPRIATIONS.—There are
authorized to be appropriated to the Na-
tional Science Foundation to support the ac-
tivities described in subsections (b)(1)(A) and
(C) and (b)(2)(A) and (C) of section 402, such
sums as may be necessary for each of fiscal
years 2006 through 2011.

TITLE V—REQUIREMENTS FOR RESEARCH
CENTERS
SEC. 501. REQUIREMENTS FOR RESEARCH CEN-
TERS.

The Director shall ensure that any Na-
tional Science Foundation program that
awards grants for the establishment of re-
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search centers at institutions of higher edu-
cation after the date of the enactment of
this Act—

(1) requires that every center offer pro-
grams for elementary and secondary mathe-
matics and science teachers and students to
increase their understanding of the field in
which the center specializes; and

(2) uses the quality of a center’s proposed
precollege education programs as a criterion
in determining grant awards.

TITLE VI—_EDUCATIONAL TECHNOLOGIES

Subtitle A—Research Centers
601. EDUCATIONAL TECHNOLOGY RE-

SEARCH CENTERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) The Director shall es-
tablish a program to award grants to institu-
tions of higher education (or consortia there-
of) to establish centers to evaluate and im-
prove the effectiveness of information tech-
nologies in elementary and secondary math-
ematics and science education.

(2) Grants shall be awarded under this sub-
title on a merit-reviewed competitive basis.

(b) AcCTIVITIES.—Centers established under
this subtitle shall, at a minimum—

(1) identify educational approaches and
techniques that are based on the use of infor-
mation technology and that have the poten-
tial for being effective in classroom settings;

(2) develop methods to measure the effec-
tiveness of various applications of informa-
tion technology in mathematics and science
education, including methods to measure
student performance;

(3) evaluate the effectiveness of the use of
technology in elementary and secondary
mathematics and science education in a va-
riety of classroom settings; and

(4) identify the key variables that influ-
ence educational effectiveness and the condi-
tions necessary to implement successfully an
approach or technique determined to be edu-
cationally effective for a particular edu-
cational setting;

(5) ensure that the results of such evalua-
tions are widely disseminated; and

(6) develop a program to work with local
educational agencies to help them apply the
results of the research conducted under this
section.

SEC. 602. SELECTION PROCESS.

(a) APPLICATION.—An institution of higher
education (or a consortium of such institu-
tions) seeking funding under this subtitle
shall submit an application to the Director
at such time, in such manner, and con-
taining such information as the Director
may require. The application shall include,
at a minimum, a description of—

(1) the approaches to the use of informa-
tion technology that the center will initially
evaluate, how it chose those approaches, how
it will seek out any additional approaches,
and how assessment procedures would be de-
veloped and applied;

(2) how the center will work with local
educational agencies to evaluate the ap-
proaches in classrooms;

(3) how the center will disseminate the re-
sults of its work; and

(4) how the center will develop an outreach
program to work with local educational
agencies to help them apply the results of its
research.

(b) REVIEW OF APPLICATIONS.—In evalu-
ating the applications submitted under sub-
section (a), the Director shall consider, at a
minimum, the ability of the applicant to ef-
fectively evaluate information technology
approaches and to help local educational
agencies apply the results of those evalua-
tions.

(c) AWARDS.—The Director shall ensure, to
the extent practicable, that the program es-
tablished under this subtitle evaluates infor-
mation technology—
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(1) in a wide range of grade levels and geo-
graphic areas;

(2) in rural, suburban, and urban schools;
and

(3) with a wide variety of students in terms
of race, ethnicity, and income.

SEC. 603. DOCUMENTATION AND DISSEMINATION
OF RESULTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The results of the re-
search and evaluations conducted in accord-
ance with section 601 shall be documented
and widely disseminated, including through
publication in peer-reviewed scholarly jour-
nals.

(b) WORKSHOPS, CONFERENCES, AND WEB
SITES.—The Director is authorized to spon-
sor and support workshops, conferences, and
dedicated web sites to disseminate informa-
tion about the activities of the educational

technology research centers established
under section 601.
(c) DEPOSIT IN LIBRARY.—Information

about effective approaches and techniques,
including information and materials nec-
essary for their implementation, shall be de-
posited in the Digital Library.

SEC. 604. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation to carry
out the program established under section
601—

(1) $25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2002
through 2004; and

(2) $30,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2005
and 2006.

Subtitle B—Assistance
SEC. 611. EDUCATIONAL TECHNOLOGY ASSIST-
ANCE.

Section 3 of the Scientific and Advanced
Technology Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-476;
42 U.S.C. 1862i) is amended by redesignating
subsections (d), (e), (f), and (g) as subsections
(e), (f), (g), and (h), respectively, and by in-
serting after subsection (c) the following new
subsection:

‘(d) EDUCATIONAL TECHNOLOGY ASSIST-
ANCE.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director may make
awards on a competitive, merit-reviewed
basis to associate-degree granting colleges,
bachelor-degree granting institutions, or
education service agencies (or consortia
thereof) to establish centers to assist ele-
mentary and secondary schools in the use of
information technology for mathematics,
science, or technology instruction.

‘(2) ACTIVITIES.—Activities of centers
funded under this subsection may include—

““(A) helping schools evaluate their need
for information technology;

‘(B) training teachers on how to best use
information technology in instruction; and

‘“(C) providing other information and
training to help schools and teachers ensure
that they have access to appropriate infor-
mation technologies and are using them to
maximum advantage.

‘(3) APPLICATION.—An application to re-
ceive funds under this subsection shall in-
clude, at a minimum—

‘“(A) a description of the services that will
be provided to schools and teachers;

‘““(B) a list of the schools expected to be
served;

‘“(C) a description of how the applicant will
draw on the expertise of its faculty and stu-
dents to assist schools and teachers; and

‘(D) a description of how the applicant will
operate the program after funding made
available by this subsection has expired.

‘‘(4) SELECTION.—In evaluating applications
submitted under paragraph (3), the Director
shall consider, at a minimum—

‘“‘(A) the ability of the applicant to effec-
tively carry out the program;

‘(B) the number of schools and students
who would be served and the their need for
assistance;
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‘(C) the extent to which the applicant has
worked with participating schools to ensure
that priority problems would be addressed by
the assistance provided under this sub-
section; and

‘(D) the ability of the applicant to con-
tinue to provide assistance after funding
under this subsection has expired.

“(6) AWARDS.—(A) The Director shall en-
sure, to the extent practicable, that the pro-
gram established by this subsection assists
schools in rural, suburban, and urban areas.

‘““(B) No institution shall receive funds
under this subsection for more than three
years.

“(C) An institution receiving a grant under
subtitle A of title VI of the National Mathe-
matics and Science Partnerships Act may
participate in the program created by this
section.

‘(6) REPORT.—Not later than April 1, 2005,
the Director shall provide a report to Con-
gress assessing the success of the program
funded under this subsection and the need of
schools for continued assistance, and, based
on the experience with the program, recom-
mending ways information technology as-
sistance to schools could be made more
broadly available.

“(7) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this subsection $5,000,000 for each of the
fiscal years 2002 through 2004.".

TITLE VII-MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

SEC. 701. MATHEMATICS AND SCIENCE PRO-
FICIENCY SCHOLARSHIPS.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds
lowing:

(1) Proficiency in mathematics, science,
and information technology is necessary to
prepare all students in the United States for
participation in the 21st century and to
guarantee that the United States economy
remains vibrant and competitive.

(2) In order to achieve such results, it is
important that the Federal Government
shows interest in economically disadvan-
taged students who have not been provided
with opportunities that will improve their
knowledge of mathematics, science, and
technology.

(3) Many economically disadvantaged stu-
dents in urban and rural America share a
common need to receive a quality education,
but often the schools of such students lack
the needed resources to lift those students
into the information age.

(4) The schools and businesses serving
urban and rural communities are strategi-
cally positioned to form a unique partner-
ship with students that will increase their
mathematics, science, and technology pro-
ficiency and encourage and support their un-
dergraduate study in those fields for the ben-
efit of the Nation.

(b) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall estab-
lish a demonstration project to encourage
businesses to offer scholarships to eligible
students (to enable them to attend institu-
tions of higher education) by providing
grants to improve mathematics, science, or
technology education in the schools attended
by the eligible students.

(c) USE OF FUNDS.—(1) The Director shall
provide grants under this section to local
educational agencies on a merit-reviewed,
competitive basis.

(2) Funds awarded under this subsection
may be used to—

(A) provide teacher professional develop-
ment in mathematics, science, or tech-
nology;

(B) develop or implement mathematics,
science, or technology curriculums, and to
purchase related equipment; and

the fol-
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(C) to carry out other activities the Direc-
tor determines would improve mathematics,
science, or technology education.

(d) ELIGIBLE LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGEN-
CIES.—For purposes of this section, a local
educational agency is eligible to receive a
grant under this section if the agency—

(1) provides assurances that it has executed
conditional agreements with representatives
of the private sector to provide services and
funds described in subsection (e); and

(2) agrees to enter into an agreement with
the Director to comply with the require-
ments of this section.

(e) PRIVATE SECTOR PARTICIPATION.—The
conditional agreements referred to in sub-
section (d)(1) shall describe participation by
the private sector, including—

(1) the donation of computer hardware,
software, and other technology tools;

(2) the establishment of internship and
mentoring opportunities for students who
participate in the mathematics, science, and
information technology program; and

(3) the donation of higher education schol-
arship funds for eligible students to continue
their study of mathematics, science, and in-
formation technology.

(f) APPLICATION.—(1) To apply for a grant
under this section, each eligible local edu-
cational agency shall submit an application
to the Director in accordance with guidelines
established by the Director pursuant to para-
graph (2).

