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There was no objection. 

f 

DIRECTING THE CLERK TO MAKE 

TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS IN EN-

ROLLMENT OF H.R. 1, NO CHILD 

LEFT BEHIND ACT OF 2001 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 

concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 289) 

directing the Clerk of the House of 

Representatives to make technical cor-

rections in the enrollment of the bill 

H.R. 1, and ask unanimous consent for 

its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the concurrent reso-

lution, as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 289 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 

Senate concurring), That in the enrollment of 

the bill (H.R. 1) to close the achievement gap 

with accountability, flexibility, and choice, 

so that no child is left behind, the Clerk of 

the House of Representatives shall, with re-

spect to the title IX that is contained within 

quotation marks and that immediately pre-

cedes title X of the bill, make the following 

corrections:

(1) Insert before such title IX the fol-

lowing:

TITLE IX—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
SEC. 901. GENERAL PROVISIONS. 

Title IX (20 U.S.C. 7801 et seq.) is amended 

to read as follows: 

(2) Insert at the end of such title IX closed 

quotation marks and a period. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-

tleman from Ohio? 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 

Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-

ject, although I do not intend to object, 

I would yield to the gentleman for an 

explanation of his request. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I want 

to thank my colleague and friend from 

California for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, the concurrent resolu-

tion before us allows the Enrolling 

Clerk to make a technical correction 

in the conference report to H.R. 1. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 

Mr. Speaker, further reserving the 

right to object, I thank the gentleman 

for his explanation. 

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-

tion of objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-

tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed 

to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 

AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1109 

Mr. EHRLICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that my name be 

removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 1109. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-

tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. MENENDEZ asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 

minute.)
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I take 

this time to inquire about next week’s 

schedule.
I am pleased to yield to the distin-

guished majority leader. 
Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

the gentleman for yielding. 
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to an-

nounce that the House has completed 

its legislative business for the week. 
The House will next meet for legisla-

tive business on Tuesday, December 18, 

at 12:30 p.m. for morning hour debate, 

and 2 o’clock p.m. for legislative busi-

ness. The House will consider a number 

of measures under suspension of the 

rules, a list of which will be distributed 

to Members’ offices tomorrow. On 

Tuesday, no recorded votes are ex-

pected before 6:30 p.m. 
Mr. Speaker, I would also like to re-

port that we are continuing to work 

very hard on the economic security 

package. It is my hope that I will be 

able to schedule it for consideration in 

the House on next Tuesday night. 
On Wednesday and the balance of the 

week, the House will consider the fol-

lowing measures to complete our busi-

ness for the year: The Labor, Health 

and Human Services, and Education 

Appropriations Conference Report; the 

Department of Defense Appropriations 

Conference Report; and the Foreign Op-

erations Appropriations Conference Re-

port.
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, re-

claiming my time, am I to understand 

from the gentleman’s statement that 

Members should expect the stimulus 

bill on the floor Tuesday after the 

votes at 6:30? 
Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

the gentleman for that inquiry. I can 

see that quiet look of confident opti-

mism on the face of the gentleman 

from New York (Mr. RANGEL) behind 

the gentleman, so it encourages me, 

knock on wood. 
Mr. Speaker, I would say this is a 

very important piece of legislation. It 

is important to the Nation. 

b 1500

We are working hard in this con-

ference, and I believe we are working in 

good faith with one another. We are 

preparing ourselves for the completion 

of the year’s work which we would an-

ticipate would involve our being able 

to do the stimulus package Tuesday 

night and the remaining appropriations 

bills. That will mean that there will be 

a lot of very hard work done in all of 

these conferences between now and 

then. But I believe the time is drawing 

near that we must redouble our efforts 

and come to these opportunities for 

closure.
So I would tell our Members that we 

would expect that we would be able to 

go to work on the floor and have the 

debate on a rule regarding the stimulus 

package between 5:30 and 6:30 on Tues-

day evening next; we would expect to 

have the suspension votes and that rule 

vote; and then, after that period of 

time, sometime Tuesday night, 7:00, 

7:30, we would be expecting to be tak-

ing up debate on the stimulus package. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank the gentleman. 
I have two further questions. The 

