
EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS54 January 3, 2001 
INTRODUCING H.R. 218, THE 

COMMUNITY PROTECTION ACT 

HON. RANDY ‘‘DUKE’’ CUNNINGHAM 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, January 3, 2001 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, today I 
am reintroducing my legislation to permit quali-
fied current and former law enforcement offi-
cers to carry a concealed firearm in any juris-
diction. This measure is called the Community 
Protection Act, and I have requested that it be 
assigned the same bill number as in previous 
Congresses—H.R. 218. 

The Community Protection Act provides 
three benefits to our police and to our country. 

First, it effectively provides thousands more 
trained cops on the beat—at zero taxpayer 
cost. 

Second, it enables current and former law 
enforcement officers to protect themselves 
and their families from criminals. When a 
criminal completes his or her sentence, that 
criminal can find where their arresting officer 
lives, where their corrections officer travels, 
and other information about our brave law en-
forcement personnel and their families. 

And, third, it helps keep our communities 
safer from criminals. 

This measure is very similar to the H.R. 218 
reported by the Judiciary Committee in the 
106th Congress. 

Members and the public interested in addi-
tional background information on the Commu-
nity Protection Act, I encourage them to read 
the Judiciary Committee report accompanying 
H.R. 218 from the 105th Congress (H. Rept. 
105–819), my testimony before the House Ju-
diciary Subcommittee on Crime Tuesday, July 
22, 1997, or my statement from introduction in 
the 106th Congress on January 6, 1999. 

I urge all my colleagues to support this im-
portant common sense anti-crime legislation. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MARK MIODUSKI 

HON. DAVID R. OBEY 
OF WISCONSIN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, January 3, 2001 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, there are many 
people in this institution who work tirelessly 
and often thanklessly in order to improve the 
lives of the people we serve. Those who ben-
efit from their work will never recognize their 
faces or know their names and day after day 
and year after year they produce a better 
country. Today, I rise to pay special tribute to 
one of them. I offer my most sincere gratitude 
to Mark Mioduski who has recently left the mi-
nority staff of the House Appropriations Com-
mittee after fourteen years of distinguished 
service to the federal government. 

For the past five years, Mark Mioduski has 
been my right-hand man on the Labor, Health 
and Human Services and Education Appro-
priations Bill. He has applied a unique blend of 
technical know how from both budgetary and 
parliamentary standpoints, creativity and high 
energy to staffing this important bill. As many 
people know, the Labor, HHS bill is one of the 

most difficult appropriations bills to manage 
and is usually one of the last appropriations 
bills to pass. Mark has been instrumental in 
helping to navigate and negotiate numerous 
high profile and tricky issues affecting the De-
partment of Labor, including funding for the 
Occupational Safety and Health Administration 
(OSHA) and the National Labor Relations 
Board (NLRB) and the recently published 
ergonomics regulation. In fact, Mark has lived 
and breathed the ergonomics issue over the 
last five years and knows the issue better than 
virtually anyone else on Capitol Hill. In addi-
tion, Mark has made significant contributions 
to a wide range of health and education 
issues, including working to expand funding 
for health care access, for biomedical re-
search at the National Institutes of Health, for 
AIDS and emerging infectious diseases, for 
Low-Income Energy Assistance, for Head 
Start, for the Social Services Block Grant, and 
for Pell Grants for disadvantaged students. 
The Departments of Health and Human Serv-
ices, Labor, and Education also owe him a 
debt of gratitude for his detailed attention to 
their programs and appropriations requests. 

Mark has spent most of his career in public 
service. He began his federal service after 
being selected to participate in the Presidential 
Management Intern Program, which is de-
signed to attract the best and brightest to the 
federal government. He then spent four years 
with the Interior Department as a senior budg-
et analyst before joining the staff of the House 
Appropriations Committee. For the last decade 
he has worked on the Appropriations Com-
mittee and, he has been of great assistance to 
many members and their staffs. I am sure a 
good many of you saw him as he wore a path 
to and from the Capitol often carrying his sig-
nature workbag which was passed down to 
him by his father. 

