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took the drywall, and even though they 
called the wholesaler and the whole-
saler delivers the drywall directly to 
the place where it is to be installed, 
that we are going to consider this to be 
inventory and, therefore, we are going 
to tax them on the accrual method, 
which means that they are taxed based 
upon what they bill as opposed to what 
they receive. 

This is a company of about 12 people, 
got hit with a $200,000 tax bill. Now, it 
does not make sense because essen-
tially the Federal Government collects 
no more money on the accrual system 
than it does on the cash system. 

Mr. TOOMEY. It is really a question 
of timing, is it not, in terms of the 
Federal revenue on the taxes? 

Mr. MANZULLO. It is. 
Mr. TOOMEY. It is a question of tim-

ing, which is not terribly important to 
the Federal Government but it is in-
credibly important to the small busi-
ness operator who in the example the 
gentleman just presented is forced to 
pay a huge tax bill on income that he 
has not collected yet. Is that correct? 

Mr. MANZULLO. And may never col-
lect. 

Mr. TOOMEY. Right. 
Mr. MANZULLO. In fact, the IRS had 

entered into some type of an agree-
ment with a dentist in downstate Illi-
nois that said he would have to be on 
the accrual method. We got wind of 
this and worked with a couple of orga-
nizations. I actually sat down with 
Commissioner Rossotti of the IRS. His 
background is in systems as opposed to 
being a tax attorney. He was really 
surprised that one of his 106,000 em-
ployees had forced this dentist to do 
that, and he put an end to it. 

So we see all of these tremendous 
numbers of abuses and we are really 
working on, I believe, some monu-
mental, in fact bipartisan, legislation 
to help out the small businesspeople. 

I appreciate the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania joining us today for spe-
cial orders. 
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SIX-MONTH PERIODIC REPORT ON 
NATIONAL EMERGENCY WITH 
RESPECT TO IRAN—MESSAGE 
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 107– 
68) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
HART) laid before the House the fol-
lowing message from the President of 
the United States; which was read and, 
together with the accompanying pa-
pers, without objection, referred to the 
Committee on International Relations 
and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

As required by section 401(c) of the 
National Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 
1641(c), and section 204(c) of the Inter-
national Emergency Economic Powers 
Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), I transmit here-
with a 6-month periodic report on the 

national emergency with respect to 
Iran that was declared in Executive 
Order 12170 of November 14, 1979. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 9, 2001. 
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WHAT ARE OUR REAL NATIONAL 
PRIORITIES? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD) 
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader. 

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. 
Madam Speaker, it is good to be here 
today, though I am saddened by the 
fact that a budget has passed out of 
this House and I was unable to be on 
this budget resolution. That budget did 
not speak to the needs of my commu-
nity. In fact, it did not speak to many 
communities, that of the environ-
mental community as well as the edu-
cation community. 

It is amazing that the President said, 
when he was Candidate Bush, that he 
promised a new era of environmental 
protection, and that we should leave no 
child behind. Yet the impact of this 
budget today was simply that: We are 
leaving children behind, and the envi-
ronment has not been given anything 
to enhance or direct some of the toxic 
wastes, the brownfields and all of those 
other environmental hazards that im-
pact my district. 

b 1630 
I can recall that last year in the 

budget when we talked about 100,000 
new teachers. When I was a teacher, I 
really did gleam at the whole notion 
that we would for once pay attention 
to the importance of quality teachers, 
to bring those 100,000 new teachers into 
classrooms, whereby no child would be 
left behind in having a quality teacher. 

When we talked about reducing class 
sizes, where class sizes would be no 
more than 20 students per class, again 
I was excited about the budget last 
year that brought forth those types of 
innovative provisions and initiatives 
that certainly did speak to leaving no 
child behind. 

Today’s budget resolution did not 
have either of those in there. In fact, 
the President has been very incon-
sistent with the application of his 
promise. If the President were true to 
his promise, he would not cut critical 
and necessary environmental and edu-
cation programs. 

It is so important for Watts in my 
community and other Members’ urban 
communities to have gotten from this 
body a budget that would speak to the 
issues that are so important to them, 
and yet we rushed quickly to get out 
the $1.6 trillion tax cut, which invari-
ably the Senate did reduce a bit to a 
$1.35 trillion tax cut overall. 

I am for a tax cut, have always been 
for one, but we must have targeted tax 

cuts that will enable us to have those 
100,000 new teachers, that will enable 
us to have those reduced class sizes, so 
that in my districts of Compton and 
Watts and the Los Angeles Unified 
School District, students really will 
get quality education that they sorely 
need. 

It is important that the American 
people understand that the children 
that we speak about are poor children. 
Those 53 million children that we have 
to educate in this country are poor, 
they are disabled; they are, for the 
most part, limited English speaking. 
They are in need of a budget that 
speaks to them, a budget that does not 
leave them behind. 

So the Republican proposal provided 
less than half the average funds Con-
gress granted the Department of Edu-
cation for the past 5 years, in speaking 
to education, the Department of Edu-
cation that Congress granted over the 
past 5 years, speaking to education, 
speaking to the environment, speaking 
to those needs of the children, the ma-
jority of the children who make up the 
53 million children who are in dire need 
of those qualified teachers. 

This proposal that the majority put 
out fraudulently inflates their increase 
by taking credit for funding previously 
provided initiatives during the past ad-
ministration for the 2002 appropria-
tions. In reality, Madam Speaker, that 
is not the way you do business in terms 
of a budget. 

Let us look at some of the things 
that happened in this budget proposal. 
It actually guts out school renovation, 
whereby States have to then divert $1.2 
billion in their 2001 budget to fund 
other critical education programs, be-
cause they need more than $100 billion 
to bring classrooms up to adequate 
condition. 

I certainly would like for Members 
who voted on this budget to come to 
my district and to look at the class-
rooms in my district, where the ceil-
ings are falling, where the seats have 
splinters, where the students cannot 
move around in the seats because they 
will really be in danger of getting some 
type of sore, some kind of mark, or just 
simply cannot sit still in a seat be-
cause the seat is not adequate for 
them. 

I would like for you to come to my 
district, where we do not have com-
puters for every student, that once a 
semester they get a different teacher, 
and this teacher has an emergency cre-
dential. 

I want those who really voted on this 
budget to come to my district to look 
at the school environment and recog-
nize that this budget did not speak to 
those students. This budget also caps 
the Individuals With Disabilities Edu-
cation Act, IDEA, funding at $1.25 bil-
lion. Disabled students, students we 
are trying to bring into the main-
stream, should be in the mainstream of 
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education, having now to deal with 
caps and funding that is below par in 
meeting their needs, the needs of these 
students who have special needs, but 
still are very sharp, very much wanting 
to be in the mainstream of education, 
and needing the funding to provide 
them the type of resources that are 
critically needed. 

Madam Speaker, it also cuts edu-
cational technology funding by $55 mil-
lion, less than the 2001 freeze level of 
$872 million. What a travesty. We have 
an H1–B bill that passed out of this 
House sending for folks from other 
countries over here to do high-tech 
jobs because we do not have trained 
personnel for these jobs, and yet we are 
not even in the process of trying to 
train the future leaders in high-tech 
when we cut educational technology by 
$55 million. 

