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Month, each planned and coordinated by stu-
dent leaders themselves. In particular, the 
Youth Month Central Planning Committee, 
was made up of students from Southern High 
School, specifically Cherika Chargualaf, presi-
dent; Hermaine Alerta, vice president; Erwin 
Agar, secretary; Joseph Cruz, treasurer; and 
Angela Tamayo, activities coordinator. In hav-
ing planned and executed a very impressive 
and successful schedule of varied events, our 
youth genuinely embodied this year’s Youth 
Month theme, ‘‘I Manhoben I Isla-ta, I Fuetsan 
I Tiempo-ta—The Youth of Our Island, the 
Strength of Our Time.’’

Today’s youth embody our future. As we 
provide training and guidance, their perform-
ance is clear indication of the leadership they 
have to offer for the future. As I look at local 
students take roles in different career areas, I 
see a wonderful vision of Guam’s future.
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BROWN, JR. 

HON. JOSÉ E. SERRANO 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 17, 2000

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, it is with joy 
that I rise today to pay tribute to and to con-
gratulate Dr. Roscoe C. Brown, Jr., for his 
dedication to education and human rights, and 
for his many accomplishments, including his 
service to America during World War II. He 
will be honored today at Bronx Community 
College when the Gould Student Center is re-
named the Roscoe C. Brown, Jr. Student Cen-
ter. 

For 16 years, from 1977 to 1993, Dr. Brown 
was president of Bronx Community College in 
New York City. During that time, he brought 
the college to national prominence as a model 
urban community college devoted to providing 
opportunities for educational advancement for 
all. 

Mr. Speaker, prior to becoming president of 
Bronx Community College, Dr. Brown was di-
rector of the Afro-American Institute at New 
York University. In that capacity, he educated 
students and the general public about the ac-
complishments of the African American com-
munity. It was during that time, too, that Dr. 
Brown began his career in radio and tele-
vision, providing a larger public with insights 
into African American life. 

Before his academic career, Dr. Brown dis-
tinguished himself as a member of the heroic 
Tuskegee Airmen, who came through World 
War II with a commendable record of suc-
cesses in combat. 

Dr. Brown has also been personally in-
volved in the struggles for human rights for all 
people and has fought against all forms of rac-
ism and bigotry. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor and a privilege 
for me to ask my colleagues to join me in rec-
ognizing Dr. Roscoe C. Brown, Jr. for his 
major contributions to our country.
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Mrs. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today for 
the purpose of introducing a proposal to en-
hance the safety of operations at our nation’s 
nuclear power plants. 

As a representative from a district which has 
three nuclear power plants. I have always held 
a strong interest in promoting policies which 
seek to the ensure the safety of communities 
surrounding these facilities. I became acutely 
aware, however, of the need to strengthen the 
independent analysis and review of plant safe-
ty evaluations just recently. 

On the night of February 15, a leak from 
one of the steam generators at the Indian 
Point 2 facility in Buchanan, New York, re-
sulted in the declaration of an emergency 
alert. The distress caused by this incident was 
serious from the very beginning, and was 
made far worse by revelations in the weeks 
following the incident which indicated that pre-
vious inspections of the plant’s steam genera-
tors were ‘‘weak and incomplete,’’ according to 
the NRC’s Office of Nuclear Regulatory Re-
search. 

This is wholly unacceptable, and my pur-
pose in offering this proposal today is to di-
minish the threat posed to our communities by 
insufficient safety evaluations. This legislation 
establishes within the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission’s (NCR) Office of the Inspector 
General a unit charged specifically with audit-
ing the safety analysis and review activities of 
both the NRC and those entities licensed by 
the agency. 

Given the unfortunate circumstances which 
have arisen with respect to Indian Point 2, it 
is only reasonable to question whether or not 
they are symptomatic of a broader problem. I 
believe the proposal being offered today goes 
a long way in taking the necessary pre-
cautions against such a possibility, and I urge 
my colleagues to join me in advancing this ini-
tiative.
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Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I was away from 
the floor of the House on Tuesday, May 16, 
2000, on official business and was unable to 
cast a recorded vote on rollcall 184. 

Had I been present for rollcall 184, I would 
have voted ‘‘yea’’ on passage of H.R. 4425, 
the motion to suspend the rules and pass H.R. 
1089, Military Construction Appropriations for 
Fiscal Year 2001.

COMPREHENSIVE BUDGET 
PROCESS REFORM ACT OF 1999

SPEECH OF 

HON. TIM ROEMER 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, May 16, 2000

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 853) to amend the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 to provide 
for joint resolutions on the budget, reserve 
funds for emergency spending, strengthened 
enforcement of budgetary decisions, in-
creased accountability for Federal spending, 
accrual budgeting for Federal insurance pro-
grams, mitigation of the bias in the budget 
process toward higher spending, modifica-
tions in paygo requirements when there is an 
on-budget surplus, and for other purposes:

Mr. ROEMER. Mr. Chairman, since I have 
served in Congress, I have always supported 
commonsense reform proposals that improve 
the efficiency of Congress and make it more 
accountable to the American people. 

While I support some of the specific pro-
posals contained in the Comprehensive Budg-
et Process Reform Act, such as biennial budg-
eting and increased congressional oversight 
responsibility, I voted against the bill because 
it failed to include these important reform 
measures. 

I was disappointed that the bipartisan 
amendment to provide for biennial budgeting 
was defeated. This would have streamlined 
the budget process, enhanced the oversight of 
government programs and strengthened fiscal 
management. With the recent enactment of 
the other government reform measures, such 
as the Government Performance and Review 
Act, which I supported, a biennial budget proc-
ess would be the next logical step in pro-
moting long-term planning, and improving the 
efficiency of government and the use of tax-
payer dollars. 

I was also disappointed that the House 
adopted on voice vote the second amendment 
offered by Representative RYAN. This amend-
ment would allow non-Social Security sur-
pluses to be used for tax cuts or changes to 
entitlement programs. The problem with this 
amendment, in my opinion, is that it would re-
peal many of the budget rules known as ‘‘pay-
as-you-go’’ requiring that tax cuts be offset 
with equal cuts in federal spending. Without 
these rules, critical federal programs could be 
sequestered, leading to across-the-board cuts 
in education, Medicare, and farm support pro-
grams. This is a dangerous way to change the 
budget process, and it is not sound fiscal pol-
icy. 

Mr. Chairman, for these reasons, I voted 
against H.R. 853, and I am pleased that a bi-
partisan majority of my colleagues voted with 
me to defeat this legislation.
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