(2)(A) The guidelines referred to in para-
graph (1) shall require, at a minimum, that
the application include—

(i) a description of proposed activities con-
sistent with the uses of funds and program
requirements under subsection (c);

(ii) a description of the higher education
scholarship program, including criteria for
selection, duration of scholarship, number of
scholarships to be awarded each year, and
funding levels for scholarships; and

(iii) evidence of private sector participa-
tion and financial support to establish an in-
ternship, mentoring, and scholarship pro-
gram.

(B) The Director shall issue and publish
such guidelines not later than 6 months after
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(g) PRIORITY.—The Director shall give spe-
cial priority in awarding grants under this
section to eligible local educational agencies
that—

(1) demonstrate the greatest ability to ob-
tain commitments from representatives of
the private sector to provide services and
funds described under subsection (e); and

(2) demonstrate the greatest economic
need.

(h) ASSESSMENT.—The Director shall assess
the effectiveness of activities carried out
under this section.

(i) STUDY AND REPORT.—The Director—

(1) shall initiate an evaluative study of the
effectiveness of the activities carried out
under this section in improving student per-
formance in mathematics, science, and infor-
mation technology at the precollege level
and in stimulating student interest in pur-
suing undergraduate studies in those fields;
and

(2) shall report the findings of the study to
Congress not later than 4 years after the
award of the first scholarship.

Such report shall include the number of stu-
dents graduating from an institution of high-
er education with a major in mathematics,
science, or information technology and the
number of students who find employment in
such fields.

(j) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘conditional agreement’
means an arrangement between representa-
tives of the private sector and local edu-
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cational agencies to provide certain services
and funds, such as, but not limited to, the
donation of computer hardware and soft-
ware, the establishment of internship and
mentoring opportunities for students who
participate in mathematics, science, and in-
formation technology programs, and the do-
nation of scholarship funds for use at insti-
tutions of higher education by eligible stu-
dents who have participated in the mathe-
matics, science, and information technology
programs.

(2) The term ‘‘eligible student’” means a
student enrolled in the 12th grade who—

(A) has participated in a mathematics,
science, and an information technology pro-
gram established pursuant to this section;

(B) has demonstrated a commitment to
pursue a career in information technology,
mathematics, science, or engineering; and

(C) has attained high academic standing
and maintains a grade point average of not
less than 2.7 on a 4.0 scale for the period from
the beginning of the 10th grade through the
time of application for a scholarship.

(k) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this section $5,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2002 through 2004.

(1) MAXIMUM GRANT AWARD.—An award
made to an eligible local educational agency
under this section may not exceed $300,000.
SEC. 702. ARTICULATION PARTNERSHIPS BE-

TWEEN COMMUNITY COLLEGES AND
SECONDARY SCHOOLS.

(a) OUTREACH GRANTS.—In making awards
for outreach grants authorized under section
3(c)(2) of the Scientific and Advanced-Tech-
nology Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C. 1862i(c)(2)), the
Director shall give priority to proposals that
involve secondary schools with a majority of
students from groups that are underrep-
resented in the science, mathematics, and
engineering workforce. Awards in such cases
shall not be subject to the requirement
under section 3(f)(3) of such Act for a match-
ing contribution.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this section $5,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2002 through 2004.

SEC. 703. ASSESSMENT OF IN-SERVICE TEACHER
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT PRO-
GRAMS.

(a) ASSESSMENT.—The Director shall re-
view all programs sponsored by the National
Science Foundation that support in-service
teacher professional development for science
teachers to determine—

(1) the level of resources and degree of em-
phasis placed on training teachers in the ef-
fective use of information technology in the
classroom; and

(2) the allocation of resources between
summer activities and follow-on reinforce-
ment training and support to participating
teachers during the school year.

(b) REPORT.—The Director shall submit to
Congress, not later than 1 year after the date
of the enactment of this Act, a report that—

(1) describes the results of the review and
assessment conducted under subsection (a);

(2) summarizes the major categories of in-
service teacher professional development ac-
tivities supported at the time of the review,
and the funding levels for such activities;
and

(3) describes any proposed changes, includ-
ing new funding allocations, to strengthen
the in-service teacher professional develop-
ment programs of the National Science
Foundation that support activities described
in paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (a).
SEC. 704. STUDY OF BROADBAND NETWORK AC-

CESS FOR SCHOOLS AND LIBRARIES.

(a) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Director

shall conduct a study of the issues described
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in subsection (c¢), and not later than 1 year
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
transmit to Congress a report including rec-
ommendations to address those issues. Such
report shall be updated annually for 6 addi-
tional years.

(b) CONSULTATION.—In preparing the re-
ports under subsection (a), the Director shall
consult with the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, the National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology, and such
other Federal agencies and educational enti-
ties as the Director considers appropriate.

(c) IssUEs To BE ADDRESSED.—The reports
shall—

(1) identify the current status of high-
speed, large bandwidth capacity access to all
public elementary and secondary schools and
libraries in the United States;

(2) identify how the provision of high-
speed, large bandwidth capacity access to
the Internet to such schools and libraries
can be effectively utilized within each school
and library;

(3) consider the effect that specific or re-
gional circumstances may have on the abil-
ity of such institutions to acquire high-
speed, large bandwidth capacity access to
achieve universal connectivity as an effec-
tive tool in the education process; and

(4) include options and recommendations
to address the challenges and issues identi-
fied in the reports.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. BOEHLERT) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HALL) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York (Mr. BOEHLERT).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 1858.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BOEHLERT. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to bring
before the House today H.R. 1858, the
National Mathematics and Science
Partnerships Act. I want to thank the
leadership for placing it on the suspen-
sion calendar. This bill belongs on the
suspension calendar, which is reserved
for noncontroversial items, because it
is a result of a fair and deliberative
process and it is designed to achieve
goals we all share.

Let me talk first about the process.
This bill brings together ideas that
originated in the President’s education
plan, in the version of H.R. 1858 that
was introduced by me, and in the large-
ly complementary earlier bill, H.R.
1693, that was introduced by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HALL), the
ranking member.

In addition, we worked in a bipar-
tisan fashion to include proposals by a
wide variety of Members, including the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH),
who chairs the Subcommittee on Re-
search; the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON), who is
the ranking member on that sub-
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committee; and numerous other Mem-
bers on both sides of the aisle. We did
that by adjusting all the proposals to
fit within the structure, the philosophy
and expenditures already in the bill.
Every time someone came up with a
good idea, we did not just up the ante
or go off in a different direction, we
were disciplined; and we fit it all with-
in the structure and the philosophy
and expenditures in the bill. As a re-
sult, the bill was passed by voice vote
at both subcommittee and full com-
mittee. Then we had further discus-
sions with our friends on the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce
and made additional changes in re-
sponse to their concerns.

We added language, for example, to
ensure coordination between the Na-
tional Science Foundation and the De-
partment of Education, coordination
that should occur automatically but
often does not. So I want to thank the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER) of
the Committee on Education and the
Workforce for his cooperation. As a re-
sult of that cooperation, the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce
discharged the bill with an exchange of
letters to protect each of our jurisdic-
tions. Then we had an additional set of
discussions with the Republican Study
Committee and made additional
changes sought by that group to ensure
that we did not end up with duplicate
programs within the National Science
Foundation. I want to thank Neil Brad-
ley of the RSC staff for facilitating
those discussions.

So the bill we are bringing to the
floor reflects an open and fair process
of consultation with anyone and every-
one who has had an interest in this
bill, and its broad support within this
body reflects that.

Of course, none of that process would
matter if we were not doing something
of significance here, and we are. This
bill will allow our Nation to make
major forward strides in the critically
important task of improving K-12 math
and science education. We have all
spent a lot of time pointing to the
studies that show how poorly our stu-
dents do compared with their inter-
national counterparts in math and
science. In this bill, we are doing some-
thing about it. The basic premise of the
bill is simple. We need to do more to
bring the resources and expertise of
academia and business to bear on im-
proving K-12 education. It is a simple
premise, as I say; but its simplicity has
not so far led to its realization.

There remains a gulf between our
world-class institutions of higher edu-
cation and our troubled institutions of
elementary and secondary education.
There remains a gulf between our busi-
ness community, which demands a bet-
ter trained workforce, and our school
systems, which educate that future
workforce. There remains a gulf be-
tween our stated desire for more and
better teachers, better curriculum and
better educational reforms, and what
we are actually investing to achieve
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those goals. This bill is an effort to
bridge all of those gulfs.

The bill authorizes a number of pro-
grams at the National Science Founda-
tion, an agency with a long and proud
history of awarding funds on a com-
petitive, merit-reviewed basis to the
best proposals that originate around
the country. It authorizes programs
that will encourage our colleges and
universities and businesses to help
school systems train teachers, develop
new teaching methods, find better
ways to use educational technology,
apply the latest research in cognitive
sciences, and prepare and gain access
to better teaching materials.

I want to call Members’ attention to
two of those programs in particular.
The first is the President’s math and
science partnerships. President Bush
deserves the gratitude of all Americans
for focusing on education in general
and on math and science education in
particular. He made the wise decision
to have the National Science Founda-
tion run his marquee math and science
initiative. We have funded this initia-
tive at the level requested by the Presi-
dent, and we have structured it to en-
sure that colleges and universities
work together with school districts
without excessive interference or fi-
nancial intrusion from the heavy hand
of the State education bureaucracy.

The second program is one close to
my heart, one that I have been working
on for years, the Noyce scholarships,
named for Robert Noyce, an inventor of
the transistor and a founder of Intel.
Under this program, top math and
science majors will be encouraged to
teach by awarding of scholarships with
a service requirement and by providing
them with extra training and support.
The single most important step we can
take to improve math and science edu-
cation is to get bright, well-trained
students with confidence in their mate-
rial into the classroom. This program
is designed to do just that.