I have just mentioned to you that 
these schools do not have computers 
for every child or even a computer for 
every two or three children in a class-
room; and if you look at the projec-
tions of the workforce in the next 5, 10, 
or 15 years, they will be the absolute 
children we are talking about today 
who are the poor children who will not 
have a chance to move into the world 
of work and high-tech jobs. They will 
simply be unable to meet the criteria 
for these jobs because of our not put-
ting the money in a budget today that 
speaks to education for our children 
who will be the workforce of tomorrow. 

So, I am simply concerned about 
this. It is a critical issue that really 
touches me deeply, because I was sent 
here by people who want to make their 
life better by education. They want to 
have a better quality of life by ensur-
ing that their children have a qualified 
teacher and that the class sizes are 
conducive to learning. That means stu-
dents who are in classes which have no 
more than 20 students. 

So I say to you, those of you who 
voted on this bill, obviously you do not 
need the money for educational tech-
nology. Perhaps you do not need the 
money in your district for the individ-
uals with disabilities. But I certainly 
do, and many of the Members here who 
represent urban and rural districts 
need this. So when we talk about 
‘‘leave no child behind,’’ I am afraid 
this budget in terms of education has 
left many children behind, many of 
whom represent the 53 million children 
who I speak of today. 

When we talk about the environ-
ment, we again recognize that Can-
didate Bush promised a new era of en-
vironmental protection. I have grand-
children who talk about the water, be-
cause they have heard by others and 
have seen on television that we have a 
problem with arsenic in our drinking 
water. Yet this budget rescinded an 
order that limits arsenic in drinking 
water, rescinded that, that limits the 
arsenic in drinking water. It is asking 
for more studies. 

How many more studies will we have 
to present to discern the notion that 
we must limit arsenic in our drinking 
water, that we must have that Clean 
Water Act, and cannot erode that by 
any means; and yet it is being looked 
at as a possibility of being eroded by 
this budget, this President’s budget 
that passed out of this House today. 

There has been a renouncement of 
the Kyoto Agreement on global warm-
ing and reversed a campaign promise to 
regulate carbon dioxide emission from 
power plants. Again, there was a prom-
ise that the Candidate Bush did, but 
now we see has totally dissipated. But 
the emissions in the air are not dis-
sipating at all. We still have this prob-
lem of carbon dioxide and other toxics 
in the air. 

This is why the clean air and clean 
water bills cannot and should not be 
eliminated or diminished in their effec-
tiveness, because of the critical need 
for the environment to again be condu-
cive to children who play outside, who 
have no other recourse but to play out-
side, and they are playing in these 
areas where you have toxics, where you 
have carbon dioxide emissions in the 
air. 

If that was not enough, we looked in 
this budget to see delayed new hard 
rock mining regulations that would re-
quire companies to protect water qual-
ity, pay for cleanup, and restore public 
lands ruined by mining activities. 

These are provisions that were inside 
of this budget. A delay on this, rescind-
ing on that, pushing back, suspending 
on others, clearly issues that do not 
and will not help this environment at 
all. We will not have a budget that 
speaks to clean air, clean water, clean 
up of toxic waste, clean up of 
brownfields. 

Another provision in this budget that 
was proposed was a proposal to drill for 
oil and gas in the Arctic National Wild-
life Refuge. We have heard a lot about 
ANWR. We have heard a lot about the 
need for that. And that is not a need. 
We should not disturb wildlife. We 
should try to find alternative means by 
which to deal with our environment, 
and it should not be that drilling for 
oil and gas at all in a place that will 
disturb the inhabitants. 

The proposal was to suspend several 
of the past administration’s environ-
mental rules, including one that would 
protect the remaining roadless areas in 
the National Forest. What are we try-
ing to do? What are we simply trying 
to do when we tend to erode those 
things that past administrations have 
done to speak to the needs of a cleaner, 
safer environment? Why are we trying 
to destroy those provisions, those ini-
tiatives, that will help the commu-
nities, the urban and rural commu-
nities, to reach levels where the air is 
cleaner, the water is safer, and, indeed, 
that there is no drilling in places that 
will create a climate that is not condu-

cive to one who wants to go into Na-
tional Forests and wants to not have 
roads and other areas that will, again, 
impede their solace of being there. 

We have looked at EPA in the budget 
that is supposed to help us with the 
clean water, clean air, brownfield 
cleanups, and yet there has been a cut 
in the funding of EPA by $500 million, 
less than the 2001 freeze level. 

Those of us who come out of local 
government, and once as a mayor of a 
city I recognized if you do not clean up 
the environment, you will not be able 
to induce or to even bring in businesses 
to provide the jobs for those who are 
the least of those who will get a tax 
cut or the results of a tax cut. You will 
simply not have those persons who will 
be able to make the charge of investing 
in this economy, investing in this 
country, if they do not have the jobs 
that accord them the salaries that will 
be conducive to the quality of life that 
we would want all Americans to have. 
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Yet we see these cuts in EPA of $500 
million. 

The budget also provides $850 million 
for the Clean Water State-Revolving 
Fund program, but it is less than two- 
thirds of last year’s level. If, again, 
Madam Speaker, we are talking about 
clean water, we cannot make this 
budget and its resources less than two- 
thirds of last year’s level. We have to 
bring this up to the level where those 
in this country will realize that we are 
trying to clean the water, we are try-
ing to clean the air, we are trying to 
clean those brown fields, we are trying 
to stop the emissions in the air. We 
simply cannot state that charge if, in 
fact, the budget reflects something 
that is totally different, and which this 
budget did. 

The budget also cut the EPA’s 
science and technology program by $54 
million, again, from the 2001 freeze 
level. This cut includes $4.5 million for 
safe drinking water research and a $6.3 
million cut in research on key air pol-
lutants. I simply cannot understand a 
person who said with the most oratori-
cal stance that one could make that 
there will be a new era of environ-
mental protection; and yet this budget 
does not reflect any of that, a person 
who spoke about this comprehensive 
education package that will leave no 
child behind; and yet we see that many 
children will be left behind. 

I simply say as an educator, I cannot 
go back to my district and say, well 
done, we have done what you need, we 
have met those needs that you have. I 
cannot go back to my grandchildren 
and those children who think that the 
water is tainted, that there should be 
something done with the water and 
say, well, we do not know whether we 
can do that; we do not know whether 
we can fix that now. I cannot tell my 
asthmatic children and grandchildren 
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who have asthma that you really can-
not go outside because the emission in 
the air is so thick that you will not be 
able to breath. I simply cannot go 
home and say that ‘‘well done’’ on a 
great budget resolution. I cannot go 
home and say that this budget speaks 
to the needs of my community. 

I simply will have to say that we do 
not have the right people making the 
right decisions for you; and, therefore, 
we need to look at the possibility of 
changing that in the near future. Be-
cause, Madam Speaker, if we are talk-
ing about the environmental and edu-
cational welfare of our children, then 
our Nation is at stake, our children, 
the environment really are at stake 
here. Because we have to speak to the 
children. We have to speak to the envi-
ronment. We have to speak to the crit-
ical needs that will help us to address 
these needs, the critical needs of these 
areas that will not be advantaged by 
this tax cut. In fact, they do not even 
meet the levels of the tax cuts. 

So if we are to live up to our prom-
ises, if we are to be the types of leaders 
that will be obligated to be responsible 
for those who are less fortunate, for 
those who are looking to us to provide 
those things that have not been pro-
vided for on the local and State level, 
then we must address why this budget 
resolution did not present itself in the 
fashion that would create the type of 
climate that would be conducive to the 
needs of those of whom I speak. 

