
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 1851 February 13, 2001 

Current covered lives Reviews 
completed 

HMO deci-
sions re-
versed 

Upheld Split Pending Percent re-
versed 

Percent with 
some rever-

sal 

8,108 .............................................................................................................................................................................................................. 1 0 0 1 0 0.00 100.00 
7,266 .............................................................................................................................................................................................................. 11 6 4 1 0 54.55 63.64 
4,931 .............................................................................................................................................................................................................. 6 4 2 0 0 66.67 66.67 
0 ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 13 8 5 0 .................... 61.54 61.54 
0 ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 5 3 2 0 0 60.00 60.00 
0 ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1 1 0 0 .................... 100.00 100.00 
0 ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1 1 0 0 0 100.00 100.00 
4,124,897 ....................................................................................................................................................................................................... 515 254 231 30 11 49.32 55.15 

‘‘The IROs, by definition, are inde-
pendent,’’ said Mr. Bordersen. ‘‘However, 
each must do its review in conformity with 
TDI requirements. We monitor processes, not 
results, and at the present time we are satis-
fied that each IRO is doing its work in ac-
cordance with our rules.’’ 

Mr. Dunne points out that the larger num-
ber of reviews conducted by TMF could ac-
count for the discrepancy in reversal rates. 

Ms. McGiffert says the discrepancy in re-
versal rates is not unexpected, as physicians 
will make judgments that differ. She says 
that TMF, which tends to have a more clin-
ical approach than the other two IROs, 
sometimes suggests other alternatives for 
treating conditions that led to denied 
claims, which she thinks is helpful to pa-
tients. TMF officials say they may mention 
more conservative treatment options in the 
clinical rationale they provide in upholding 
insurer decisions, but they do not suggest 
treatment alternatives. 

Dr. Handel say TMF’s approach is appre-
ciated. ‘‘My sense is that the patient may be 
benefiting from their suggestions. A purely 
administrative type of appeal may not ben-
efit the patient as much.’’ 

Ms. Block noted that Envoy uses doctors 
who exercise clinical judgment in their re-
views, but they do not propose treatment al-
ternatives because that is not the function of 
the review process. 

Mr. Prudhomme says physicians who con-
duct the reviews for Independent Review Inc. 
are encouraged to refrain from suggesting al-
ternatives, unless it is obvious from the 
records that another course of action would 
benefit the patient. 

f 

CENSUS DATA MUST BE 
ACCURATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise to voice my concern regarding the story, 
which appeared in last Thursday’s Wall Street 
Journal titled ‘‘Bush’s Next Recount Battle: 
Should Census Tallies Be Adjusted’’. The 
story relays President Bush’s assurances to 
House Republicans to put the ‘‘fix on the Cen-
sus’’ by not including sampling figures in those 
numbers used to redraw Congressional Dis-
trict lines. 

This nation has already gone through one 
trauma related to the lack of accuracy in 
counts and the struggle to include every 
American’s vote in last year’s election. Now, 
we are faced with inaccuracy in one of the 
few, Constitutionally mandated, functions of 
Federal Government the enumeration of our 
nation’s residents. 

Unfortunately the House Republicans re-
ported to the Wall Street Journal that this 
issue has been settled without any discussion 
with the Democratic minority. The vast major-

ity of undercounted residents in our nation are 
found in densely populated urban areas or 
vast tracts of sparsely populated rural commu-
nities. 

This issue is larger than the drawing of lines 
for Congressional Districts, it effects how 
much federal dollars will go to those commu-
nities where the undercounted can be found. 
We know that children in poverty are among 
the hardest hit by an inaccurate census. In the 
1990 census at least 532,769 and as many as 
2,099,620 poor children were missed. In the 
City of Houston, according to the Census 
Monitoring Board, of the 128,602 children liv-
ing in poverty about 8,906 were not counted. 