I want to thank the gentleman from
New York (Mr. WALSH) for providing
appropriations to get the program
started. Congress first passed a version
of this program over a decade ago, and
it is long past time for the National
Science Foundation to get started on
it.

I should also point out that this bill
has broad support from academic and
business groups, and a bipartisan coun-
terpart to it has recently been intro-
duced in the other body.

Mr. Speaker, in closing let me just
say that this is a good bill that reflects
the contributions of many Members, a
bill that will make a real difference to
the students and teachers in our ele-
mentary and secondary schools and,
through them, a big difference to all of
us. In passing this bill, we will be heed-
ing the sound admonition of H.G.
Wells: ‘‘Civilization becomes more and
more a race between education and ca-
tastrophe.”

I urge its passage.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise, of course, in sup-
port of this act. It is a very important
piece of legislation that will strength-
en science and mathematics education
in the Nation’s schools. It includes a
lot of provisions designed to bring
more support to K-12 science and math
teachers, more support to their stu-
dents and, of course, to the entire
schools.
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The overall goal is to help our chil-
dren become more proficient in science
and math, to get them more interested
in it, and I am confident that the pro-
grams authorized by this bill will do
exactly that.

Earlier this year, I chaired a forum
in Sherman, Texas, which is in my dis-
trict. It focused on the issue of the
skills needed for high technology work-
force. The forum highlighted the im-
portance of providing high quality
science and math education in elemen-
tary and secondary schools in order to
prepare the students for the techno-
logical challenges of the new economy.
The program initiatives authorized by
H.R. 1858 are consistent with the rec-
ommendations I received during this
conference. It was a 3-day conference in
Northeast Texas, well attended.

I congratulate the gentleman from
New York (Mr. BOEHLERT), the chair-
man of the Committee on Science, for
placing science education high on the
committee’s agenda this year, and for
taking the necessary steps to move
this legislation forward for consider-
ation by the House today. We worked
together, and I think that is the reason
we are here today. We had very few dis-
agreements. The disagreements we had,
we worked them out, worked them out
through our committee staffs, who
worked very hard.

H.R. 1858 is the result of a very bipar-
tisan thrust and it incorporates several
programs and activities from a com-
prehensive education bill, H.R. 1693,
which I introduced earlier this year. It
also includes specific provisions Demo-
cratic Members of the Committee on
Science have separately developed to
improve K-12 science and math edu-
cation.

I would particularly like to highlight
the programs incorporated from H.R.
1693 that explore ways to effectively
use educational technology in the
classroom.

The approach is to identify promising
techniques and approaches, then test
them in a variety of classroom set-
tings, and then document results in
terms of student performance. This
knowledge will enable schools to select
the technology-based material and ap-
proaches that actually work and are
worth the substantial investment need-
ed to implement them.

The educational technology activi-
ties authorized by this bill respond to
the recommendations of both the Web-
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Based Education Commission in its De-
cember 2000 report to the President and
the Congress, and the President’s Infor-
mation Technology Advisory Com-
mittee in its February 2001 report,
“Using Information Technology to
Transform the Way We Learn.”

Also, H.R. 1858 incorporates programs
from H.R. 1693 to encourage and sup-
port women and minorities in pursuing
careers in science and in engineering
and to get them interested in it.

Mr. Speaker, I want to acknowledge
the collegial process through which
this bipartisan legislation has been de-
veloped. I want to congratulate the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH),
the Subcommittee on Research chair-
man, and the ranking member, the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON), for their efforts to de-
velop this bill.

Finally, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from New York (Chairman
BOEHLERT), the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Science, for his willingness
to work cooperatively with the Demo-
cratic Members to develop this legisla-
tion. We have had a lot of meetings, we
have met here on the floor, and we
have discussed it at times when he was
generous with his time. As chairman,
he has many things to do, but he has
given us the time we asked for. We
have a good chairman, and I am thank-
ful for him.

I am proud we were able to work on
this legislation with minimal debate
over the fundamental objections and
objectives. As a result, we produced a
bill that is a win-win for teachers, it is
a win-win for students, and the indus-
tries that rely on math, science and
technological expertise, it is a win-win
for them.

Mr. Speaker, I commend this meas-
ure to my colleagues and ask for their
support for its passage by the House.

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

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
4 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH), the
chairman of the Subcommittee on Re-
search. He has had such an integral
part to play in the development of this
very significant legislation.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. First of all,
Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
chairman and certainly the gentleman
from Texas, the ranking member on
our subcommittee. It is a goal in the
Committee on Science to work to-
gether, and I think that kind of an ef-
fort is good, because it moves us ahead
to get some of this legislation passed
and to the president.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
1858. It is a bill that was favorably re-
ported out of the Committee on
Science Subcommittee on Research
last month and a couple weeks later
passed out of the full committee.

In opening that markup, I noted that
the bill addresses an issue that is at
the heart of our national security and
our national prosperity. The math and
science education we provide our kids
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is so important. We are in the midst of
a technological revolution that has
driven our economy, improved our pro-
ductivity and helped us live longer and
healthier lives. But it is a revolution
fueled, in large part, by our investment
and our past investment in research
and development. But this research and
development is, in turn, dependent on
how we inspire our kids to take up
math and science education and the
quality of education and teachers. We
furnish that inspiration by giving them
a quality education in math and
science. This bill takes important steps
to manage that investment.

I am also pleased, as I mentioned,
that the bill before us today represents
the work and input from many mem-
bers, from the Democrats and Repub-
licans of the Subcommittee on Re-
search and the full Committee on
Science. Certainly the gentleman from
New York (Mr. BOEHLERT), in moving
this bill ahead, I thank him for his
willingness to include provisions im-
portant to me and other members of
the subcommittee in this particular
bill, particularly for his inclusion of
language establishing the Centers on
Research on Learning and Education
and Education Research Teacher Fel-
lowships that originally appeared in
my education research legislation, H.R.
2050.

These provisions address the need to
bridge the gap between the basic re-
search on how our children learn and
actual classroom practice, a gap we
have explored in several hearings be-
fore this subcommittee. I would like to
tell my colleagues that witnesses at
those hearings testified that the fire
that started in these kids to make
them sometimes not afraid of math and
science, but, more importantly, to
make them pursue that math and
science education, is so important. You
can have great teachers, but if the kids
are not interested in math and science
and do not take it up, it does not hap-
pen.

Here is an interesting result of the
questions that I asked our witnesses. 1
said if education is more the lighting of
a fire than filling of a container, when
is that fire lit for math and science?
Two of the witnesses said probably be-
tween Kkindergarten and the third
grade. If those kids do not get a little
bit of that fire, that lighting up of in-
terest between kindergarten and third
grade, then they are probably not
going to pursue math and science.

But it is important, the work that
this committee has done. I would also
mention the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. EHLERS) has been a catalist for
legislation helping assure quality
teachers that will ultimately make a
big difference whether those kids have
a good math and science education.

You know, as First Lady Laura Bush
said last week at a speech at the start
of a 2-day summit of leading education
researchers, ‘“The topic of our children
rises above partisan politics and turf
battle. Teachers, especially pre-kinder-
garten and early education teachers,
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need to have the latest information on
the science of learning in order to
teach effectively.”

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to offer my
support to this bill today, and once
again thank the gentleman from Texas
(Chairman BOEHLERT) and the ranking
member, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HALL), as well as the ranking
member of the Subcommittee on Re-
search, the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON), for all of
their efforts.

My suggestion today is that with the
technology that is evolving, every stu-
dent in every class regardless of the ca-
reer they pursue, needs to take a little
more math and science. A basic in
math and sciences will be instrumental
in their ability to communicate, to
produce and in their ability to achieve
success in the developing new world of
technology.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WOOLSEY), who is
an integral part of this legislation and
a Member who pursued it and has
worked well with the opposition and
me as the ranking member.

(Ms. WOOLSEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 1858, the National
Mathematics and Science Partnerships
Act. I would like to commend the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. BOEH-
LERT), the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HALL), the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. SMITH), and the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) for
their very successful effort to bring
this bill together in a true bipartisan
manner. That is what makes serving on
the Committee on Science such a joy. I
thank you both very much.

This bill is a clear blueprint to fur-
ther science, math, and technology
education in our country. As a member
of both the House Committee on Edu-
cation and Workforce and Committee
on Science, I am very aware of the
challenges that our students and
schools face in educating for a highly
technical workforce. We know that
having a well-educated workforce in
the math and science fields is a major
priority of employers across this Na-
tion, especially in the high-tech arena.

Mr. Speaker, it is quite clear that the
United States will not have a tech-
nically competent workforce until fe-
males, the majority of our students,
study science, math, and engineering
or technology in the same numbers as
their male counterparts. That is why 1
am glad that we were able to work to-
gether on this committee to ensure
that this bill addresses the important
issue of girls and young women and
technology.

The science enrichment programs for
girls included in this bill, which is
based on a bill I authored, Go Girl,
H.R. 1536, will authorize NSF to fund
programs in elementary and secondary
schools that encourage the ongoing in-
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terests of girls in science, math, engi-
neering, and technology. The bill, H.R.
1858, will provide a way for girls to gain
both the practical advice and the vi-
sion they need to pursue undergraduate
and graduate studies or careers in
these technical fields.

It will help create a bold new work-
force of energized young women, mean-
ing that employers, public and private,
will be able to hire the workers they
need right here in America, because
the 50 percent of our population that
now is turning away from careers in
science, math, engineering, and tech-
nology will actually seek and receive
the education they need to fill those
jobs, jobs that pay a very good salary,
by the way.

This important provision is one of
the reasons I encourage my colleagues
on both sides of the aisle to join me in
supporting this bill.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
4 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA), who is an
educator and a lawmaker and a con-
summate professional in both pursuits.

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong support of this bill, H.R. 1858.

