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resident of St. Joseph, Missouri, who is cele-
brating her 90th birthday, today, May 16, 
2001. She was born in St. Joseph in 1911, the 
only daughter of Thomas and Vera Moore, 
along with her four brothers, Joseph, Wilbur, 
Norman, and Mason. She was married to her 
late husband, Ralph J. Swoboda, for 61 years. 

Verna’s four children, Rachel, Tom, Vera, 
and Gloria are hosting a birthday celebration 
for her on May 26th at the home of her daugh-
ter, Rachel, in St. Joseph. It is expected that 
her entire family, including nine grandchildren 
and eight great grandchildren will attend, 
many coming from out of state. Also, her 
many friends in the senior residence where 
she lives in her own apartment plan to cele-
brate with her on May 16th. 

Verna enjoys good health and is very active 
with her family, her church, her friends, and 
her hobbies. She still enjoys painting, writing 
poetry, reading good books, and working on 
her scrapbooks and picture albums. She is a 
very spunky lady with a very sharp wit and is 
adored by all who know her. She can tell a 
very good story and has always been proud of 
her Irish heritage, and she is especially proud 
of her hometown of St. Joseph. 

Again, I want to wish Verna Irene Swoboda 
all the very best on her 90th birthday. 
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THE STATE AND LOCAL 
CANDIDATE FAIRNESS ACT 

HON. F. JAMES SENSENBRENNER, JR. 
OF WISCONSIN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 16, 2001 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speaker, today 
I am introducing legislation to extend to the 
principal campaign committee of state and 
local candidates for elective public office the 
same graduated tax rates which apply to the 
principal campaign committee of a candidate 
for Congress. 

In running for Congress, Members of the 
House are made aware of the Section 527 tax 
laws that apply to congressional campaign 
committees. What many Members of Con-
gress may not be aware of is the unfair tax 
treatment of campaign committees for state 
and local candidates. Recently, state rep-
resentatives from my home state of Wisconsin 
brought to my attention the burdensome tax 
laws involving the graduated tax rates applica-
ble to interest bearing accounts for state and 
local campaign committees. Under current 
law, the tax rate applied to the interest earned 
by a campaign committee is determined by 
which office the candidate seeks. State and 
local candidates are forced to pay a 35% tax 
rate while congressional candidates pay only 
15% on interest bearing accounts for their pri-
mary campaign committees. 

That is why I am introducing the State and 
Local Candidate Fairness Act. This legislation 
would allow state and local candidates to pay 
the same tax rate as congressional candidates 
on interest bearing accounts for their cam-
paign committees. 

As we are asking our state and local offi-
cials to build better and safer communities, we 
should be encouraging more involvement from 
our citizens and not discouraging them from 
participating in state or local government. 

By addressing unfair tax burdens on state 
candidates, my legislation would also help to 
simplify the tax code. By making the tax rates 
the same for state and local candidates as 
they are for congressional candidates, the tax 
code will in a small way become simpler for 
everyone running for office. I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation to fight 
against unfair tax rates for candidates for state 
and local office. 
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TRIBUTE TO DR. JOHN HORN 

HON. PETE SESSIONS 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 16, 2001 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
recognize today an outstanding educator from 
my district, Dr. John Horn. At the end of this 
school year, Dr. Horn will retire as Super-
intendent of the Mesquite Independent School 
District, bringing his long and distinguished ca-
reer to a close. 

During his 38-year career, Dr. Horn has 
been a visionary in public education, receiving 
numerous awards for his service. In 1995, he 
was honored as the Texas Superintendent of 
the Year by the Texas Association of School 
Administrators. The Mesquite ISD, with over 
32,000 students, has thrived under his leader-
ship, most recently earning the ‘‘Recognized’’ 
rating from the Texas Education Agency in 
2000. 

Dr. Horn involves the entire community in 
the improvement of education and involves 
himself in the community through various civic 
organizations. Often referred to as the ‘‘super-
intendent’s superintendent,’’ Dr. Horn has thor-
oughly dedicated himself to the education and 
enrichment of his students. 

Although he be will greatly missed, Dr. 
Horn’s legacy will serve as a constant re-
minder of his extraordinary career. I ask my 
colleagues to join me in congratulating Dr. 
John Horn on all of his accomplishments and 
wishing him the best for his well-deserved re-
tirement. 

f 

THE TREND OF PRIVATIZATION 

HON. TED STRICKLAND 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 16, 2001 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
address a trend that I find very disturbing; a 
trend that I encounter again and again across 
a spectrum of seemingly unrelated issues. It is 
the trend of privatization, the trend of govern-
ment forfeiting its responsibilities to those it 
serves. 

I believe strongly that certain societal func-
tions are so important that they simply must 
be carried out by the government, namely the 
imprisonment of criminals and the mainte-
nance of a health care safety net for our most 
vulnerable citizens. Now, I realize that these 
two functions are extremely divergent, but 
both are vitally important to society. The pur-
pose of imprisonment is to protect the public 

from dangerous individuals who are paying a 
debt to society, and the purpose of the public 
health safety net is to protect the public, par-
ticularly the poor, from the ravages of prevent-
able and treatable disease. 

These two public functions have one very 
important thing in common: once we privatize 
them and turn over their missions to profit- 
making entities, we will never be able to re-
build what we have lost. 

Public hospitals and public health centers 
provide a vital service as part of our national 
health care delivery system; they provide care 
to those who would be turned away from other 
institutions for not having health insurance. 
They often serve the poorest and the sickest 
populations, and are particularly attuned to the 
health consequences of delayed care, poverty, 
poor nutrition and chronic disease. Because 
these institutions are directly accountable to 
the public, they serve the public well—better, 
I would argue, than a privatized counterpart. I 
am not saying that private hospitals are not 
important or that they do not provide their 
share of uncompensated care, because they 
do, and we need to have them around. I am 
saying that public health care providers play a 
very important role in the health care market-
place, and they are unique in that they are 
more directly accountable to the public than 
are their private counterparts. More important, 
once we break our commitment to providing 
public health care by privatizing this service, 
we will find it very difficult, if not impossible, to 
re-establish this vital component of our com-
prehensive health care delivery system. I fear 
that we are moving toward this unfortunate 
state of affairs right now in our nation’s capitol 
with the proposed privatization of DC General 
Hospital. Mr. Speaker, I believe that the plan 
to privatize DC General is, like most privatiza-
tion plans, an extremely shortsighted measure 
that will jeopardize the availability of quality 
health care for some of the city’s poorest citi-
zens. 

Likewise, the privatization of our nation’s 
prisons is a practice that I find equally repug-
nant. The need to make a profit creates an in-
centive for private prison companies to cut 
comers when it comes to the security of the 
facility and the quality of correction personnel. 
The result is understaffing, low wages, inad-
equate training, poor benefits, and difficult 
working conditions. Reports from various pri-
vate facilities reveal a failure to fill staff posi-
tions, a failure to provide government man-
dated programs that involve proper correc-
tional officer training and prisoner rehabilitation 
programs, and a failure to implement tested, 
comprehensive security measures. Addition-
ally, when governments contract out with pri-
vate prison operators, taxpayers lose much in 
the way of valuable oversight tools. Neverthe-
less, they are still forced to assume much of 
the financial and legal liability associated with 
the operation of private prisons. If there are 
riots or breakouts, local government authori-
ties are called in to handle the situation. When 
a private prison official violates an inmates 
rights, the taxpayers from the community—not 
the prison corporation—foot the bill for the 
lawsuit. 

Whether it’s the security of our prison sys-
tem or the health care of America’s poorest 
citizens, privatization is a risky business that 
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