Mr. Speaker, I have greatly appreciated the 
job that Mark has done with humility and good 
humor over the years. Mark has been not only 
an outstanding public servant, but also he is 
an outstanding human being. He cares a great 
deal about the well being of this country and 
the people in it who rely on those of us in gov-
ernment to help make this a better place for 
everyone, especially the most vulnerable 
among us. Not many of those Americans 
know his name or know the countless hours 
he has devoted to his job, but he can leave 
this institution knowing that many, many Amer-
icans and their families have been benefitted 
from his efforts. 

He, like all of us, has been a public servant 
and he has measured up to the meaning of 
that term in the fullest possible measure. 
America’s health care system with all its short-
comings provides more help for more deserv-
ing Americans because he has worked here. 
The National Institutes of Health are stronger 
and the research it oversees is better because 
he has worked here. Public health programs, 
not just in this country, but abroad provide 
more protection to millions of children and 
adults because he has worked here. Worker 
protection programs are better able to improve 
the safety and health of workers, and working 
families throughout this country have been 
able to take advantage of additional training 
and education to improve their livelihood be-
cause he has worked here. 

Mark’s dedication to the Appropriations 
Committee and to his work has resulted in 
many long hours. There were weeks on end 
when I am sure that Mark did not see much 
of his family. Mark’s departure is a great loss 
for me as well as the Committee, but I hope 
that he will be able to spend more time with 
his wife Lori Whitehand and his two young 
sons, Ryan and Eric. I wish him the very best 
in his new endeavors and much success in 
this new chapter of his career. 

f 

VOLUNTARY SCHOOL PRAYER 

HON. JO ANN EMERSON 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, January 3, 2001 

Mrs. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to introduce a constitutional amendment to en-
sure that students can choose to pray in 
school. Regrettably, the notion of the separa-
tion of church and state has been widely mis-
represented in recent years, and the govern-
ment has strayed far from the vision of Amer-
ica as established by the Founding Fathers. 

Our Founding Fathers had the foresight and 
wisdom to understand that a government can-
not secure the freedom of religion if at the 
same time it favors one religion over another 
through official actions. Their philosophy was 
one of even-handed treatment of the different 
faiths practiced in America, a philosophy that 
was at the very core of what their new nation 
was to be about. Somehow, this philosophy is 
often interpreted today to mean that religion 
has no place at all in public life, no matter 
what its form. President Reagan summarized 
the situation well when he remarked, ‘‘The 
First Amendment of the Constitution was not 
written to protect the people of this country 
from religious values; it was written to protect 
religious values from government tyranny.’’ 
And this is what voluntary school prayer is 
about, making sure that prayer, regardless of 
its denomination, is protected. 

There can be little doubt that no student 
should be forced to pray in a certain fashion 
or be forced to pray at all. At the same time, 
a student should not be prohibited from pray-
ing, just because he/she is attending a public 
school. This straightforward principle is lost on 
the liberal courts and high-minded bureaucrats 
who have systematically eroded the right to 
voluntary school prayer, and it is now nec-
essary to correct the situation through a con-
stitutional amendment. I urge my colleagues to 
support my amendment and make a strong 
statement in support of the freedom of reli-
gion. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE ESTAB-
LISHMENT OF A PERMANENT OF-
FICE OF VIOLENCE AGAINST 
WOMEN ACT 

HON. LOUISE McINTOSH SLAUGHTER 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, January 3, 2001 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am proud 
to join with my distinguished colleague, Rep-
resentative CONNIE MORELLA, in introducing 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 55 January 3, 2001 
the Violence Against Women Office Act. This 
bill would make permanent the Violence 
Against Women Office within the Department 
of Justice. 

