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into law expeditiously. | urge my colleagues to
support it.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of this legislation, introduced by Mr. RUSH,
which addresses a pressing need for nurses
at low income, inter-city hospitals.

When similar legislation was proposed last
Congress, | expressed my concerns that it did
not include adequate safeguards to protect
American workers. Fortunately, the legislation
was amended to specify that the relief was
only temporary and to allow us to move firmly
in the direction of developing a more perma-
nent solution to this problem that will utilize
nurses from the American work force instead
of continuing to rely on foreign labor. | sup-
ported the revised bill which passed the com-
mittee and the House last year, before we ran
out of time in the Senate.

The legislation being considered today is
nearly identical to the legislation the House
approved last Congress. It would allow up to
500 fully qualified foreign nurses to enter the
United States each year to work for three-year
periods at hospitals that have not been able to
hire enough nurses from the American work
force. Since we are facing a temporary short-
age of workers, the legislation sunsets in four
years.

The bill also provides for a determination to
be made on whether the hospitals are taking
reasonable steps to recruit and retain nurses
from the American work force. In addition, the
Department of Labor and the Department of
Health and Human Services would be required
to conduct a study to establish ways for these
hospitals to meet their staffing needs with
nurses from the American work force instead
of continuing to rely on foreign labor.

Finally, the legislation also includes a provi-
sion creating an abbreviated certification proc-
ess for foreign nurses who meet specified
qualification standards. This change is needed
to eliminate unnecessary and inappropriate
steps in the certification process for ensuring
the qualifications of these nurses to work in
the United States.

Mr. ROGAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleagues for their comments.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROGAN) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
441.

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.

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The Speaker pro tempore laid before
the House the following communica-
tion from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 21, 1999.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, I have the honor to transmit a sealed
envelope received from the White House on
May 21, 1999 at 5:30 p.m. and said to contain
a message from the President whereby he
submits draft legislation entitled, ‘“Edu-
cational Excellence for All Children Act of
1999.”

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
JEFF TRANDAHL.

———————

EDUCATIONAL EXCELLENCE FOR
ALL CHILDREN ACT OF 1999—
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT
OF THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 106-68)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on Education and the Workforce, the
Committee on Armed Services, and the
Committee on Banking and Financial
Services and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

I am pleased to transmit for your im-
mediate consideration the ‘“Edu-
cational Excellence for All Children
Act of 1999,” my Administration’s pro-
posal for reauthorization of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act
of 1965 (ESEA) and other elementary
and secondary education programs.

My proposal builds on the positive
trends achieved under current law. The
“Improving America’s Schools Act of
1994, which reauthorized the ESEA 5
years ago, and the ‘“Goals 2000: Educate
America Act’” gave States and school
districts a framework for integrating
Federal resources in support of State
and local reforms based on high aca-
demic standards. In response, 48 States,
the District of Columbia, and Puerto
Rico have adopted State-level stand-
ards. Recent results of the National As-
sessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP) show improved performance for
the economically disadvantaged and
other at-risk students who are the pri-
mary focus of ESEA programs. NAEP
reading scores for 9-year olds in high-
poverty schools have improved signifi-
cantly since 1992, while mathematics
achievement has also increased nation-
ally. Students in high-poverty schools
and the lowest-performing students—
the specific target populations for the
ESEA Title I program—have registered
gains in both reading and math
achievement.

I am encouraged by these positive
trends, but educational results for
many children remain far below what
they should be. My proposal to reau-
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thorize the ESEA is based on four
themes reflecting lessons from re-
search and the experience of imple-
menting the 1994 Act.

First, we would continue to focus on
high academic standards for all chil-
dren. The underlying purpose of every
program within the ESEA is to help all
children reach challenging State and
local academic standards. States have
largely completed the first stage of
standards-based reform by developing
content standards for all children. My
bill would support the next stage of re-
form by helping States, school dis-
tricts, schools, and teachers use these
standards to guide classroom instruc-
tion and assessment.

My proposal for reauthorizing Title I,
for example, would require States to
hold school districts and schools ac-
countable for student performance
against State standards, including
helping the lowest-performing students
continually to improve. The bill also
would continue to target Federal ele-
mentary and secondary education re-
sources on those students furthest
from meeting State and local stand-
ards, with a particular emphasis on
narrowing the gap in achievement be-
tween disadvantaged students and
their more affluent peers. In this re-
gard, my proposal would phase in equal
treatment of Puerto Rico in ESEA
funding formulas, so that poor children
in Puerto Rico are treated similarly to
those in the rest of the country for the
purpose of formula allocations.

Second, my proposal responds to re-
search showing that while qualified
teachers are critical to improving stu-
dent achievement, far too many teach-
ers are not prepared to teach to high
standards. Teacher quality is a par-
ticular problem in high-poverty
schools, and the problem is often exac-
erbated by the use of paraprofessionals
in instructional roles.

My bill addresses teacher quality by
holding States accountable for strong-
er enforcement of their own certifi-
cation and licensure requirements,
while at the same time providing sub-
stantial support for State and local
professional development efforts. The
Teaching to High Standards initiative
in Title IT would help move challenging
educational standards into every class-
room by providing teachers with sus-
tained and intensive high-quality pro-
fessional development in core academic
subjects, supporting new teachers dur-
ing their first 3 years in the classroom,
and ensuring that all teachers are pro-
ficient in relevant content knowledge
and teaching skills.

The Technology for Education initia-
tive under Title IIT would expand the
availability of educational technology
as a tool to help teachers implement
high standards in the classroom, par-
ticularly in high-poverty schools. My
bill also would extend, over the next 7
years, the Class-Size Reduction initia-
tive, which aims to reduce class sizes
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