This is why I could not support the 
budget. I wanted to. I really wanted to 
help the President and help our coun-
try to have a budget that we could all 
rally behind and would appreciate. But 
that budget left behind our Nation’s 
poorest and the most underserved chil-
dren. And because of that, we simply 
cannot go out and rally that this budg-
et was one for the urban or the rural 
communities. In fact, we cannot even 
say this budget presented itself for 
children so that we could bring them 
forward and not leave them behind. 

It is a pretty sad day when we cut 
from educational technology and chil-
dren are desperately trying to get on 
the Internet and trying to see just 
what that computer is all about. It is a 
sad day when the disabled student can-
not get some of the resources that he 
or she needs because of this budget 
that did not speak to them. It is a very 
sad day when children cannot have ade-
quate schools because of the renova-
tion, the funding that has been cut 
from this budget. 

I am pleased that we have one who 
has come to the floor who is a great 
leader, who is one of our budget per-
sons, and who can speak to and articu-
late why the majority of this Demo-
cratic House did not vote on this budg-
et. I present to my colleagues now this 
outstanding leader, the gentlewoman 
from the State of North Carolina (Mrs. 
CLAYTON). 

Mrs. CLAYTON. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman for yielding. I 
appreciate her leadership in coming to 
the floor and speaking about the seri-
ousness of this budget and how it af-
fects children, how it affects the envi-
ronment. I heard the gentlewoman say 
what a marvelous thing he is doing for 
the country, to point out the serious-
ness of a budget document. The budget 
document is very important. It says, 
where are we going to put our re-
sources. It says, indeed, where we place 
value. It says if we are talking from a 
political campaign or from a deep-seat-
ed commitment of American resources. 

Now, the document should indeed be 
about where our priorities and our 
needs are; and the gentlewoman was 
correct, I think I heard her talk about 
recruiting teachers. I know the gentle-
woman has taken a leadership role on 
that before she came to Congress on 
the whole issue, and she knows the 
critical shortage of teachers we have 
across America. She also knows that 
the future of our country is based on 
having good schools. So we have to 
have those who are able to lead the 
others. So it is so critical, and the 
number one priority in America hap-
pens to be education. Yet it was the 
most egregious omission in the budget. 

Now, I come from agriculture; and I 
am very pleased that I saw there was 
some lifting up of the agriculture over 
what we had originally, so I want to 
applaud that. But I cannot accept that 
this budget was an important docu-
ment; and you know that at the end of 
the day, that document will not be the 
guide that we just passed for several 
reasons. One, we cannot ignore the pri-
orities of education and prescription 
drugs and the needs of America with-
out the appropriators hearing from all 
of us and hearing from America who is 
saying, regardless of what we did with 
the budget, we have desperate needs. 
Regardless of what we have heard in 
terms of opportunities for us to get by 
with so little, we need more resources. 
So we know at the end of the day they 
are going to ignore those caps, and 
they are going to exceed those caps. 

Also, we know that the budget is an 
important document because it should 
tell us where we are going to get our 
resources. We know that when we bal-
ance our budget at home, we cannot 
speculate that the job I do not have, I 
can just plug in a number. Well, the 
Federal Government, how we fund our 
resources is usually from taxes; and 
those are the actions we now have an 
obligation or that are legal on the 
books. So that is one. 

The other one for resources happens 
to be trust funds, trust funds com-
mitted for the future. What are those 
trust funds? The trust fund for Social 
Security, the trust fund for Medicare. 
Or another way we can add resources, 
we can say well, if I need more money, 
I will just reduce spending over here in 

order to put money over there. So that 
is another way. So our budget should 
clearly indicate to the American peo-
ple, how do we plan to pay for this and 
where do we get those monies? What 
tax reductions will do? So if we reduce 
the taxes, do we get more from the 
trust fund? Or do we cut programs? The 
money has to come from somewhere. 
So if we have an important document 
that should be telling the American 
people, this is a guide, well, the guide 
should clearly say, if I look at your 
budget, I know your resources and I 
know your revenue; and I know where 
these resources are from and how we 
gather the revenue, and that I am not 
either going into the Medicare Trust 
Fund, I am not going into the Social 
Security Trust Fund. 

Why is that important? Well, in the 
tax budget we just passed, it says that 
we will have a $1.25 trillion tax reduc-
tion over the next 10 years. Now, that 
is just the beginning of the process. 
That is not the end. And we are paying 
down less of our debt. If we pay less of 
our debt, that means, guess what? In-
terest will go up. And as the interest 
goes up, so will that tax bill go up. We 
will find as we do that, the American 
people will say, well, I thought you 
said that the tax reduction was only 
about 1.3. How come at the end of the 
day, it is almost 1.6 or $2 trillion? Well, 
you have to add interest; and guess 
what, there are some other tax adjust-
ments that we need to do, and a num-
ber for interest will be knocking on the 
door. 

So again, I want to commend the 
gentlewoman for taking the time to ex-
plain to the American people and to 
our colleagues that the gentlewoman 
takes seriously the budget process, and 
I know I do. I am on the Committee on 
the Budget. I am offended not only by 
process, but also by substance. We have 
435 of us, and the process allows that in 
a conference stage, the conferees, 
taken from both sides, should meet to-
gether. Now, we understand that the 
Democrats are in the minority and 
they will lose many of those battles 
supposedly, but we do not expect to be 
shut out completely. 

So I am offended by process, but I am 
equally offended by substance, which is 
not there, the kinds of things that we 
will not be able to do. The kids will not 
be able to get educated, the environ-
ment will not be able to keep clean, 
and the commitment to the American 
people we cannot sustain if, indeed, we 
go with this budget resolution as it is. 
It means that we have to indeed get 
the money from somewhere. So it has 
to come from the trust funds, Social 
Security and Medicare. When we do 
that, we have violated the trust and 
our commitment to the American peo-
ple. There is not enough money for pre-
scription drugs, and the gentlewoman 
knows that as well. 
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Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. 

Madam Speaker, I thank the gentle-
woman for coming to the floor, because 
I tried to just take portions of this to 
speak on and next week we will speak 
on some of the others; and hopefully, 
this will send a signal to those con-
ferees that we really are concerned 
about the impact this budget will have 
on our communities. 

But when we look at the cuts in edu-
cational technology, the gentlewoman 
was one of the lead persons on the H1B 
bill, that really suggests to me and 
hopefully to some others of us that we 
are not trying to get the future ready 
for these high-tech jobs that surely 
should be the workforce from this 
country and not having to bring folks 
from across the waters to try to fill 
those types of high-tech jobs. So when 
we cut from educational technology, 
we are simply saying, that workforce 
that will mirror more of a minority, we 
do not worry about them anyway. We 
will just continue to bring people over. 
So the gentlewoman’s take on that is 
really very valid. 

Mrs. CLAYTON. Again, Madam 
Speaker, I just want to thank the gen-
tlewoman for taking the time and tak-
ing the leadership and for raising the 
consciousness and the understanding of 
the importance or the lack thereof, as 
we propose, of the budget process. Per-
haps the American people will under-
stand what happened today is of some 
significance, and they should wake up 
and be engaged in this process. 

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Well, 
again, we thank the gentlewoman so 
much and thank her for the work that 
she has done on the budget, irrespec-
tive of how it came out today. 