broadband Tauzin-Dingell bill is not on 

the schedule. Does that mean it is not 

going to happen in this year? 
Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-

tleman will continue to yield, let me 

again thank the gentleman for the 

question. Mr. Speaker, I believe the 

broadband bill should be expected 

sometime in March of next year. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. March of next year. 
Finally, Mr. Speaker, I see that the 

gentleman is saying that we hope to 

end on Thursday. Can Members expect 

to be done for the year on Thursday? 
Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

the gentleman for the inquiry, and let 

me just say to the gentleman, with all 

my heart I hope so, and to the very 

best of my ability to understand it, I 

expect so. 
Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, would the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. MENENDEZ. I am happy to yield 

to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I would ap-

preciate it if the majority leader could 

respond to one question. As he knows, 

one of the contentious items still re-

maining is the final disposition of the 

supplemental, and the issue within 

that that is causing the most heart-

burn is whether there will be any sig-

nificant increase in funding for home-

land security. 
In light of the fact that I note today 

that a coalition of Mayors and Gov-

ernors have appealed to the Congress 

and the White House to provide funds 

in addition to those being requested by 

the administration for things such as 

aid to local communities for homeland 

security costs and aid to local commu-

nities to upgrade their public health 

services; and in light of the fact that 

Governor Engler has been one of the 

lead spokesmen on that, I would simply 

ask the gentleman, again, within the 

leadership circles on that side of the 

aisle, to urge that we listen to those 

expressions of concern and find a way 

to provide at least the amount that 

was provided in the Senate action early 

last week on homeland security. 
Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, let me 

thank the gentleman for those observa-

tions, and if the gentleman from New 

Jersey would continue to yield, let me 

just say that we have great confidence 

in the conferees on this bill. We obvi-

ously understand, and the President 

has said repeatedly, that additional re-

quests in order to repair the damage 

that has been inflicted to compensate 
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for the hardships endured and prepare 

America for a reaffirmation of its own 

soundness is something that he expects 

to send to us early next year, and it 

may be that many of these eleventh- 

hour requests will be considered in the 

White House at that time. I thank the 

gentleman for his interest. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 

gentleman from New Jersey for yield-

ing. I hope that we can respond to the 

Governors’ and the Mayors’ request 

this year rather than next. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank the gentleman for his answers, 

and I simply hope that on the stimulus 

package we can certainly respond to 

the growing unemployment needs of 

working men and women who have suf-

fered as a result of September 11. As we 

seek to finalize that work, hopefully 

we can also give them hope as we ap-

proach the holiday season. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 

DECEMBER 17, 2001 

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that when the 

House adjourns today it adjourn to 

meet at 2 p.m. on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

THORNBERRY). Is there objection to the 

request of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

f 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TUESDAY, 

DECEMBER 18, 2001 

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that when the 

House adjourns on Monday, December 

17, 2001, it adjourn to meet at 12:30 p.m. 

on Tuesday, December 18 for morning 

hour debates. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-

tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

f 

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR 

WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON 

WEDNESDAY NEXT 

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the business 

in order under the Calendar Wednesday 

rule be dispensed with on Wednesday 

next.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-

tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

f 

VICTIMS OF TERRORISM RELIEF 

ACT OF 2001 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that it be in order 

at any time to take from the Speaker’s 

table the bill (H.R. 2884) to amend the 

Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro-

vide tax relief for victims of the ter-

rorist attacks against the United 

States on September 11, 2001, with Sen-

ate amendments thereto, and to con-

sider in the House, without interven-

tion of any point of order, any motion, 

or any demand for division of the ques-

tion, a single motion offered by the 

chairman of the Committee on Ways 

and Means or his designee that the 

House concur in the Senate amend-

ments with the amendment I have 

placed at the desk; that the Senate 

amendments and the motion be consid-

ered as read; that the motion be debat-

able for 40 minutes, equally divided and 

controlled by the chairman and rank-

ing minority member of the Committee 

on Ways and Means; and that after 

such debate, the motion be considered 

as adopted; and that the amendment I 

have placed at the desk be considered 

as read for the purpose of this request. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-