Mr. Speaker, domestic violence is 
shockingly pervasive in our society today. The 
National Violence Against Women Survey, re-
leased by the National Institute of Justice and 
the Centers for Disease Control and Preven-
tion in July 2000, found that: 

Domestic abuse rates remain disturbingly 
high. Nearly 25 percent of women and 7.6 
percent of men surveyed reported they had 
been raped or physically assaulted by a cur-
rent or former spouse, cohabiting partner, or 
date at some point in their lifetime. 

Stalking by intimates is more common than 
previously thought. Almost 5 percent of sur-
veyed women and 0.6 percent of surveyed 
men reported being stalked by an intimate at 
some point in their lifetime; 0.5 percent of sur-
veyed women and 0.2 percent of surveyed 
men reported being stalked by such a partner 
in the previous 12 months. 

Domestic violence has major implications for 
public health and our health care system. Of 
the estimated 4.9 million intimate partner 
rapes and physical assaults perpetrated 
against women annually, approximately 2 mil-
lion will result in an injury to the victim, and 
570,457 will result in some type of medical 
treatment to the victim. Of the estimated 2.9 
million intimate partner physical assaults per-
petrated against men annually, 581,391 will 
result in an injury to the victim, and 124,999 
will result in some type of medical treatment to 
the victim. 

According to these statistics, approximately 
1.5 million women and 834,732 men are raped 
and/or physically assaulted by an intimate 
partner each year in the United States. Do-
mestic violence is nothing less than an epi-
demic, and must be attacked with all the re-
sources we would bring to bear against a 
deadly disease. 

We have made important progress over the 
past decade. One of my proudest accomplish-
ments in Congress was my work as a lead au-
thor of the Violence Against Women Act. This 
bill, passed by Congress in 1994 and signed 
into law by President Clinton, has effected a 
sea change in the way our nation views and 
addresses domestic violence. VAWA made 
possible today’s programs to educate judges 
and law enforcement officers, support shelters 
for battered women and children, and collect 
vital information on statistics on violence. Nev-
ertheless, studies show that we still have a 
long way to go. 

The legislation I am introducing today with 
Representative MORELLA would establish a 
permanent Office of Violence Against Women 
within the Department of Justice. At present, 
this office only exists by administrative fiat. It 
could be abolished or subsumed into another 
part of the Department at any time. In our 
view, the existence of the Office of Violence 
Against Women should not be subject to 
changing political winds. 

This legislation has the support of numerous 
domestic violence organizations all over our 
nation. In the 106th Congress, it garnered the 
support of almost 150 bipartisan cosponsors in 
short time. Representative MORELLA and I are 
hopeful that the 107th Congress will acknowl-

edge the importance of this bill by passing it 
into law as soon as possible. 

Tragically, there is no indication that domes-
tic violence will disappear any time soon. Con-
gress should signal its commitment to the fight 
against domestic abuse by establishing a per-
manent Office of Violence Against Women. 
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THE RE-INTRODUCTION OF THE 
FAITH-BASED LENDING PROTEC-
TION ACT 

HON. EDWARD R. ROYCE 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, January 3, 2001 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, each day our Na-
tion’s religious institutions quietly go about 
performing critical social programs that serve 
as lifelines to individuals and families in need. 
Besides providing places of worship, religious 
institutions also serve their communities by 
operating outreach programs such as food 
banks soup kitchens, battered family shelters, 
schools and AIDS hospices. To families in 
need, these programs often provide a last re-
source of care and compassion. 

Yet, in spite of the clear social good that 
these programs provide to communities across 
America, we are faced with the growing reality 
that religious institutions are finding it increas-
ingly difficult to secure the necessary capital 
resources at favorable rates that enable them 
to carry on this critical community work. 