We have again with us one of the 
great leaders of another State that has 
been front and center on education and 
on the environment, and I am sure she 
can pull from that budget any number 
of things that she feels was really egre-
gious for the constituents whom she 
serves. Let me please recognize now 
the gentlewoman from Georgia (Ms. 
MCKINNEY).
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Ms. MCKINNEY. Madam Speaker, I 
want to thank the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD) 
for yielding to me. 

Madam Speaker, I would like to ap-
plaud the fact that the gentlewoman 
had the initiative, the gentlewoman 
took the initiative to come down here 
to talk to the American people, to talk 
to our constituents about the issues 
that are very important to us and 
issues that are important to them, 
promises made and promises broken. 

At the same time, we hear from the 
White House statements like, I am 
keeping the promises I campaigned on. 

Let us just go and replay that cam-
paign, because as far as I can remem-
ber, if I remember correctly, the cur-

rent occupant of the White House lost 
the vote of the American people by 
500,000. 

Then on top of that, I had an election 
reform town hall meeting, and at the 
town hall meeting, we had the private 
company ChoicePoint come and testify 
about how the voter list was affected, 
so that those people who would go and 
present themselves in Florida and try 
to vote were denied the right to vote, 
because they started off the process 
with a list that was wrong. 

What ChoicePoint testified at our 
hearing was that the State of Florida 
requested an inaccurate list. They re-
quested a list of ineligible voters that 
was larger than the number of actual 
ineligible voters in Florida. 

Where did they get those additional 
names of ineligible voters? They got 
those additional names from the State 
of Texas. Remind me. Who was running 
the State of Texas? Who is now run-
ning the State of Florida? 

So we have the Bush brothers getting 
together and deciding who is going to 
vote in Florida and who is not going to 
vote in Florida, and then we have 
Kathy Harris coming up here on Cap-
itol Hill to the Congress, the most pow-
erful legislative body on the planet of 
Earth, coming and saying that election 
reform is the most important agenda 
for me as Secretary of State. 

If the State of Florida was important 
to the Bush brothers in the year 2000, 
just imagine after having lost the pop-
ular vote by 500,000-plus, how impor-
tant is the State of Florida going to be 
in the year 2004? 

Now we are asked to come here to 
talk about the environment and the 
budget, and I see that the gentlewoman 
from Pennsylvania (Ms. HART), who is 
sitting in the chair, is watching the 
timer, because this is the kind of infor-
mation that folks do not want to come 
out. 

Forty-five percent of George W. 
Bush’s tax cut is going to go to the 
wealthiest 1 percent of taxpayers. If 
you make a million dollars, you are 
going to get a lot back. But if you hap-
pen to be a regular, average American, 
you will not get very much back; but 
we want to make sure that regular, av-
erage Americans get the most that 
they can get back. 

Is it not interesting, I just happened 
to compile a list, we got up to 80 im-
portant issues for the first 100 of the 
Bush days. I would like to remind the 
people that this is the wealthiest Cabi-
net in the history of the United States. 
So, of course, they are going to go all 
over the country talking about we have 
to support the President’s tax proposal. 

How much are they going to get 
back? Our Secretary of Energy, Spen-
cer Abraham, campaigned on a plat-
form to abolish the Department of En-
ergy; is that not interesting? Can you 
imagine? No wonder the White House is 
now going into apoplexy as they try 

and recover their position on the envi-
ronment. 

Americans, by a remarkable 7–1 mar-
gin, think that Bush is less concerned 
about protecting the environment than 
protecting the interests of the energy 
industry. Of course, we see that oil is 
thicker than blood, because now 
George W. is even going against his 
brother Jeb down in Florida, so that 
they can auction off offshore oil and 
gas leases in the Gulf of Mexico. 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
BOEHLERT) gave the administration an 
‘‘incomplete’’ with respect to dealing 
with the environment in their first 100 
days. Now, we also would have to give 
the administration an incomplete, be-
cause even as we try and take care of 
business on behalf of our constituents, 
and, of course, we have to interact with 
the White House, I guess they are just 
yelling down the hall to empty offices, 
because 90 percent of the positions 
have not even been filled. 

Madam Speaker, I have written let-
ters to the White House on the Yucca 
Mountain project, the apparent ap-
pointment of Walter Kansteiner, which 
is an abomination, to be the assistant 
Secretary of State for African Affairs. 
That appointment is an abomination. 

I have written to the White House on 
the Kyoto Protocol, on behalf of the 
people of Vieques, on behalf of people 
who have hemophilia, about the issue 
of the Free Trade Area of the Amer-
icas, about the education rate or the E-
rate program, about the National 
Science Foundation, about the need for 
the Center for Disease Control and Pre-
vention in my district, which is respon-
sible for doing the most incredible 
things around the world on behalf of 
our health security. 

I have written about contract bun-
dling and the negative impact that it 
has on minorities and women who want 
to do business with the Federal Gov-
ernment. I have written about the 2000 
Census. I have also written about the 
1946 murders of four black share-
croppers in Walton, Georgia, who were 
lynched. 

What have I gotten in response? I got 
a letter that says, I have shared your 
letter with the President’s advisers and 
the appropriate agencies who have been 
formulating policy recommendations 
in this area. 

Hello. 
You were elected how many months 

ago? You had your plan of operation 
how many months ago? You certainly 
had your plan of operation in effect in 
November of the year 2000, because you 
took the election. But what comes 
after the election is governing, and 
that unfortunately is not what is being 
done. 

The American people are being short-
changed. The American people are 
being shortchanged by what is hap-
pening in this Congress, with this Re-
publican majority, that since it was 
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elected in 1994 has failed to produce a 
budget on time. 

Madam Speaker, I want to thank the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
MILLENDER-MCDONALD) for her leader-
ship. I want to thank her for allowing 
us to have this opportunity to come 
here tonight and to let the American 
people know what is really happening 
with their government, our govern-
ment. 

We must have change. We must be 
able to deliver on behalf of our con-
stituents. 

Madam Speaker, I include the fol-
lowing for the RECORD: 

1. Bush campaigned on a pledge to provide 
a $1.6 trillion tax cut to America’s wealthi-
est families. 

2. Bush named the wealthiest cabinet in 
the history of the United States. 

3. Bush’s Cabinet stumped for the Presi-
dent’s tax cut proposal. 

4. Bush’s number one priority in his first 
100 days has been promoting a tax plan that 
will cost $2.6 trillion over the next ten years. 
45% of his cut will benefit the wealthiest 
one-percent of taxpayers, people with an av-
erage income of $915,000. 

5. The Bush tax plan against women and 
lower income earners gives no tax relief at 
all to those families too poor to pay income 
taxes (12 million families with 24 million 
children), no tax deductions for 53% of Black 
and Hispanic families; and no tax cuts made 
for single persons earning between $6,001 to 
$27,050 nor for married persons earning 
$12,001 to $45,200. 

6. The administration’s proposal also fails 
to make adjustments that would make tax 
rates truly progressive. Completely un-
touched is the regressive payroll tax that 
places the heaviest burden on low to middle 
income workers, predominately female, 
while leaving in place a substantial break for 
high income earners who make no payroll 
tax contributions above the $80,400 level 
(most of whom are men, of course). 

7. Bush’s tax cut would wipe out the rest of 
any funds available, leaving nothing for fu-
ture contingencies, including shoring up So-
cial Security. 

8. The richest cabinet in history will get a 
kickback of over $100 million through Bush’s 
efforts to push the Estate Tax legislation 
through Congress. 