Mr. Speaker, I obviously want to
thank the gentleman from New York
(Mr. BOEHLERT), the chairman of the
Committee on Science for his commit-
ment, for his leadership, and for intro-
ducing this legislation and for bringing
it to the floor so expeditiously. Also I
want to thank the ranking member,
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL).
I want to thank the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. SMITH), who chairs the
appropriate subcommittee of the Com-
mittee on Science, and the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON), the ranking member. This is
a collaborative effort, and this is a
committee where people on both sides
of the aisle work together to help our
country, and in this case to help our
young people who are going to be our
future leaders.

Many challenges face us in our Na-
tion’s educational effort, particularly
in science and math. Despite the dedi-
cation and hard work of many com-
mitted individuals, our children con-
tinue to perform poorly on standard-
ized tests. Lackluster performances on
the most recent TIMSS, TIMSS-Re-
peated and NAEP tests, those are the
Third International Math and Science
Study, Third International Math and
Science Study Repeated, and the Na-
tional Assessment of Educational
Progress, these reports are a case in
point.

While there is a broad range of scores
throughout the Nation, even our
strongest districts lag behind inter-
national averages. For example, while I
was very proud to learn that my dis-
trict, Montgomery County, Maryland,
soundly beat the national average in
both math and science, we still lagged
behind the Eastern and European
powerhouses. What is worse, data com-
paring the fourth, eighth, and twelfth
grades suggest that our students grow
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further behind the longer they are in
school. This situation is unacceptable.
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We need to recruit better teachers
and provide additional training to the
ones that we have. Teachers, like most
professionals, need opportunities for
development. Education is not a static
discipline, and our efforts and ap-
proaches need to be upgraded to take
into account our changing times.

We also need additional research on
how to take advantage of the tech-
nology revolution in the classroom.
This bill provides grants for the devel-
opment of current teachers, scholar-
ships for math and science majors who
go into teaching, and research dollars
for innovative methods. These incen-
tives are desperately needed.

In addition, we need to provide op-
portunities for traditionally under-rep-
resented groups such as women, mi-
norities, and persons with disabilities
so that they can excel in math and
science-related fields. The Bureau of
Labor Statistics tells us that careers in
science, engineering and technology
are still booming and, over the next
few years, we will need to fill over 5
million new jobs in high-tech specialty
occupations. To meet this demand, we
will need participation from all sectors
of our work force.

The Commission that was established
by my legislation on the advancement
of women minorities in science, engi-
neering and technology found that
these groups greatly askew technical
occupations. They are severely under-
represented in scientific disciplines,
and while they represent the fastest
growing segment of the work force,
they are not going into technical ca-
reers at an appreciable rate. If we are
going to meet the future demand for a
highly skilled work force, we must find
ways to tap into these groups.

In particular, these outreach efforts
should include a consortium of commu-
nity colleges in their university-indus-
try partnerships. Community colleges
do not traditionally do well in com-
petition with 4-year institutions for es-
tablishing pilot programs and research
efforts. However, nearly 45 percent of
all U.S. undergraduates and a majority
of women minorities and persons with
disabilities attend these institutions
and they must be included in our ef-
forts if we are to reach out to those
under-represented groups. Provisions
for such a community college consor-
tium, which I introduced as an amend-
ment to H.R. 1858 and which was sup-
ported by the Committee on Science,
are included in the bill’s report lan-
guage. Our children deserve the best in
education, and this legislation offers a
common sense approach to improve
science and math education. It de-
serves our support.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 5 minutes to the gentlewoman
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from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON), the ranking member of the Sub-
committee on Research, who is respon-
sible for a lot of this bill, but she espe-
cially pushed the section of the bill
that promotes the Partnership for
Math and Science for Economically
Disadvantaged Schools.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to
add my support for the National Math-
ematics and Science Partnership Act.
This is significant legislation designed
to improve mathematics and science
education in elementary and secondary
schools throughout the Nation.

I congratulate the gentleman from
New York (Mr. BOEHLERT), the chair-
man of the Committee on Science, for
his efforts to develop the bill and for
his cooperative approach in working
with Members on both sides of the aisle
all during the process. I also want to
acknowledge the hard work of the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HALL), my
ranking member and colleague, who in-
troduced comprehensive science edu-
cation earlier this year. Many provi-
sions of his bill, Science Education for
the 21st Century Act, H.R. 1693, are in-
corporated in the bill before us today.

Over the past two Congresses, the
Committee on Science has conducted
an extensive series of hearings that
have examined all aspects of K-12
science and math education. I believe
that H.R. 1858, as reported from the
Committee on Science, is guided and
well-supported by the testimony that
we have received. It is now time to
move it forward toward final passage.

The Democratic members of the
Committee on Science have separately
developed several legislative proposals
on science and math education this
year. In addition, they have worked
with the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HALL), our ranking member, in devel-
oping H.R. 1693. I am pleased that
many of the programs and activities
set out in these bills are now part of
H.R. 1858.

I want to commend the bipartisan
process through which the legislation
has been developed. I believe we all ap-
proached this matter with an apprecia-
tion of the importance of finding cre-
ative and effective ways to address the
serious deficiencies that now exist in
K-12 science and math education. I be-
lieve we may all take pride in the leg-
islation that has emerged from this
collegial process.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1858 comprises a
range of proposals from Members on
both sides of the aisle on ways to im-
prove teacher training, to attract more
talented students to careers in science
and math, to encourage more students
to go into education, and to develop
more effective educational materials
and teaching practices to improve stu-
dent learning. It also authorizes new
research programs to improve the sci-
entific base for teaching techniques
and education materials, as well as to
determine the effectiveness of new edu-
cational approaches of improving stu-
dent performance.
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I am particularly pleased that the
bill incorporates the Math and Science
Proficiency Partnership Act, H.R. 1660,
which I introduced this year. This is
similar to bills that I have introduced
in the past two Congresses.

My legislation is a targeted measure.
It seeks to bring schools with large
populations of economically disadvan-
taged students together in partnership
with businesses to improve math and
science education and to recruit and
support students in undergraduate edu-
cation and science and technology
fields.

The components of the partnerships
will include support from the National
Science Foundation to the schools for
teacher training, education materials,
and equipment. Industry will provide
support for college scholarships for
promising students, job site mentoring
and internship programs, and dona-
tions of computer software and hard-
ware. The overall effect of the partner-
ships will be to encourage and support
promising students from under-rep-
resented groups in pursuing careers in
science and engineering.

Mr. Speaker, again, I want to com-
mend the gentleman from New York
(Mr. BOEHLERT) for his willingness to
work cooperatively with the Demo-
cratic Members in developing H.R. 1858,
and I would ask favorable consider-
ation. I also want to thank the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH), the
chairman of the Subcommittee on Re-
search, for his contributions, and the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
EHLERS).

Mr. Speaker, I support strongly the
passage of this bill.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. Ehlers), a
distinguished scientist, distinguished
educator and a distinguished law-
maker.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time.

I will be brief, because I have a simi-
lar bill coming up shortly, and I will
amplify my comments at that time.

This is an excellent bill. I strongly
urge the House to pass this bill and to
work diligently with the Senate to
make certain that we get these pro-
grams passed into law.

One of the most important aspects of
this bill is that it establishes a com-
petitive merit-based grant program of
partnerships between universities and
school districts, and they are encour-
aged to include businesses as well, to
improve K-12 math and science edu-
cation. This is the centerpiece of the
bill; it is something that the President
recommended early on when he took
office, and I am very pleased to see this
take place.

In addition to that aspect, the bill
will enable K-12 math and science
teachers to participate in math,
science, or engineering research at uni-
versities or government or industry
labs. That can be a life-changing expe-
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rience for a high school teacher, or
even an elementary school teacher, to
spend time working in a well-known
lab with a well-known scientist and
doing science at the edge of the enve-
lope.

Third, this bill establishes a competi-
tive merit-based grant program to set
up four university research centers on
teaching and learning. This again is
ground-breaking work and something
that is similar to a recommendation of
the Glenn Commission last year. We
have to develop better research in
teaching science and mathematics as
well as other subjects. Reid Lyon at
the National Institutes of Health has
done ground-breaking research in this,
but there is much more to be done and
we must involve the universities as
well. This provision will go far in that
direction.

Finally, this bill establishes a pro-
gram to award scholarships to top
math and science majors in their jun-
ior and senior years of college with a
requirement that they must teach 2
years for each year they receive a
scholarship. This is a stroke of genius,
because we badly need new, good
science and math teachers, and this is
one method which will provide some of
the world’s best.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support this
bill, and I encourage the House to
adopt it. It is an excellent bill.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Just let me close by acknowledging
how this all came about. Well-inten-
tioned people, Republicans and Demo-
crats alike, guided by that dedicated
cadre of staff people who worked tire-
lessly behind the scenes to make it all
possible; they crossed committee juris-
dictions with the administration and
the Congress, even consulting with our
friends and colleagues in the other
body. Sharon Hayes and Jim Wilson de-
serve special commendation for their
endless hours of very hard and very
productive work. To the parents and
the students and teachers and business
people in America I say, we are here to
help.

Mr. Speaker, this is a good bill, and
I urge its adoption.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of
H.R. 1858, the National Mathematics and
Science Partnerships Act and H.R. 100, the
National Science Education Act.

As a scientist and former teacher, I know
that success in this information age depends
not just on how well we educate our children,
but on how well we educate them in math and
science specifically.

Yet, one of the most difficult challenges we
face today is getting well-trained and qualified
science and math teachers in every class-
room.

We need to recruit better teachers and pro-
vide additional training to the ones we have.
Teachers, like most professionals, need op-
portunities for continuous development. Edu-
cation is not static. Our needs and the require-
ments of our teachers are constantly changing
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as we gain a better understanding of how our
children learn and as we gain new tech-
nologies. Just think of how computers have
changed the way we teach and learn.