This meant that the City of Houston was 
cheated out of millions in federal dollars in 
vital services provided to our nation’s poorest 
children, such as Medicaid, Head Start, Foster 
Care, Adoption Assistance, Social Service 
Block Grants, and even school lunch and child 
care assistance depend on accurate census 
data. This tragedy was repeated in every com-
munity throughout the United States and 
today, we only hear finger pointing and hand 
wringing about the state of education and gov-
ernment services around the nation. The first 
step to resolving the issues facing our nation 
is an accurate census. This is a great nation 
and we can handle the truth about our popu-
lation, lets not cheat our children out of a 
healthy future. 

If the issues facing poor children in our na-
tion are to be adequately addressed, we must 
be sure that the data used to determine the 
amount of federal resources which should be 
allotted to communities is accurate, which re-
quires the use of sound statistical sampling. 

For this reason, we should include sampling 
in the final figures for the Census because it 
more accurately reflects the total number of 
people residing in a particular area. We know 
from past experience, no matter how much 
funding is provided and how much planning is 
done millions of Americans will go uncounted 
and if left to this Administration not provided 
for over the next 10 years. These people or 
our neighbors, friends, family, and co-workers 
who, for what ever reason, did not provide 
their statistical information for the census 
count. For this reason, the Census Bureau es-
tablished ‘‘The Accuracy and Coverage Eval-
uation,’’ as a sampling method for the 2000 
census. To accomplish the goal of a more ac-
curate census, Census 2000 sent out its best 
enumerators to interview 314,000 households 
throughout the country in late summer. The re-
sults will provide the best opportunity for an 
accurate census. Traditionally, we know that 
African American, Hispanic, and Native Ameri-
cans are under counted. 

We cannot talk of improving education in 
America if we do not learn from our own les-
sons, the first of which if someone is not a 
part of the census in your community, then ev-

eryone in that community will suffer. Schools 
will not be overcrowded just for poor schools 
in a district. All schools in the district will suffer 
from a census undercount because the federal 
government will not send enough resources to 
make the difference for all children in that dis-
trict. I know that many citizens wonder at the 
rising cost of local property taxes and the de-
clining conditions of public schools, I want to 
make it very clear that here is where all of the 
problems begin and end. If we as your elected 
representatives refuse steal your hard earned 
tax dollars from the needs of your community 
then we can have an educational system that 
is the envy of the world. 

I strongly support an accurate Census count 
of our nation’s residents and I am against any 
effort by the Bush Administration or House 
Republicans to exclude scientifically valid 
sampling figures. 

The count of our citizens does not just de-
termine the configuration of Congressional 
Districts it is the determinant for the distribu-
tion of vital government resources such as 
education, health care, fire protection, and in-
frastructure. 

Less fortunate residents of our nation can-
not afford to not be counted. I ask that my col-
leagues join me in demanding that sampling 
be part of the final Census figures for the year 
2000. 

f 

URGING THE PRESIDENT TO 
COUNT THE NEEDIEST CITIZENS 
WHO WERE UNDERCOUNTED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
the census figures are now out. As we 
feared, it looks as though the 
undercount is going to be 3 million or 
more people. That is 3 million of the 
most needy; 3 million who are home-
less, helpless, hopeless, in many in-
stances people who live in disadvan-
taged communities; people who live in 
rural America, in inner-city areas, in 
ghettos and barrios; people who need 
the resources of government the most; 
people who are sick, do not have access 
to health care; children who need day 
care; seniors who need Meals on Wheels 
or just a place to go, place to sit, place 
to be; people who need nursing homes. 

The most needy people in our coun-
try, Mr. Speaker, are those who are 
undercounted, those who need the re-
sources of education, of health care. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I come to urge 
President Bush to make use of adjusted 
figures; that is, to use statistical sam-
pling as the basis for the allocation of 
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resources based upon population needs 
in these various communities. 

Now, I can understand the Supreme 
Court decision that said we are not 
going to use sampling for apportion-
ment. So there is nothing political 
about what I am asking. There is noth-
ing political about what I am urging. I 
am simply urging that the most needy 
people in this country be counted so 
that they can have the availability of 
public resources accrued to them based 
upon their existence, the fact that they 
are, and the fact that they are needy. 