9. The Republican party is so devoid of tal-
ent that Bush named a record number of 
George Herbert Walker retreads to his Ad-
ministration. There’s no question about one 
assignment that’s going to get a big, fat ‘‘In-
complete’’—installing the 487 top officials 
who will run the executive branch the next 
four years. 90% of assigned positions are un-
filled. 

10. Our new Secretary of Energy, Spencer 
Abraham, recently campaigned on elimi-
nating the Department of Energy, the very 
program he now runs, while also leading ef-
forts to prevent increased fuel efficiency in 
vehicles. 

11. Our Secretary of the Interior, Gale Nor-
ton, has led efforts to rollback endangered 
species protection and allowed mining com-
pany polluters to escape clean up require-
ments and liability. 

12. Bush appointed Gale Norton as Sec-
retary of Interior because she believes that 
corporations have a constitutional right to 
pollute. 

13. Gale Norton’s first concrete attempt at 
a regulatory rollback was a proposal to gut 

updated environmental mining regulations 
that went into effect at the end of the Clin-
ton administration. Independent reports es-
timate that taxpayers could be on the hook 
for about $1 billion in environmental cleanup 
cost from today’s mines. 

14. President Bush’s choice for the No. 3 
spot at the Department of Energy is Robert 
G. Card, who until recently was CEO and 
president of a cleanup contractor that has 
been fined or penalized more than $725,000 for 
numerous worker safety, procurement and 
other violations since 1996. 

15. The New Attorney General has a his-
tory of blocking enforcement of environ-
mental laws; and throughout his career, 
Ashcroft has worked tirelessly to restrict a 
woman’s right to choose. 

16. The new head of the EPA, Christine 
Whitman, who doubts that global warming is 
a serious problem, defended global warming 
and got kicked by Bush. In a memo from 
Whitman to Bush, the EPA Administrator 
stressed the need for Bush to ‘‘appear’’ to be 
engaged in addressing global warming, as if 
the environment responds to appearances. 

17. Tommy Thompson, the new Secretary 
of the Department Of Health and Human 
Services was one of the country’s most anti- 
choice governors and now heads up the de-
partment that wields the greatest influence 
over policies affecting women’s reproductive 
health. 

18. Bush named Don Eberly, a right wing 
activist who was an official with the Na-
tional Fatherhood Institute, to head up a 
White House office for faith-based programs. 
Some women’s rights advocates are con-
cerned that Eberly will utilize the office to 
help funnel even more federal monies to mi-
sogynist groups who promote so-called fa-
therhood initiatives. 

19. John Negroponte, Bush’s appointee for 
UN Ambassador has a track record of dis-
respecting human rights. During his tour as 
ambassador to Honduras, Negorponte earned 
his reputation for being soft on human rights 
abuses. Under the helm of General Gustavo 
Alvarez Martinez, Honduras’s military gov-
ernment was both a close ally of the Reagan 
administration and was disappearing dozens 
of political opponents in classic death squad 
fashion. Negroponte turned a blind eye to 
human rights abuses and even helped to 
cover up extrajudicial killings. 

20. Bush’s appointee for Undersecretary of 
State for Arms Control and International Se-
curity, John Bolton, does not belong in the 
arms control job because, as the director of 
the Carnegie Non-Proliferation Project, Jo-
seph Cirincione, says: ‘‘Bolton is philosophi-
cally opposed to most of the international 
treaties that comprise the nonproliferation 
regime.’’ 

21. The nomination of Cuban-born Otto J. 
Reich as the State Department’s top Latin 
American official is drawing Democratic 
criticism based on his role in the 1980s Cen-
tral American wars. The Democrats’ con-
cerns over Reich focus on his leadership of 
the State Department’s one-time Office of 
Public Diplomacy for Latin America and the 
Caribbean. The office—which Reich led from 
its inception in June 1983 until January 1986 
was accused of running an illegal, covert do-
mestic propaganda effort against 
Nicaragua’s leftist Sandinista government 
and in favor of the Contra rebels. 

22. Bush named Linda Fisher, an executive 
with Monsanto Co., a leading developer of 
the world’s most dangerous chemicals and 
biotech foods, for the second-ranking job at 
the Environmental Protection Agency, the 
White House said yesterday. 

23. Energy interests gave $2.9 million to 
Bush for his political campaign, and then 
kicked in an additional $2.2 million for his 
inauguration fund. 

24. Bush plans to allow drilling in the Arc-
tic Wildlife Refuge and to sell out our public 
lands to private interests. 

25. He did a big favor for major electricity 
wholesalers by keeping the federal govern-
ment largely out of the California energy 
crisis, which has produced major profits for 
energy companies including Dynegy Inc., 
Enron Corp. and Reliant Energy Inc., all of 
which are based in Bush’s home state of 
Texas. 

26. Bush showed his loyalty to the coal 
mining and electricity industries when he re-
versed a campaign pledge to reduce carbon 
dioxide emissions, which may have saved an 
estimated 30,000 lives a year of those who die 
due to respiratory illness. 

27. Bush endangered the world’s future and 
damaged our credibility in the International 
community when he announced the United 
States’ withdrawal from the Kyoto Protocol, 
an international treaty aimed at combating 
global warming. Seems that he’s more inter-
ested in changing the global climate than 
the political climate. 

28. Dick Cheney formulated crucial energy 
policy decisions behind closed doors. 

29. Cheney’s task force focused heavily on 
incentives for production; easing regulatory 
barriers for energy development; and opening 
more public lands to drilling including na-
tional monuments and the Arctic National 
Wildlife Refuge in Alaska. 

30. Americans, by a remarkable 7-to-1 mar-
gin, think that Bush is less concerned about 
protecting the environment than about pro-
tecting the interests of the energy industry. 

31. Despite objections from his brother, 
Florida Governor Jeb Bush, he plans on auc-
tioning offshore oil and gas leases in the Gulf 
of Mexico. Seems that natural gas is thicker 
than blood. 

32. The Bush administration announced 
that it will block a rule from Clinton’s ad-
ministration requiring more energy efficient 
air conditioners. 

33. Republican representative Sherwood 
Boehlert said that the Bush first 100 days de-
serve the grade of ‘‘incomplete in dealing 
with the environment.’’ 

34. Bush’s budget proposes slashing more 
than $200 million from federal renewable en-
ergy and efficiency research programs, even 
as his administration declares the United 
States needs to find ways to cope with an 
‘‘energy crisis.’’ 

35. The snows of Mount Kilimanjaro melt 
away as global temperatures and ocean lev-
els rise, Bush plans nothing to address it. 

36. The Environmental Protection Agency 
announced it would withdraw the pending 
decrease in allowable arsenic for drinking 
water, prepared during the final days of the 
Clinton administration. 

37. Bush asked Congress to remove from 
the Endangered Species Act a provision that 
allows environmental groups and others to 
sue the Interior Department to get rare 
plants and animals listed as endangered. 

38. The Bush Administration plans to sus-
pend rules that require federal contractors 
to comply with environmental, civil rights 
and labor laws. 

39. In Quebec, Bush announced his inten-
tion to promote a trade plan for the Amer-
icas based on the failed NAFTA model. This 
will lead to further erosion of labor rights, 
human rights, and environmental protec-
tions throughout the hemisphere. 

40. And Bush is looking to kill the roadless 
policy rule that will protect millions of acres 
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of public land from taxpayer subsidized log-
ging. 