Our methodologies must change as well.

| was fortunate enough to serve on the
Glenn Commission, which sought ways to im-
prove the teaching of math and science. One
of the major recommendations that came out
of our report, Before It's Too Late, was to pro-
vide for an ongoing system of professional de-
velopment of our teachers. | am pleased to
see that these bills will provide grants to im-
prove the professional development of our cur-
rent teachers.

Just as the Glenn Commission rec-
ommended, H.R. 1858 also addresses ways
to recruit new and talented teachers into the
field by providing scholarships for math and
science majors who go into teaching, funds to
provide master teachers, and other initiatives
to improve the quality of our math and science
instructors.

| am also pleased to see that H.R. 1858
provides opportunities for traditionally under-
represented groups to excel in math and
science related fields. According to a report by
the Congressional Commission on the ad-
vancement of Women and Minorities in
Science, Engineering, and Technology Devel-
opment, women, minorities, and persons with
disabilities still eschew technical occupations.
They are severely underrepresented in sci-
entific disciplines and while they represent the
fastest growing segment of the workforce, they
are not going into technical careers at an ap-
preciable rate. If we are to meet the future de-
mand for a highly skilled workforce, we must
find ways to tap into these groups.

This bill would also address this important
issue. It contains programs and language spe-
cifically geared towards the recruitment and
retention of qualified individuals from these
underrepresented groups.

Yet we need to do more. If we are going to
improve the recruitment and retention of our
teachers, it is important we hear from the peo-
ple this affects most—our teachers.

| am concerned that this bill does not do
enough to include the participation of teach-
ers. Rather than giving sole authority to the
Director of NSF, to ensure teachers’ voices
are heard, it is important that the director work
in collaboration with teachers.

| hope as this bill continues to move through
Congress, we can incorporate language that
will ensure our teachers’ voices are heard.

Nevertheless, | support the goals of this bill
and | urge my colleagues to support it.

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of H.R. 1858-legislation to im-
prove America’s standing in mathematics,
science and technology education and instruc-
tion.

A solid academic foundation in math and
science education is crucial for success in the
21st Century. This bill includes a major initia-
tive to enhance science education through the
National Science Foundation. H.R. 1858 au-
thorizes $200 million for the National Science
Foundation (NSF) to establish partnerships
between institutions of learning and local or
state school systems to improve instruction
and learning of elementary and secondary
school science.

As the former Superintendent of Schools in
my home state of North Carolina, | have
worked for many years to improve science
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and math education in our schools. This bill
also includes the measure that | proposed for
the better preparation of K-12 teachers in
science. We need better math and science in-
struction in our K-12 classrooms. This bill will
help ensure that improving math and science
education remains an important national pri-
ority. Quality instruction is the key to helping
students learn in these critical fields. This ac-
tion will make a real difference for our children
and will put America on the road towards a
higher standing in the world in math and
science.

There is growing recognition that the suc-
cess of nearly any effort to improve the aca-
demic performance of America’s students de-
pends critically on their teachers’ mastery of
subject matter and their ability to teach it. The
way to lift student achievement is to ensure
that we have a qualified teacher in every
classroom. Therefore, if America is to improve
its public schools, initiatives to improve
science instruction and learning must become
the first priority of education reform. | am
pleased this bill takes several steps in that di-
rection.

| urge adoption of this bill, and | hope the
President will sign it into law as soon as it
reaches his desk.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, | rise
in strong support of H.R. 1858, the National
Mathematics and Science Partnerships Act.

| would like to thank Science Committee
Chairman BOEHLERT for working with me and
my colleagues on the committee to craft this
important bipartisan legislation.

| want to express particular support for Title
IV in this bill. Title IV sets up the Robert
Noyce Scholarship program, which would pro-
vide scholarships and programming designed
to recruit and train mathematics and science
teachers. | introduced a similar bill earlier this
year, provisions of which have been incor-
porated into Title IV.

My bill, the Science Teachers Scholarships
for Scientists and Engineers Act, provided for
scholarships to students or professionals who
have a degree in science or engineering to
enable them to take the courses they need to
become certified as science or math teachers.

From a series of Science Committee hear-
ings last year about the state of science and
math education, and from talking to constitu-
ents, students, and educators at home, it has
become clear to me that we need to improve
science and math education in this country.

In particular, I've come to understand that
poor student performance in science and math
has much to do with the fact that teachers
often have little or no training in the disciplines
they are teaching. While the importance of
teacher expertise in determining student
achievement is widely acknowledged, it is also
the case that significant numbers of K-12 stu-
dents are being taught science and math by
unqualified teachers.

So I'm pleased that this bill would begin to
address the shortage of qualified science and
math teachers by providing an incentive for in-
dividuals with the content knowledge to try
teaching as a career.

Mr. Speaker, to keep economic growth
strong in the long-term, we need continued in-
novation. But innovation doesn’t happen by
itself—it requires a steady flow of scientists
and engineers. That's why this legislation is so
important. H.R. 1858 will help ensure we are
prepared for the demands and challenges of
the economy of this new century.
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Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MIL-
LER of Florida). The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
New York (Mr. BOEHLERT) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 1858, 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.

——————

NATIONAL SCIENCE EDUCATION
ACT

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 100) to establish and expand pro-
grams relating to science, mathe-
matics, engineering, and technology
education, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 100

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 ‘‘National
Science Education Act”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) As concluded in the report of the Com-
mittee on Science of the House of Represent-
atives, ‘“‘Unlocking Our Future Toward a
New National Science Policy’’, the United
States must maintain and improve its pre-
eminent position in science and technology
in order to advance human understanding of
the universe and all it contains, and to im-
prove the lives, health, and freedoms of all
people.

(2) It is estimated that more than half of
the economic growth of the United States
today results directly from research and de-
velopment in science and technology. The
most fundamental research is responsible for
investigating our perceived universe, to ex-
tend our observations to the outer limits of
what our minds and methods can achieve,
and to seek answers to questions that have
never been asked before. Applied research
continues the process by applying the an-
swers from basic science to the problems
faced by individuals, organizations, and gov-
ernments in the everyday activities that
make our lives more livable. The scientific-
technological sector of our economy, which
has driven our recent economic boom and led
the United States to the longest period of
prosperity in history, is fueled by the work
and discoveries of the scientific community.

(3) The effectiveness of the United States
in maintaining this economic growth will be
largely determined by the intellectual cap-
ital of the United States. Education is crit-
ical to developing this resource.

(4) The education program of the United
States needs to provide for 3 different kinds
of intellectual capital. First, it needs sci-
entists, mathematicians, and engineers to
continue the research and development that
are central to the economic growth of the
United States. Second, it needs techno-
logically proficient workers who are com-
fortable and capable dealing with the de-
mands of a science-based, high-technology
workplace. Last, it needs scientifically lit-
erate voters and consumers to make intel-
ligent decisions about public policy.
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(5) Student performance on the recent
Third International Mathematics and
Science Study highlights the shortcomings
of current K-12 science and mathematics
education in the United States, particularly
when compared to other countries. We must
expect more from our Nation’s educators and
students if we are to build on the accom-
plishments of previous generations. New
methods of teaching science, mathematics,
engineering, and technology are required, as
well as better curricula and improved train-
ing of teachers.

(6) Science is more than a collection of
facts, theories, and results. It is a process of
inquiry built upon observations and data
that leads to a way of knowing and explain-
ing in logically derived concepts and theo-
ries. Mathematics is more than procedures
to be memorized. It is a field that requires
reasoning, understanding, and making con-
nections in order to solve problems. Engi-
neering is more than just designing and
building. It is the process of making com-
promises to optimize design and assessing
risks so that designs and products best solve
a given problem. Technology is more than
using computer applications, the Internet,
and programming. Technology is the innova-
tion, change, or modification of the natural
environment, based on scientific, mathe-
matical, and engineering principles.

(7) Students should learn science primarily
by doing science. Science education ought to
reflect the scientific process and be object-
oriented, experiment-centered, and concept-
based. Students should learn mathematics
with understanding that numeric systems
have intrinsic properties that can represent
objects and systems in real life, and can be
applied in solving problems. Engineering
education should reflect the realities of real
world design, and should involve hands-on
projects and require students to make trade-
offs based upon evidence. Students should
learn technology as both a tool to solve
other problems and as a process by which
people adapt the natural world to suit their
own purposes. Computers represent a par-
ticularly useful form of technology, enabling
students and teachers to acquire data, model
systems, visualize phenomena, communicate
and organize information, and collaborate
with others in powerful new ways. A back-
ground in the basics of information tech-
nology is essential for success in the modern
workplace and the modern world.

(8) Children are naturally curious and in-
quisitive. To successfully tap into these in-
nate qualities, education in science, mathe-
matics, engineering, and technology must
begin at an early age and continue through-
out the entire school experience.

(9) Teachers provide the essential connec-
tion between students and the content they
are learning. Prospective teachers need to be
identified and recruited by presenting to
them a career that is respected by their
peers, is financially and intellectually re-
warding, contains sufficient opportunities
for advancement, and has continuing access
to professional development.

(10) Teachers need to have incentives to re-
main in the classroom and improve their
practice, and training of teachers is essential
if the results are to be good. Teachers need
to be knowledgeable of their content area, of
their curriculum, of up-to-date research in
teaching and learning, and of techniques
that can be used to connect that information
to their students in their classroom.

SEC. 3. DUPLICATION OF PROGRAMS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Na-
tional Science Foundation shall review the
education programs of the National Science
Foundation that are in operation as of the
date of enactment of this Act to determine
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whether any of such programs duplicate the
programs authorized in this Act.

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—(1) As programs au-
thorized in this Act are implemented, the Di-
rector shall terminate any existing duplica-
tive program or merge the duplicative pro-
gram into a program authorized in this Act.