tleman from California? 
Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, reserving 

the right to object. Mr. Speaker, I 

would ask the gentleman from Cali-

fornia to describe the substance of the 

bill before us today and how it differs 

from the bill that was passed by the 

Senate.
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. RANGEL. I yield to the gen-

tleman from California. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, perhaps 

in the explanation if we could start 

with the bill that originated in the 

House, which was an attempt to take 

current law that is available to service 

members and civilians overseas in a 

terrorist attack, which would provide 

income tax relief and estate tax relief, 

and we brought them to the gentle-

man’s city to say that the New York 

area was, in fact, tantamount to a war 

zone and that the victims in that area 

should receive the same benefit as cur-

rent law provides for people who are 

victims of terrorist acts overseas. That 

was the sum and substance of the bill 

we sent to the Senate. 
For the 3 months that the Senate has 

had the bill, they examined it in a 

number of different ways. They added a 

particular death benefit for those indi-

viduals who were involved not only in 

the September 11 terrorist attacks, but 

also the Oklahoma City bombing of 6 

years ago and for those individuals 

who, through no fault of their own, 

were victims from anthrax attacks. 
In addition to that, they added a 

number of particular provisions dealing 

with charitable organizations, disaster 

relief payments, victims’ compensation 

funds, and a number of other items. 
What we did was examine those items 

and, where it was appropriate, offer a 

generic response. I will give the gen-

tleman an example. Oftentimes, in 

dealing with disaster situations, dis-

ability trust funds will be established 

for individuals. The problem has been 

there has been no consistent approach 

to the way in which those disability 

funds would be treated from disaster to 

disaster. However, there is a typical re-

sponse which occurs, but it has never 

been codified. 
What we tried to do in this, working 

together, is to find those areas in 

terms of structured settlements, dis-

ability trusts, and similar arrange-

ments that could be handled on a con-

sistent basis, regardless of which dis-

aster is involved, using this particular 

vehicle to assist us in that broad-based 

arrangement.
In addition to that, we have one addi-

tional amendment which examines the 

geographic area of New York that is a 

zone that is clearly described in the 

legislation and provide a number of tax 

measures to relieve those individuals, 

authorize the issue of tax-exempt pri-

vate activity bonds, create a 30 percent 

bonus of depreciable property in the re-

covery zone as defined, a 10-year life on 

leaseholder build-outs for those indi-

viduals who own commercial property 

and want to rebuild it so that the vital 

aspects of New York City, which we 

visited, the restaurants and the shops 

and the others, can be restored as 

quickly as possible, and then extension 

of certain replacement period provi-

sions which those of us on the Com-

mittee on Ways and Means know are 

extremely important in making sure 

that people make a decision quickly to 

move back in or to establish in the re-

covery zone to assist in the recovery of 

New York City. 
Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, further 

reserving the right to object, could the 

chairman of the committee share with 

a member of the committee with whom 

he discussed the remedies for the prob-

lems that we face in this city? The 

chairman constantly referred to ‘‘we.’’ 

Is there a particular group from the 

City of New York that the gentleman 

met and discussed these issues with? 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, if the 

gentleman will yield, I will tell the 

gentleman that I had the privilege at 

one time, for example, of accom-

panying the gentleman to Ground Zero, 

which I had not done, given the duties 

that we had here, and spent some time 

with a number of city business leaders 

that the gentleman and others were 

kind enough to bring together at the 

stock exchange location and, over 

lunch for several hours, listened to the 

particular concerns that those individ-

uals had about the need and the way in 

which we needed to respond. I met with 

several New York City, New York 

State governmental teams, including 

the Mayor, and, of course, listening to 

on both sides of the aisle the members 

from the New York delegation, both 

from the city and the State. 
In addition to that, as we all know, 

there are several other States that are 

just across the river and our colleagues 

from New Jersey and Pennsylvania had 
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