41. A Bush White House aide confirms that 
Bush is taking a look at recommending eas-
ing clean air regulations without Congres-
sional actions, thus saving utilities and coal-
mining companies billions of dollars of viola-
tions of clean air regulations and at the 
same time mooting legal action against pol-
luting companies. 

42. Bush was the top recipient of contribu-
tions from tobacco companies. Through care-
fully orchestrated budget cuts, Bush has 
managed to kill the lawsuit that the Justice 
Department has against big tobacco for de-
liberately deceiving the American people on 
public health issues. This move could poten-
tially save big tobacco billions. 

43. Speaking of Bankrupt public policy. 
Legislation championed for years by the fi-
nancial industry that would make it harder 
for consumers to wipe away their debts was 
passed by an overwhelming margin in both 
chambers of Congress. Though a similar 
measure had been approved last year, Presi-
dent Clinton vetoed it. Bush, however, has 
signaled he will sign the bill, a move that 
could generate an estimated tens of millions 
of dollars in additional revenue for major 
credit card companies. 

44. Where did Bush’s enthusiasm come 
from? Charles Cawley, President of MBNA 
America personally raised at least $100,000 
for the Bush campaign, qualifying him for 
admission into the Pioneers, the campaign’s 
roster of top supporters. Last January, 
Cawley broke out his checkbook again, writ-
ing a $100,000 check to the Bush-Cheney In-
augural Fund.

45. The U.S. Chamber of Commerce con-
tributed more than $514,000 to candidates and 
parties, 94% of that money went to Repub-
licans, and the National Association of Man-
ufacturers spent $12.8 million lobbying Mem-
bers of Congress from 1997 to 1999. 

46. In a private meeting in late February, 
Bush and Republican congressional leaders 
decided to kill the ergonomics rule put forth 
by the Clinton Administration, which would 
protect workers from workplace related inju-
ries. 

47. Following his pledge to leave no [rich] 
child behind, President’s Bush’s budget re-
duces resources for the Child Care and Devel-
opment Block Grant projects by $200 million. 
That means that many low-income children 
will no longer be eligible for childcare, mak-
ing it more difficult for their parents to 
work. 

48. Bush plans to eliminate all funding for 
the Early Learning Opportunities program, 
which would have supported parent edu-
cation and family support services. 

49. Bush’s budget will shortchange vital 
education programs; including efforts to re-
duce class sizes, improve teacher training, 
repair crumbling schools, promote after-
school programs, and increase the number of 
Pell Grants available to low income fresh-
men. 

50. Bush plans to cut in half grants that 
help states investigate and prevent child 
abuse and neglect. 

51. President Bush has proposed a regime 
of annual testing for all students between 
grades three and eight. Schools that dem-
onstrated an improvement in performance 
would be granted increased federal funding. 
Students at schools designated as low-per-
forming would, after three years, be able to 
use their share of federal funds to attend 
other public or private schools. The school 
would then be privatized with the assistance 
of the federal government. 

52. Bush’s budget does not even provide 
funds to keep up with inflation for the WIC 
program, which provides vital nutrition as-
sistance to low-income women, infants, and 
children. 

53. On the anniversary of Roe v. Wade, 
President Bush ordered the reinstatement of 
the global ‘‘gag’’ rule on international fam-
ily planning programs, programs that strive 
to prevent unintended pregnancies, reduce 
abortion, and avert hundreds of thousands of 
infant and maternal deaths worldwide each 
year. 

54. Bush is prepared to unilaterally abro-
gate the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty. 

55. Bush strongly advocates the National 
Missile Defense System or ‘‘Star Wars’’. This 
program has cost taxpayers over $40 billion 
to date, and yet it has failed repeatedly in 
carefully orchestrated tests. The program is 
destabilizing and China has already indi-
cated that it would initiate an arms race if 
the U.S. pursues the program. 

56. The Bush administration has put its 
European allies on notice that it intends to 
move quickly to develop a missile defense 
and plans to abandon or fundamentally alter 
the treaty that has been the keystone of 
arms control for nearly 30 years. 

57. Bush said he would suspend negotia-
tions with North Korea, this strict stance on 
Korea has soured once-improving relations 
with North Korea. 

58. The U.S. bombs 10 miles outside of 
Baghdad—a major metropolitan area—saying 
that the area was ‘‘unpopulated.’’

59. Plans by U.S. President George W. Bush 
to sell weapons including eight diesel-pow-
ered submarines to Taiwan have received an 
embarrassing setback at the hands of Euro-
pean governments. Neither the Germans nor 
the Dutch, who have sown up the market in 
diesel submarines, are willing to allow the 
sale of the subs to Taiwan. 

60. Under Bush, there has been a growing 
Anti-US feeling in the EU and around the 
world. 

61. Bush’s decision to proceed with arms 
sales to Taiwan—China has said that offen-
sive weapons such as subs will only lead to 
greater tensions in Asia. 

62. Bush’s commitment to the Balkans. 
While trying to build peace he is reducing 
U.S. commitment to peacebuilding. Same 
with the Middle East where tensions are 
growing and he is seeking to be less involved. 

63. Bush has continued use of drug certifi-
cation and the nomination of another hard 
liner to lead the War on Drugs. 

64. President Bush worked with the CIA 
and a Private Military Company to cover up 
their responsibility in the deaths of two 
American missionaries killed by a Peruvian 
fighter as part of U.S. drug war strategy. 

65. For women who depend upon govern-
ment to advance economic equity in an eco-
nomically unjust society, there would be lit-
tle or no money for improved child care/early 
childhood education programs, effective 
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission 
enforcement against discrimination and har-
assment. 

66. There will be little or no money for ex-
pansion of Violence Against Women pro-
grams, few options for expansion of health 
care coverage to the 43 million uncovered, no 
funds for a new prescription drug benefit for 
seniors. 

67. A multi-trillion dollar tax cut may also 
jeopardize the future financial solvency of 
Social Security and Medicare—the majority 
of beneficiaries being women—and there will 
be few resources remaining for critically 
needed social investments. 

68. Bush proposes to privatize Social Secu-
rity, a move that jeopardizes the financial 
future of millions of Americans.

69. President Bush announced an expanded 
faith-based initiative and a vigorous, but 
misguided campaign to turn over social serv-
ice programs to religious organizations. 
Faith-based initiatives, a more pernicious 
version of the old ‘‘charitable choice,’’ would 
permit direct federal funding of programs 
run by religious organizations, free to pros-
elytize and discriminate, that would have 
little public accountability. 

70. Bush’s faith based initiative faces 
major setback: people of faith have little 
faith in it! 

71. President Bush’s budget will propose 
deep cuts in a variety of health programs for 
people without health insurance. Services 
providing ‘‘health care access for the unin-
sured,’’ would be reduced 86 percent, to $20 
million, from $140 million in the current fis-
cal year. 

72. Mr. Bush’s budget request would also 
cut federal spending for the training of doc-
tors, dentists, nurses, pharmacists and other 
health professionals. 

73. Bush put a stop to giving unions pref-
erence on contracts for federal building 
projects. 

74. Senator Pete Domenici disagrees vehe-
mently with Bush’s decision to hold all fed-
eral spending to no more than a 4% increase. 

75. Kathy Harris, symbol of a purposely-
failed election, travels to Washington to tes-
tify before Congress on the need to have elec-
tions that the people can believe in. 

76. George W. Bush needs to win the Flor-
ida electoral college vote more in 2004 than 
in 2000. Therefore, don’t look too soon for 
any election reform from this President. 