(2) The Director shall not establish any
new program that duplicates a program that
has been implemented pursuant to this Act.

(¢c) REPORT.—(1) The Director of the Office
of Science and Technology Policy shall re-
view the education programs of the National
Science Foundation to ensure compliance
with the provisions of this section.

(2) Not later than one year after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Director of
the Office of Science and Technology Policy
shall complete a report on the review carried
out under this subsection and shall submit
the report to the Committee on Science, the
Committee on Education and the Workforce,
and the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives.

(3) Beginning one year after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Director of the Of-
fice of Science and Technology Policy, shall,
as part of the annual budget submission to
Congress, submit an updated version of the
report required by paragraph (2).

SEC. 4. MASTER TEACHER GRANT PROGRAM.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

(1) The term ‘‘sponsoring school’” means an
elementary or secondary school that em-
ploys a teacher who is participating in a pro-
gram funded in accordance with this section.

(2) The term ‘‘nonclassroom time’’ means
time during regular school hours that is not
utilized by a master teacher for instructing
elementary or secondary school children in
the classroom.

(3) The term ‘‘master teacher’” means a
mathematics or science teacher who works
to improve the instruction of mathematics
or science in kindergarten through 9th grade
through—

(A) participating in the development or re-
vision of science, mathematics, engineering,
or technology curricula;

(B) serving as a mentor to mathematics or
science teachers at the sponsoring school or
other schools;

(C) coordinating and assisting teachers in
the use of hands-on inquiry materials, equip-
ment, and supplies, and when appropriate,
supervising acquisition and repair of such
materials;

(D) providing in-classroom teaching assist-
ance to mathematics or science teachers;
and

(E) providing professional development, in-
cluding for the purposes of training other
master teachers, to mathematics and science
teachers.

(4) The term ‘‘mathematics or science
teacher” means a teacher of mathematics,
science, engineering, or technology in an ele-
mentary or secondary school.

(b) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—(1) The Direc-
tor of the National Science Foundation shall
establish a program to award competitive,
merit-reviewed grants to institutions of
higher education (or consortia thereof) to
train master teachers and assist elementary
and secondary schools to design and imple-
ment master teacher programs.

(2) Institutions of higher education receiv-
ing grants under this section shall offer pro-
grams to train master teachers. As part of
such programs, a grantee shall—

(A) recruit and select teachers to receive
training;

(B) ensure that training covers both con-
tent and pedagogy;

(C) ensure that participating teachers have
mentors; and

(D) assist participating teachers with the
development and implementation of master
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teacher their sponsoring
schools.

(3) Grants awarded under this section may
be used to—

(A) develop and implement professional de-
velopment programs to train elementary or
secondary school teachers to become master
teachers and to train existing master teach-
ers;

(B) provide stipends and reimbursement for
travel to allow teachers to participate in
professional development programs in the
summer and throughout the year;

(C) provide guidance to sponsoring schools
to enable them to develop and implement a
plan for the use of master teachers;

(D) support participating teachers during
the summer in research programs conducted
at institutions of higher education, private
entities, or government facilities;

(E) provide educational materials and
equipment to master teachers;

(F) provide computer equipment and net-
work connectivity necessary to enable mas-
ter teachers to collaborate with other mas-
ter teachers, to access educational materials
available online, and to communicate with
scientists or other mentors at remote loca-
tions; and

(G) fund any other activities the Director
determines will accomplish the goals of this
section.

(c) SELECTION PROCESS.—(1) An institution
of higher education seeking funding under
this section shall submit an application at
such time, in such manner, and containing
such information as the Director may re-
quire. The application shall include, at a
minimum—

(A) a description of which classroom sub-
jects and grade levels the training will ad-
dress;

(B) a description of the activities to be car-
ried out, including—

(i) how such activities will be aligned with
State and local standards and with other ac-
tivities that promote student achievement in
mathematics and science; and

(ii) how such activities will be based on a
review of relevant research and why such ac-
tivities are expected to strengthen the qual-
ity of mathematics and science instruction;

(C) a description of how the applicant will
ensure the active participation of its mathe-
matics, science, or engineering departments
in the development and implementation of
the program;

(D) an explanation of how the program will
ensure that teachers are given instruction in
both content and pedagogy:;

(E) a description of how the applicant will
recruit teachers to participate in the pro-
gram and the criteria that will be used to se-
lect the participants;

(F) a description of the type and amount of
any financial assistance that will be pro-
vided to teachers to enable them to partici-
pate; and

(G) a description of how the applicant will
work with schools to ensure the success of
the participating teachers.

(2) In evaluating the applications sub-
mitted under this subsection, the Director
shall consider, at a minimum—

(A) the ability of the applicant to effec-
tively carry out the proposed program;

(B) the experience the applicant has in de-
veloping and implementing high-quality pro-
fessional development programs for mathe-
matics or science teachers; and

(C) the extent to which the applicant is
committed to making the program a central
organizational focus.

(3) In evaluating the applications sub-
mitted under this subsection, the Director
shall give priority to those applications that
demonstrate the greatest participation of

programs at
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mathematics, science, or engineering depart-
ments.

(d) TEACHER ELIGIBILITY.—(1) To be eligible
to participate in a program funded under
this section, a mathematics or science teach-
er shall submit to the Director, at such time
and in such manner as the Director may re-
quire, an assurance executed by the spon-
soring school, that, after completing the pro-
gram funded by this section, the partici-
pating teacher will be provided sufficient
non-classroom time to serve as a master
teacher. A copy of this assurance must be
submitted to the institution of higher edu-
cation as part of the teacher’s application to
participate in the master teacher program.

(2) No funds authorized by this section may
be used to train any teacher who has not
complied with paragraph (1).

(e) ACCOUNTABILITY AND DISSEMINATION.—
(1) The Director shall evaluate the activities
carried out under this section. At a min-
imum such evaluations shall use a common
set of benchmarks and assessment tools to
identify best practices and materials devel-
oped and demonstrated with funds provided
under this section.

(2) The results of the evaluations required
under this subsection shall be made avail-
able to the public, including through the Na-
tional Science, Mathematics, Engineering,
and Technology Education Digital Library,
and shall be provided to the Committee on
Science of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions of the Senate.

(3) Materials developed under the program
established under this section that are dem-
onstrated to be effective shall be made avail-
able through the National Science, Mathe-
matics, Engineering, and Technology Edu-
cation Digital Library.—

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this section $50,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2002 through 2004.

SEC. 5. DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION ON RE-
QUIRED COURSE OF STUDY FOR CA-
REERS IN SCIENCE, MATHEMATICS,
ENGINEERING, AND TECHNOLOGY
EDUCATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Na-
tional Science Foundation shall, jointly with
the Secretary of Education, compile and dis-
seminate information (including through
outreach, school counselor education, and
visiting speakers) regarding—

(1) typical standard prerequisites for mid-
dle school and high school students who seek
to enter a course of study at an institution
of higher education in science, mathematics,
engineering, or technology education for
purposes of teaching in an elementary or sec-
ondary school; and

(2) the licensing requirements in each
State for science, mathematics, engineering,
or technology elementary or secondary
school teachers.

(b) LocAL CONTROL.—Nothing in this sec-
tion shall be construed to authorize an offi-
cer or employee of the Federal Government
to direct, review, or control the instruc-
tional content, curriculum, or related activi-
ties of a State or local educational agency or
a school.

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this section $5,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2002 through 2004.

SEC. 6. REQUIREMENT TO CONDUCT STUDY
EVALUATION.

(a) STUDY REQUIRED.—The Director of the
National Science Foundation shall enter into
an agreement with the National Academies
of Sciences and Engineering under which the
Academies shall review existing studies on
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the effectiveness of technology in the class-
room on learning and student performance,
using various measures of learning and
teaching outcome including standardized
tests of student achievement, and explore
the feasibility of one or more methodological
frameworks to be used in evaluations of
technologies that have different purposes
and are used by schools and school systems
with diverse educational goals. The study
evaluation shall include, to the extent avail-
able, information on the type of technology
used in each classroom, the reason that such
technology works, and the teacher training
that is conducted in conjunction with the
technology.

(b) DEADLINE FOR COMPLETION.—The study
evaluation required by subsection (a) shall
be completed not later than one year after
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(c) DEFINITION OF TECHNOLOGY.—In this
section, the term ‘‘technology’ has the
meaning given that term in section 3113(11)
of the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 6813(11)).

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation for the pur-
pose of conducting the study evaluation re-
quired by subsection (a), $600,000.

SEC. 7. SCIENCE, MATHEMATICS, ENGINEERING,
AND TECHNOLOGY BUSINESS EDU-
CATION CONFERENCE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Director of the National Science Founda-
tion shall convene the first of an annual 3- to
5-day conference for kindergarten through
12th grade science, mathematics, engineer-
ing, and technology education stakeholders,
including—

(1) representatives from Federal, State,
and local governments, private industries,
private businesses, and professional organi-
zations;

(2) educators;

(3) science, mathematics, engineering, and
technology educational resource providers;

(4) students; and

(5) any other stakeholders the Director de-
termines would provide useful participation
in the conference.

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the con-
ference convened under subsection (a) shall
be to—

(1) identify and gather information on ex-
isting science, mathematics, engineering,
and technology education programs and re-
source providers, including information on
distribution, partners, cost assessment, and
derivation;

(2) determine the extent of any existing co-
ordination between providers of curricular
activities, initiatives, and units; and

(3) identify the common goals and dif-
ferences among the participants at the con-
ference.

(c) REPORT AND PUBLICATION.—At the con-
clusion of the conference the Director shall—

(1) transmit to the Committee on Science
of the House of Representatives and to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation of the Senate a report on the
outcome and conclusions of the conference,
including an inventory of curricular activi-
ties, initiatives, and units, the content of the
conference, and strategies developed that
will support partnerships and leverage re-
sources; and

(2) ensure that a similar report is published
and distributed as widely as possible to
stakeholders in science, mathematics, engi-
neering, and technology education.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this section—

(1) $300,000 for fiscal year 2002; and
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(2) $200,000 for each of fiscal years 2003 and
2004.