I urge the President to please take 
into consideration these points as he 
makes the decision about the use of ad-
justed numbers. 

f 

PUBLICATION OF THE RULES OF 
THE COMMITTEE ON ARMED 
SERVICES 107TH CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. STUMP) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I am submitting 
the rules of the Committee on Armed Services 
for the 107th Congress as required by clause 
2(a)(2) of rule XI. 

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON ARMED 
SERVICES 

107TH CONGRESS 
RULES GOVERNING PROCEDURE 

RULE 1. APPLICATION OF HOUSE RULES 
The Rules of the House of Representatives 

and the rules of the Committee on Armed 
Services (hereinafter referred to in these 
rules as the ‘‘Committee’’) and its sub-
committees so far as applicable. 

RULE 2. FULL COMMITTEE MEETING 
DATE 

(a) The Committee shall meet every 
Wednesday at 10:00 a.m., and at such other 
times as may be fixed by the chairman of the 
Committee (hereinafter referred to in these 
rules as the ‘‘Chairman’’), or by written re-
quest of members of the Committee pursuant 
to clause 2(c) of rule XI of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives. 

(b) A Wednesday meeting of the Committee 
may be dispensed with by the Chairman, but 
such action may be reversed by a written re-
quest of a majority of the members of the 
Committee. 

RULE 3. SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING 
DATES 

Each subcommittee is authorized to meet, 
hold hearings, receive evidence, and report 
to the Committee on all matters referred to 
it. Insofar as possible, meetings of the Com-
mittee and its subcommittees shall not con-
flict. A subcommittee chairman shall set 
meetings dates after consultation with the 
Chairman, the other subcommittee chair-
men, and the ranking minority member of 
the subcommittee with a view toward avoid-
ing simultaneous scheduling of committee 
and subcommittee meetings or hearings 
wherever possible. 

RULE 4. SUBCOMMITTEES 
The Committee shall be organized to con-

sist of five standing subcommittees with the 
following jurisdictions: 

Subcommittee on Military Installations 
and Facilities: military construction; real 
estate acquisitions and disposals; military 

family housing and support; base closure and 
realignment; and related legislative over-
sight. 

Subcommittee on Military Personnel: mili-
tary forces and authorized strengths; inte-
gration of active and reserve components; 
military personnel policy, compensation and 
other benefits; and related legislative over-
sight. 

Subcommittee on Military Procurement: 
the annual authorization for procurement of 
military weapon systems and components 
thereof, including full scale development and 
systems transition; military application of 
nuclear energy; and related legislative over-
sight. 

Subcommittee on Military Readiness: the 
annual authorization for operation and 
maintenance; the readiness and preparedness 
requirements of the defense establishment; 
and related legislative oversight. 

Subcommittee on Military and Develop-
ment: the annual authorization for military 
research and development and related legis-
lative oversight. 

RULE 5. COMMITTEE PANELS 
(a) The Chairman may designate a panel of 

the Committee consisting of members of the 
Committee to inquire into and take testi-
mony on a matter that fall within the juris-
diction of more than one subcommittee and 
to report to the Committee. 

(b) No panel so appointed shall continue in 
existence for more than six months. A panel 
so appointed may, upon the expiration of six 
months, be reappointed by the Chairman. 

(c) No panel so appointed shall have legis-
lative jurisdiction. 

RULE 6. REFERENCE AND 
CONSIDERATION OF LEGISLATION 

(a) The Chairman shall refer legislation 
and other matters to the appropriate sub-
committee or to the full Committee. 

(b) Legislation shall be taken up for hear-
ing only when called by the Chairman of the 
Committee or subcommittee, as appropriate, 
or by a majority of those present and voting. 

(c) The Chairman, with approval of a ma-
jority of a quorum of the Committee, shall 
have authority to discharge a subcommittee 
from consideration of any measure or matter 
referred thereto and have such measure or 
matter considered by the Committee. 

(d) Reports and recommendations of a sub-
committee may not be considered by the 
Committee until after the intervention of 
three calendar days from the time the report 
is approved by the subcommittee and avail-
able to the members of the Committee, ex-
cept that this rule may be waived by a ma-
jority vote of a quorum of the Committee. 