77. According to David Broder, ‘‘The Bush 
White House so far has not made changing 
the election system a priority. The Presi-
dent’s proposed budget, along with the budg-
et resolutions of the House and Senate, set 
aside no fund for federal aid for improving 
election equipment or administration. 

78. Republican Jim Ramstad said that 
Bush White House interference in Minnesota 
politics could end up hurting the party. A 
phone call by Dick Cheney to dissuade a po-
tential candidate from running has all the 
markings of Bush and Cheney trying to be a 
‘‘kingmaker’’ thwarting the will of the peo-
ple. 

79. World reaction was tepid, critical or 
simply silent to President Bush’s announce-
ment that the United States would build a 
shield against ballistic missile attacks. 

80. President Bush throws a bash featuring 
535 Members of Congress to celebrate his 
first 100 days and schedules it on a Monday 
when few Members of Congress are in town: 
fewer than 200 Members of Congress bothered 
to show up. 

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. 
Madam Speaker, I would like to thank 
the gentlewoman from Georgia (Ms. 
MCKINNEY) for her extraordinary lead-
ership, for bringing the really poignant 
issues to the American people. The 
American people need to hear what 
passed out of this House or, more im-
portantly, what did not pass out of this 
House in terms of a budget for them. 

If we are indeed to have a value sys-
tem that speaks to those who are less 
fortunate, then a budget should reflect 
that. 

Madam Speaker, I am pleased to 
have the gentlewoman from California 
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(Mrs. NAPOLITANO) here, who is an out-
standing Member, an outstanding 
woman who had served with me in the 
State legislature of California, who was 
also a mayor of a city at the time that 
I, too, was one in another city in Cali-
fornia. 

The gentlewoman has been extremely 
strong in her leadership on the issues 
of education, the environment, on our 
children who are limited English- 
speaking. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO) to discuss this budget. 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Madam Speaker, 
I want to thank the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD) 
for the opportunity to speak on our 
President’s budget and the environ-
ment; that topic is very near and dear 
to many of us from the West Coast. 

President Bush certainly has not re-
ceived any honeymoon from the Na-
tion’s environmentalists: global warm-
ing, oil drilling in Alaska, arsenic lev-
els in drinking water, all of the issues 
that have garnered headlines as envi-
ronmentalists and others have argued 
with the President’s position. 

President Bush also stated last week 
in a Los Angeles Times article that he 
is committed to clean air and clean 
water. We hear him. We honor him. I 
have the perfect opportunity for him to 
demonstrate that commitment and 
achieve an early, bipartisan environ-
mental safety victory. 

There is a 101⁄2 million ton mountain 
of radioactive uranium scrap in a city 
called Moab in the State of Utah. That 
particular site is leaking 57,000 gallons 
a day of poison into the Colorado 
River, which is one of the main sources 
of tap water for over 20 million Ameri-
cans, some 18 out of California, and 
then others from Nevada, Utah, Colo-
rado, Arizona. And it is the main 
source of tap water for all of these indi-
viduals. 

Even though Moab is several hundred 
miles upstream from where we are, 
from the point of where southern Cali-
fornia draws its water, and no unsafe 
level of radioactivity or toxic sub-
stances to date have been detected in 
our area, it is a matter that requires 
our immediate attention. 

Let me tell my colleagues a little bit 
about this. This is a very dangerous 
situation that scientists and environ-
mental groups and many public offi-
cials from those areas have referred to 
as a radioactive time bomb. 

Picture a truncated mountain or an 
ancient ruin that is covering 130 acres 
and in circumference rising 11 stories 
high. This is the ominous legacy of a 
nearby uranium ore mill, which for 28 
years processed uranium ore for our 
national defense during the Cold War. 

These mill tailings, or scrap, were 
dumped into an unlined pond that 
eventually grew into this huge moun-
tain. Because of the mountain’s con-

cave top, rainwater funnels through 
the tailings, out the bottom, as a brew 
650 feet away that includes arsenic, 
lead and ammonia. That is just to 
name a few of those contaminants. 

Pressed to clean up this toxic site, 
the Atlas Corporation that ran it filed 
bankruptcy in 1998. Now, who can pre-
dict when this mountain’s poisons will 
endanger our health and that of our 
children, of our grandchildren and 
their grandchildren? As a grandmother 
of 14, there is a question I sure do not 
wish to contemplate. We must act now. 
We cannot wait. 

Last year, Congress passed and 
former President Clinton signed a bi-
partisan legislation for the Department 
of Energy to take control of this site of 
Moab, to clean it up, take it over from 
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

This would not have been possible 
without the support of Members of 
Congress on both sides, the generosity 
of the Ute Indian Tribe who had agreed 
to sign a memorandum of under-
standing with the Department of En-
ergy to allow them to acquire the De-
partment’s naval oil shale reserve. 

This Federal land, rich in gas re-
serve, was taken away from the Ute 
Tribe by the Federal Government in 
1915. In return, the pledge made by the 
Ute Tribe dedicates a portion of the gas 
royalties towards the cleanup and re-
moval, not capping, removal of the ura-
nium tailings pile. 

Our legislative goal this year will be 
to get this $10 million for cleanup in 
the Department of Energy’s nondefense 
environmental programs. 

I remind my colleagues, this is not a 
line item in the budget. It was not in-
cluded in our President’s budget. It is 
such an important issue, and yet it was 
not even considered for entry into our 
budget for this coming year. 

The cleanup is not just a priority to 
the residents of the 34th Congressional 
District, my district; it is an issue for 
agencies like the Metropolitan Water 
District and others who import the 
drinking water from Colorado for over 
17 million urban Southland residents. 
Efforts to clean up these uranium 
wastes are being championed by all of 
them throughout the western States of 
Utah, Nevada Arizona, California and 
other States. 

b 1715 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
FILNER), the gentleman from California 
(Mr. GEORGE MILLER), and the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. CANNON) are all 
moving in a broad bipartisan coalition 
to press for the removal of this radio-
active uranium waste and the cleanup 
of this site that affects millions of 
Americans. 

My colleagues and I will work dili-
gently to educate our new Secretary of 
Energy and Members in the House and 
Senate about this looming catastrophe. 
In these exciting days of this new Con-

gress, and with our new administra-
tion, we all look forward to joining 
with our president, with Secretary 
Abraham, and with colleagues on both 
sides to serve the best interest of our 
western States to ensure that clean 
water from the Colorado is available 
for future generations and will protect 
not only the environment but the pre-
cious sites that exist in that area. 

I do not know how much time the 
gentlewoman has left; but if I have an-
other few minutes, I have another issue 
of environment that I would like to 
mention. 

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. That 
would be fine. 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. There is another 
issue that deals with environmental 
issues, and that is the tertiary treat-
ment of water now being effectuated in 
some areas, including in California 
water that is treated before it is re-
leased into the ocean. EPA is now man-
dating that treatment plants be set up, 
costing taxpayers billions of dollars, in 
order to do a fourth treatment before 
that water is released into the ocean, 
or at least a third of it is treated. This 
water, which is used for irrigation in 
green spaces, in government areas for 
commercial and industrial use, is to be 
given a fourth treatment. 