SEC. 8. DISTANCE LEARNING GRANTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Na-
tional Science Foundation shall establish a
program to award competitive, merit-based
grants to institutions of higher education to
provide distance learning opportunities in
mathematics or science to elementary or
secondary school students.

(b) USE OF FUNDS.—Grants awarded under
this section shall be used by institutions of
higher education to establish programs
under which elementary or secondary school
students can participate in research activi-
ties in mathematics or science occurring at
the grantees’ institution via the Internet.

(c) SELECTION PROCESS.—(1) An institution
of higher education seeking funding under
this section shall submit an application at
such time, in such manner, and containing
such information as the Director may re-
quire. The application shall include, at a
minimum—

(A) a description of the research opportuni-
ties that will be offered;

(B) a description of how the applicant will
publicize these research opportunities to
schools and teachers;

(C) a description of how the applicant will
involve teachers of participating students in
the program;

(D) a description of how students will be
selected to participate;

(E) a description of how the institution of
higher education will ensure that the re-
search is enhancing the participants’ edu-
cation and will make it more likely that the
participants will continue their studies in
mathematics or science; and

(F') a description of how the funds will be
spent.

(2) In evaluating the applications sub-
mitted under this subsection, the Director
shall consider—

(A) the ability of the applicant to effec-
tively carry out the proposed program;

(B) the extent to which the proposed pro-
gram will enhance the participants’ edu-
cation and encourage them to continue the
study of mathematics or science; and

(C) the extent to which the proposed pro-
gram will provide opportunities that would
not otherwise be available to students.

(3) The Director shall ensure, to the extent
practicable, that the program established
under this section serves students in a wide
range of geographic areas and in rural, sub-
urban, and urban schools.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this section $5,000,000 for each of the fis-
cal years 2002 through 2004.

SEC. 9. COORDINATION.

In carrying out the activities authorized
by this Act, the Director of the National
Science Foundation shall consult and coordi-
nate with the Secretary of Education to en-
sure close cooperation with programs au-
thorized under the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 (Public Law 89—
10).

SEC. 10. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) The term ‘‘elementary school’” has the
meaning given that term by section 14101(14)
of the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 8801(14)).

(2) The term ‘‘secondary school” has the
meaning given that term by section 14101(26)
of the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 8801(26)).

(3) The term ‘‘institution of higher edu-
cation’ has the meaning given that term by
section 101 of the Higher Education Act of
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001).
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HALL) each
will control 20 minutes.

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

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and insert extraneous material
into the RECORD on H.R. 100, as amend-
ed.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, first I want to thank
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
BOEHLERT), the chairman of the com-
mittee, and the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HALL), the ranking member, and
all of the members of the Committee
on Science for their bipartisan support
of H.R. 100, the National Science Edu-
cation Act. I am pleased that the bill
passed unanimously in committee; I
am also pleased that the bill is under
consideration today.

The gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
SMITH) in his earlier comments men-
tioned the importance of good math
and science education for national se-
curity and prosperity. Let me under-
score those comments of the gentleman
from Michigan, the chairman of the
Subcommittee on Research. First, as
to the importance to the economy: dur-
ing the past decade we had some stun-
ning economic growth and, although
many people have taken credit for it,
Alan Greenspan correctly pointed out
that the real credit goes to those sci-
entists and engineers who developed all
of the different ideas and inventions
which came to fruition in the past dec-
ade. The majority of the growth of our
economy in the past 10 years came
from developments in science and tech-
nology, not from political action.

We must recognize the continued im-
portance of science and technology to
our economy and the future. We must
also recognize, as the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. SMITH) pointed out, the
importance to national security. In the
war in the Balkans in which our Air
Force and our other fighting arms
dealt with the Serbian actions in
Kosovo, we managed to win the battle
without losing a single American sol-
dier, sailor or airman because of devel-
opments in science and technology.
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Laser-guided bomb technology did
not just drop into our laps. It was de-
veloped through a lot of hard work by
scientists and engineers; and if we
want to maintain our strength as a Na-
tion in national security, we must con-
tinue with good science and math edu-
cation so that we will have scientists
and engineers for the future strength
and security of America.
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There are three main reasons why it
is very important for us to have good
science and math education, particu-
larly in K through 12. It serves three
main purposes.

First we need it to prepare future sci-
entists and engineers for further study
in college and graduate school. We do
well in that right now, better than any
other nation; but there is still room for
improvement. We are simply not pro-
ducing enough good scientists and en-
gineers.

Furthermore, good K through 12
math and science education provides
all future workers the basic technical
skills they will need for the 21st cen-
tury workforce, where nearly every job
will have a technical component. Gone
are the days when one can ignore math
and science in high school and still get
a good job. In the future, the good jobs
will require people to know the basic
ideas of math and science.

The third main purpose of K-12
science education is to provide sci-
entific and technical understanding so
that citizens may make informed deci-
sions as both consumers and voters.

Mr. Speaker, there is a problem in
our Nation. The Third International
Mathematics and Science Study point-
ed out that, compared to other devel-
oped nations, we are dead last in high
school physics, we are close to the bot-
tom in high school mathematics, and
we are second from the bottom out of
all developed nations in math and
science education overall in our high
schools.

In addition to that, the National
Science Policy Study, which I devel-
oped several years ago now and which
led to the emphasis on this subject,
pointed out the vital need to strength-
en our Nation’s science and mathe-
matics education.

The Committee on Science held nu-
merous hearings which served to fur-
ther examine these problems and de-
velop solutions. We have held many
hearings during the past 3 years. These
hearings have reinforced the earlier
findings and have helped us to develop
solutions that will bring needed im-
provements to our K through 12 math
and science classes.

A key to all of this, as we soon found
out, and as one could intuitively de-
duce, is that we must have a knowl-
edgeable and well-prepared teacher in
every classroom. While there are many
factors that impact student achieve-
ment, there is no substitute for a
knowledgeable and well-prepared
teacher.

Research has shown that an inquiry-
based, hands-on science curriculum,
which is also concept based, is a vital
component of high-quality science edu-
cation. However, elementary and mid-
dle school teachers often lack the time,
expertise, and school resources to im-
plement such curricula.

This bill authorizes a grant program
for institutions of higher education to
train master teachers to have strong
backgrounds in math and science so
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they can provide professional develop-
ment, in-classroom assistance, and
oversight of hands-on science materials
to K-9 science, math, and engineering
technology teachers. This is the type of
support our teachers deserve and
should be receiving.

During my 30 years of working in
higher education and also working in
elementary and secondary classrooms
on math-science education, I found
that the single greatest determinant of
success for a math or science program
in a school was having a well-trained
go-to person in that school, where the
teachers could go for help if equipment
broke or if they did not understand a
concept. They could go there and im-
mediately get help.

That is what this program will cre-
ate, master teachers who will thus
serve, and it provides for the training
of those master teachers.

This bill also creates a program for
higher education institutions to pro-
vide distance learning opportunities for
elementary and secondary students.
Distance learning invites exciting pos-
sibilities for student learning, particu-
larly for student scientific research.
Our Nation’s teachers and students will
be one step closer to receiving this
training experience when this bill
passes.

Again, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from New York (Chairman
BOEHLERT); the gentleman from Ohio
(Chairman BOEHNER) of the Committee
on Education and the Workforce; the
leadership of the House, and of course
the ranking member, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. HALL). They have all
worked together to produce a good bill,
and I am pleased to bring this bill to
the floor of the House today.

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

Mr. EHLERS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

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

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, this
bipartisan legislation is the result of
several years of hard work and perse-
verance on the part of my colleague,
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
EHLERS). It enjoys strong support from
both the business and the educational
communities; and the Committee on
Science approved this bill, as was men-
tioned, unanimously.

I want to thank our good friends on
the Committee on Education and the
WorkForce, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BOEHNER), and the ranking mem-
ber, the gentleman from California
(Mr. GEORGE MILLER), for their advice
and cooperation. We have worked to-
gether in an unparalleled spirit of close
cooperation throughout this process,
and they have made significant con-
tributions to the legislation.

Mr. Speaker, study after study has
confirmed that certified, well-trained
teachers who majored or minored in
their subject matter are one of the cen-
tral factors affecting student achieve-
ment. As a matter of fact, I maintain
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that the most important ingredient in
a child’s education, other than the
family, is the teacher, not so much a
new school or bricks and mortar or
fancy textbooks or all that. They are
all important, but the most important
ingredient outside the home is the
teacher, and this bill recognizes that.

I think it is the result of a lot of hard
work on the part of a lot of well-inten-
tioned people who have put their heads
together, put their talents together,
and have come up with something wor-
thy of our support.

Mr. Speaker, let me salute once
again the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. EHLERS) for his unparalleled lead-
ership in this effort.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

(Mr. HALL of Texas asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise in support of H.R. 100, the National
Science Education Act. It is a bill re-
ported by the Committee on Science;
and as we have spoken of the previous
bill, it is a bipartisan bill. It is com-
plementary to H.R. 1858, the Com-
mittee on Science’s comprehensive
science education legislation.

The principal provision of the bill ad-
dresses the important issue of training
and supporting the activities of highly
qualified science and math teachers,
so-called ‘“‘master teachers.”” The words
“master teachers’” will be heard sev-
eral times during this hearing; several
times, I am sure, as it goes to con-
ference; and several times when it is
presented to the President for his sig-
nature.

The master teacher provision is con-
sistent with the approach taken by the
master teacher language in H.R. 1693,
an education bill I introduced earlier
this year.