RULE 7. PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT OF 
HEARINGS AND MEETINGS 

Pursuant to clause 2(g)(3) of rule XI of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, the 
Chairman of the Committee or of any sub-
committee or panel shall make public an-
nouncement of the date, place, and subject 
matter of any committee or subcommittee 
hearing at least one week before the com-
mencement of the hearing. However, if the 
Chairman of the Committee or of any sub-
committee or panel, with the concurrence of 
the ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee or of any subcommittee or panel, de-
termines that there is good cause to begin 
the hearing sooner, or if the Committee, sub-
committee or panel so determines by major-
ity vote, a quorum being present for the 
transaction of business, such chairman shall 
make the announcement at the earliest pos-
sible date. Any announcement made under 
this rule shall be promptly published in the 

Daily Digest, promptly entered into the com-
mittee scheduling service of the House Infor-
mation Resources, and promptly posted to 
the internet web page maintained by the 
Committee. 
RULE 8. BROADCASTING OF COMMITTEE 

HEARINGS AND MEETINGS 
Clause 4 of rule XI of the Rules of the 

House of Representatives shall apply to the 
Committee. 
RULE 9. MEETINGS AND HEARINGS OPEN 

TO THE PUBLIC 
(a) Each hearing and meeting for the trans-

action of business, including the markup of 
legislation, conducted by the Committee or a 
subcommittee shall be open to the public ex-
cept when the Committee or subcommittee, 
in open session and with a majority being 
present, determines by record vote that all 
or part of the remainder of that hearing or 
meeting on that day shall be in executive 
session because of disclosure of testimony, 
evidence, or other matters to be considered 
would endanger the national security, would 
compromise sensitive law enforcement infor-
mation, or would violate any law or rule of 
the House of Representatives. Notwith-
standing the requirements of the preceding 
sentence, a majority of those present, there 
being in attendance no less than two mem-
bers of the Committee or subcommittee, 
may vote to close a hearing or meeting for 
the sole purpose of discussing whether testi-
mony or evidence to be received would en-
danger the national security, would com-
promise sensitive law enforcement informa-
tion, or would violate any law or rule of the 
House of Representatives. If the decision is 
to proceed in executive session, the vote 
must be by record vote and in open session, 
a majority of the Committee or sub-
committee being present. 

(b) Whenever it is asserted by a member of 
the committee that the evidence or testi-
mony at a hearing may tend to defame, de-
grade, or incriminate any person, or it is as-
serted by a witness that the evidence or tes-
timony that the witness would give at a 
hearing may tend to defame, degrade, or in-
criminate the witness, notwithstanding the 
requirements of (a) and the provisions of 
clause4 2(g)(2) of rule XI of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, such evidence or 
testimony shall be presented in executive 
session, if by a majority vote of those 
present, there being in attendance no less 
than two members of the Committee or sub-
committee, the Committee or subcommittee 
determines that such evidence may tend to 
defame, degrade or incriminate any person. 
A majority of those present, there being in 
attendance no less than two members of the 
Committee or subcommittee, may also vote 
to close the hearing or meeting for the sole 
purpose of discussing whether evidence or 
testimony to be received would tend to de-
fame, degrade or incriminate any person. 
The Committee or subcommittee shall pro-
ceed to receive such testimony in open ses-
sion only if the Committee or subcommittee, 
a majority being present, determines that 
such evidence or testimony will not tend to 
defame, degrade or incriminate any person. 

(c) Notwithstanding the foregoing, and 
with the approval of the Chairman, each 
member of the Committee may designate by 
letter to the Chairman, a member of that 
member’s personal staff with Top Secret se-
curity clearance to attend hearings of the 
Committee, or that member’s subcom- 
mittee(s) (excluding briefings or meetings 
held under the provisions of committee rule 
9(a)), which have been closed under the pro-
visions of rule 9(a) above for national secu-
rity purposes for the taking of testimony. 
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