Mr. Speaker, today I am re-introducing leg-
islation that I believe will help ensure that reli-
gious institutions have available all the finan-
cial resources necessary to carry out their 
missions of community service. The Faith- 
Based Lending Protection Act, which enjoys 
bipartisan support, seeks to amend the Fed-
eral Credit Union Act by clarifying that any 
member business loan made by a credit union 
to a religious nonprofit organization will not 
count toward total business lending caps im-
posed on credit unions by Federal law. 

Each year credit unions loan millions of dol-
lars to nonprofit religious organizations, many 
located in minority and/or lower income com-
munities. Historically, these loans are consid-
ered safe and help sustain critical social out-
reach programs. Without legislative action, Mr. 
Speaker, these religious institutions will find it 
increasingly difficult, if not impossible, to se-
cure the necessary funds under favorable 
terms to allow them to continue their work. I 
urge my colleagues to join me in this legisla-
tive effort. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE YOUNGER 
AMERICANS ACT 

HON. GEORGE MILLER 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, January 3, 2001 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I am pleased today to re-introduce, 
along with my colleague Mrs. ROUKEMA, the 
Younger Americans Act. Last September, we 
introduced this bill with our counterparts in the 

Senate and a vast national coalition of sup-
porters including former Joint Chiefs of Staff 
Chairman Colin Powell and America’s Prom-
ise, the Boys & Girls Clubs of America, Big 
Brothers/Big Sisters, the National Urban 
League, America’s Promise, the Child Welfare 
League of America, the United Way, the Na-
tional Mental Health Association, and others. 

We knew then that we would not have 
enough time in the 106th Congress to pass 
the legislation. But we did want to signal the 
strong support of a bipartisan coalition in both 
the House and Senate and of a broad array of 
national and grassroots organizations. I look 
forward now to working with them to pass this 
legislation in the 107th Congress. This is land-
mark legislation that will dramatically increase 
after-school opportunities for youth by pro-
viding them with adult mentors, education, 
sports, and volunteer activities. 

As any parent or teacher knows, the best 
way to keep kids out of trouble and help them 
learn and grow is to keep them busy and give 
them opportunity. Today’s bill is an historic op-
portunity to dramatically expand safe and ex-
citing programs for children and youth after 
school, a time when too many kids suffer from 
a lack of activity and adult supervision. A re-
cent Urban Institute study found that one in 
five young people age 6–12 are left without 
adult supervision after school and before their 
parents come home from work, a critical pe-
riod during the day to keep youth both posi-
tively engaged and out of trouble. 

Thirty-five years ago, Congress made a de-
cision to help seniors and passed the Older 
Americans Act. In doing so, Congress 
launched a series of highly effective local ef-
forts that have improved and enriched the 
lives of our nation’s elderly. It helped pay for 
senior centers, Meals on Wheels, and commu-
nity service programs like Green Thumb. For 
too long, however, Congress has ignored the 
needs of our nation’s young people. It has 
failed to make the issues of young people a 
priority and has failed to make an adequate in-
vestment in their development and well-being. 

Our new bill attempts to correct that over-
sight. Today, we seek to repeat the success of 
the Older Americans Act by funding a national 
network of high-quality programs tailored to 
the particular challenges faced by youth today. 
Too often, we find that public programs for 
young people focus on the problems of youth 
and promote piecemeal policies that seek to 
redress negative behaviors like juvenile delin-
quency or teen pregnancy. But the evidence 
shows that the most promising approaches to 
helping young people are those that foster 
positive youth development, build social and 
emotional competence, and link young people 
with adult mentors. This is the future of youth 
social program in the 21st century and it is an 
approach we seek to advance through this 
legislation. 

The Younger Americans Act will help coordi-
nate and fund youth-mentoring, community 
service through volunteerism, structured aca-
demic and recreational opportunities, and 
other activities aimed at fostering the positive 
educational and social development of teens 
and pre-teens. Under the bill, the federal gov-
ernment would distribute funds by formula to 
community boards that would oversee the 
planning, operation, and evaluation of local 
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