Now, imagine that we have an agen-
cy, EPA, that is saying that we will 
now have to consider doing a fourth 
treatment to water that is already 
given the highest treatment before re-
lease for any other use. I think that we 
need to be very careful. Although we 
want to protect the health concerns of 
our citizens, and we are certainly con-
cerned about the after-effects of any-
thing that we release for consumption, 
although we do not drink tertiary- 
treated water, it is used for commer-
cial and industrial and irrigation pur-
poses, we are also aware that the costs 
that are going to be borne to do a 
treatment for which there has not been 
any validity given to it, that fourth 
treatment. 

We must find ways of being able to 
work with the environmental commu-
nity to give that fourth treatment, 
whether it is through settling ponds, so 
that it can filter through nature’s way, 
or be able to utilize it in melding 
through the rivers and aquifers, so that 
we do not saddle the taxpayers with ad-
ditional burdens of paying for addi-
tional costs to set up agencies to do a 
fourth treatment on water. That is a 
very important issue for anybody who 
is concerned about their aquifer refur-
bishment so that we have enough water 
in times of drought. 

That is very important and a very 
safe way of being able to deal with 
water shortages and other issues that 
are now facing us in many areas of our 
country. 

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank my dear friend and 
colleague, one of the great women out 
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of the State of California, for coming 
today to lend the support of why we did 
not vote on this budget and why this 
budget is not good for American people 
who have been left short of the Amer-
ican Dream. 

I now have another outstanding lead-
er of this House who has demonstrated 
over and over and over again her lead-
ership on a myriad of issues, but criti-
cally on the environment and edu-
cation. I am pleased to yield to the 
gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY) to speak about the im-
pact of this budget on her constituents 
and on some of our American people. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. I thank the gen-
tlewoman from California for yielding 
to me and for her leadership in gath-
ering us today to talk about the budget 
that just passed the House of Rep-
resentatives. And I am sorry to say it 
passed without my vote, because I 
would have liked to have voted for a 
budget that would have done what is 
right for the American people. That 
was not this budget. 

We are at a remarkable point in our 
history right now. For the first time in 
memory, really, we have a surplus of 
money in the budget. We have an op-
portunity as Americans now, as a fam-
ily might do, to say, okay, now we 
have some extra money available, why 
do we not look around and see if it is 
not time to fix the roof, to send our 
kids to a really good university, to pro-
vide ourselves with the health care 
that we need, to clean up our commu-
nity, to make things better, to pay 
down our debts. How about that? We 
could pay off our debts, if as a family 
we had extra money. 

But instead of doing that, we are 
about to squander the money that we 
have by giving most of it to the 
wealthiest of Americans, at the ex-
pense of what? Well, as a mother and as 
a grandmother, I am very concerned 
about education. As a Congresswoman, 
I have been going around my district, 
and not just to poor communities but 
to my suburban communities, and 
what do I find? I find schools that are 
overcrowded, where kids are bundled 
up in a couple of classes in one room, 
where ceiling paint is falling down, 
where there is not enough computers 
to teach the new technologies. We can-
not even plug in computers in some 
schools because the wiring is faulty. 

We have the money now to do school 
construction, to provide after-school 
programs, and early childhood edu-
cation. Things that would benefit all of 
our children are within our reach right 
now because we have a surplus of dol-
lars. What instead are we doing? We 
look at the education budget that came 
out of this House today, and it does not 
even include what the President of the 
United States asked for in increasing 
the budget. It barely increases edu-
cation funding by the rate of inflation, 
one of the poorest increases in edu-

cation funding that we have ever seen, 
or at least in recent years. And yet this 
President says he is an education 
President. We are doing so little for 
what needs so much right now. And 
knowing what we could do, it just 
makes me want to weep. 

I live in Chicago; I represent a dis-
trict in Chicago where there is a crisis 
in affordable housing. We are short 
about 155,000 affordable housing units 
in the Chicago area. This budget that 
came out of this House today cuts $2 
billion from housing and urban devel-
opment, money that could go to pro-
vide housing. Not more housing. As a 
consequence, we could get less housing. 
We are meeting less of the need than 
we should have. 

If we look at the programs that have 
formed the basis of our security net in 
this country, Social Security and Medi-
care, programs that have worked to lift 
seniors out of poverty, have provided 
health care for our elders, people with 
disabilities, widows and orphans, 
things that all Americans can be proud 
of, all Americans rely on, this threat-
ens the integrity of the Social Security 
Trust Fund. It threatens Medicare. It 
raids the Medicare Trust Fund to pay 
for an inadequate prescription drug 
benefit. 

So senior citizens who thought, my 
goodness, both candidates for Presi-
dent, including George Bush, cam-
paigned he wanted a prescription drug 
benefit under Medicare. But do not 
look in this budget that just came out 
of the House. I am afraid to say it is 
not there. There is a measly program 
that will go to seniors, some of whom 
earn $11,500 or less. But we know even 
middle-income seniors are going broke 
because they cannot buy their prescrip-
tion drugs. Where is the prescription 
drug benefit under Medicare? It is not 
there. 

This is the first budget in a long time 
that does not give more funding for the 
Ryan White Care Act for the AIDS pan-
demic that continues to rage in the 
United States, even as AIDS cases, par-
ticularly among women, particularly 
among women of color, continues to 
accelerate. There is no money for that. 

Child abuse prevention is cut. Child 
care is cut. Graduate medical edu-
cation training for doctors to work in 
children’s hospitals is cut. Veterans 
benefits are inadequate. Medicaid is 
being cut. We are supposed to be trying 
to pay down our debt, which would help 
us bolster the Social Security Trust 
Fund. 

All of this is being crowded out by a 
tax cut almost half of which is going to 
go to the wealthiest Americans. Does it 
make any sense that we help the mil-
lion millionaires at the expense of 39 
million senior citizens and persons 
with disabilities who want a prescrip-
tion drug benefit or want to know that 
their Medicare is safe? And it is all 
based on projections of a surplus for 

the next 10 years that is using a flawed 
crystal ball. 

What makes us think that our pro-
jections are going to work when they 
never have in the past? We have always 
been way off; yet we are going to com-
mit this money. No family would do 
that. We are going to commit this 
money now and hope that it will be 
there. This budget is fuzzy math, big 
time; and it jeopardizes all of the pro-
grams that have helped Americans to 
improve their quality of life. 

I thank the gentlewoman for letting 
me say that. 

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman so 
much. I really do thank her, and I ap-
preciate her leadership on the issues. 

Mr. Speaker, as we close, we want to 
remind all of us that the number one 
priority for this country must be our 
children, the future of tomorrow. And 
if education is going to be anything, it 
should be to not leave any child be-
hind. Hopefully, the conferees will look 
at that; and we will have a budget com-
ing out of the Senate side, I should say, 
that will help us in bridging the ones 
who are underrepresented along with 
those who are represented in terms of 
the American Dream. 

f 

RECESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

BROWN of South Carolina). Pursuant to 
clause 12 of rule I, the Chair declares 
the House in recess subject to the call 
of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 28 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair. 

f 

b 1825 

AFTER RECESS 
The recess having expired, the House 

was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. DREIER) at 6 o’clock and 
25 minutes p.m. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 1646, FOREIGN RELATIONS 
AUTHORIZATION ACT, FISCAL 
YEARS 2002 AND 2003 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART, from the Com-

mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 107–62) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 138) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1646) to 
authorize appropriations for the De-
partment of State for fiscal years 2002 
and 2003, and for other purposes, which 
was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted to: 
Mr. INSLEE (at the request of Mr. 

GEPHARDT) for May 8 on account of 
flight delays. 
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