Over the past 3 years, the Committee
on Science has held a series of hearings
on how to improve K through 12
science and math education. A strong
message that has emerged from this se-
ries of hearings is that there is no sil-
ver bullet that will improve student
learning in these subjects.

But what is also clear is the critical
importance of having teachers who
have achieved mastery of their subject
matter and who have acquired the
teaching skills to effectively imple-
ment a hands-on standards-based cur-
riculum.

Master teachers are individuals who
have acquired these skills and who are
available in schools as mentors and re-
search resources for other science and
math teachers. By training a new gen-
eration of master teachers, a multi-
plying effect occurs that will lead to
improved science and math education
in entire schools, not just in a single
classroom.

Like other provisions in H.R. 100,
these provisions are consistent with
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education legislation that was ap-
proved in a bipartisan manner by the
Committee on Science last year. I want
to lay special emphasis on this, and
this may be the day of the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS), I do not
know; but I want to lay special empha-
sis on his contribution.

I want to congratulate these people,
all the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
EHLERS), including Professor EHLERS,
Dr. EHLERS and Chairman EHLERS, for
his willingness to work on this bill and
his willingness to work with the minor-
ity to perfect it.

He did not just work this year; he
was selected by the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Chairman SENSENBRENNER)
last year to carry out the thrust of the
ingredients of H.R. 100. The gentleman
from New York (Chairman BOEHLERT)
endorsed that recommendation, and we
are here today I think to see the fruits
of his labor.

I congratulate the gentleman. I con-
gratulate the gentleman from New
York (Chairman BOEHLERT), of course,
and others who have had a lot to do
with it. I ask my colleagues to support
passage of this legislation.

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

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA).

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding time
to me. I particularly thank him for
this piece of legislation, H.R. 100, and
for his commitment to science and
math education. His leadership and
dedication on that issue have been an
inspiration to those of us on the Com-
mittee on Science and for all of his col-
leagues in the House.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate this bill
coming before us in this timely fash-
ion. I appreciate the ranking member
of the Committee on Science, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HALL), and in-
deed, the chairman of the Committee
on Science, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. BOEHLERT), for the leader-
ship and the kind of climate that they
have introduced and that they have ex-
panded on that bipartisan committee.

Mr. Speaker, we know we have a
problem with math and science edu-
cation in this country. Our students
perform poorly compared with our
international counterparts, and the
gap appears to be widening. Most re-
cently, the Glenn Commission, named
for former Senator John Glenn, high-
lighted some of the reasons for our dif-
ficulties in its report, ‘‘Before It Is Too
late.”

I served on that commission, and we
noted that much of the problem lies
with inadequate preparation of teach-
ers, not with their dedication, and cer-
tainly not with their commitment.

To put it simply, when it comes to
teaching math and science, we ask
teachers the impossible: to teach a sub-
ject they were not trained to teach,
and to do it without any assistance.

Over half of high school students
take physical science from an out-of-
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field teacher. Over 20 percent of high
school math and science teachers lack
even a minor in their main teaching
field. Too many students take math
and science classes from instructors
with no formal training in these dif-
ficult and important subjects. Small
wonder they have difficulties with this
material.

It would be nice to change this situa-
tion. It would be nice if science and
math majors were in the classroom
teaching science and math. In fact, it
is imperative. We have a number of
proposals to increase the recruitment
of qualified instructors; but we need to
do something, and we need to do it
now. We cannot wait for the next gen-
eration of teachers to graduate; and
even with our best efforts, we will not
be able to graduate enough teachers
with technical backgrounds to meet
our short-term needs.

Our best alternative is to provide
some assistance to the ones that we
have. H.R. 100 provides that help. It
provides grants for the training of mas-
ter teachers in math and science who,
along with their instructional duties,
are commissioned to serve as a ref-
erence for embattled teachers. They
are experts to whom the less experi-
enced math and science instructors can
turn for curriculum advice, for tech-
nical assistance, and for other needs.
They are a vital link to the scientific
community for teachers with little for-
mal experience.

It would be best if every teacher had
some formal training in the subject he
or she taught. Ideally, a math and
science teacher would have completed
extensive coursework in the specific
disciplines they teach. But unfortu-
nately, all too often that is just not
the case.

Out-of-subject teachers are doing a
difficult, if not impossible, job. Their
hard work and dedication are com-
mendable, but good intentions are not
enough. They need support. They need
some help. It is about time they got it.
Give our teachers someone to turn to.
Pass H.R. 100. It will pay off 100 per-
cent.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON), the ranking member on the Sub-
committee on Research, who ushered
these Dbills through subcommittee,
through committee, the Committee on
Rules, and to the floor.

(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, I rise in support of
H.R. 100. T commend the gentleman
from New York (Mr. BOEHLERT), the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
EHLERS), and the ranking member for
bringing this legislation forward. It
works in concert with the bill we just
passed and brings attention to the very
important link, and that is to make
sure that very well-qualified teachers
are available. Students need this type
of expertise in a classroom.
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Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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I certainly appreciate all the expres-
sions of support for this bill. As my
colleagues may know, this bill and the
previous one are a product of a number
of years of work.

But let me reemphasize a few points.
For those who think that we are al-
ready doing a sufficiently good job on
K-12 math and science, I encourage a
visit to graduate schools in this Na-
tion. In virtually every graduate school
in science and engineering, we find
that over half of the students are from
other nations. Our students cannot
compete against students from other
nations in applying for admission to
graduate school.

If more evidence is needed, just look
at the actions of this Congress itself.
This year we have approved 200,000 H-
1B visas. Why? Because we do not have
enough scientists, engineers, techni-
cians, and mathematicians in this
country to do the work that we need
done to invent, develop, and produce
the products that we are making in
this country.

I could give other reasons why we
have problems here. Let us face it,
some of the problems are cultural.
That is why the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) introduced
her bill trying to encourage young girls
to go into science, technology, and en-
gineering because there is a culture in
this country that women cannot do
math or women cannot do science. It is
utter nonsense. We are throwing away
approximately 40 percent of our poten-
tial scientific, engineering, and mathe-
matics workforce with that cultural
attitude, that women are not good at
science or math or that minorities do
not care for science or math. That is
nonsense, because in other countries
they do; and they become scientists,
engineers, doctors, and mathemati-
cians. Women and minorities in this
country can do the same.

We have to work hard to change that
culture, and this bill will move us in
that direction.

Science is fun if it is understood.
Science is exciting when taught prop-
erly. And we have to make certain that
the students of America enjoy that ex-
perience and realize that science is fun.

But the cultural issue is still an im-
portant one. As a physicist I have often
had the experience when I met some-
one, before I came to the Congress, and
they would ask what I do. I would say
I am a physicist, and quite often I
would get the response, ‘“‘Oh, I could
never understand all those numbers
and symbols; I just could not get math
or science.” For a number of years, I
accepted that statement. But then I
began to think that was strange. What
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if T had asked them the question first,
what do you do, and they said, ‘“Well, I
am an English teacher,” and I said,
“Oh, I cannot understand all those let-
ters and words, and so I gave up read-
ing.”” That is socially unacceptable.
But by the same standard, it should
also be socially unacceptable to pub-
licly profess ignorance of science and
math.

Everyone is capable of learning some
science and math. Everyone should
learn it. I think it is extremely impor-
tant in today’s society that people not
only understand the writings of Shake-
speare and read them, but they should
also understand the third law of dy-
namics; not as a physicist does, I do
not expect that, but they should cer-
tainly understand what the three laws
of thermodynamics mean and why we
have an energy crisis today because we
have, as a public, failed to understand
the implications of the three laws of
thermodynamics. Concepts such as this
are important, and people should be
aware of them and understand the im-
plications of them.

These are all purposes of this bill and
also of the bill of the gentleman from
New York (Mr. BOEHLERT). I am hope-
ful that these bills will pass into law
and that together they will go far to
improve the competence of the sci-
entists, engineers, mathematicians,
and the lay people of this country so
that we will no longer have a shortage
of people to work in the technical, sci-
entific industries, that we will train
good teachers, and that we will have
schools and students that we can be
very proud of.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MIL-
LER of Florida). The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 100, 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.

———

PROVIDING FOR RETENTION OF
TRAVEL PROMOTIONAL ITEMS
FOR FEDERAL EMPLOYEES

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2456) to provide that Federal em-
ployees may retain for personal use
promotional items received as a result
of travel taken in the course of em-
ployment.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2456

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

SECTION 1. RETENTION OF TRAVEL PRO-
MOTIONAL ITEMS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5702 of title 5,
United States Code, is amended—
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(1) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (d);

(2) in subsection (d) (as redesignated by
paragraph (1)), by striking ¢This section
does” and inserting ‘‘Subsections (a) and (b)
do”’; and

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

‘‘(c) Promotional items (including frequent
flyer miles, upgrades, and access to carrier
clubs or facilities) an employee receives as a
result of using travel or transportation serv-
ices procured by the United States or accept-
ed pursuant to section 1353 of title 31 may be
retained by the employee for personal use if
such promotional items are obtained under
the same terms as those offered to the gen-
eral public and at no additional cost to the
Government.”’.

(b) REPEAL OF SUPERCEDED LAW.—Section
6008 of the Federal Acquisition Streamlining
Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-355; 5 U.S.C. 5702
note) is repealed.

(c) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made
by this Act shall apply with respect to pro-
motional items received before, on, or after
the date of the enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. TURNER) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 2456, the bill under con-
sideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, lately we have been
hearing many reports about the human
capital crisis affecting our civil serv-
ice. Many of our best Federal employ-
ees are leaving for the private sector,
with better pay and better benefits
that are available to them. In addition,
many talented individuals are choosing
jobs in the private sector over public
sector work for the same reasons.

While it is difficult for the Federal
Government to match salaries with the
private sector, it can at least dem-
onstrate to current