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without them we would not have nor be
able to celebrate the freedoms that we
enjoy.

———

TRIBUTE TO CHANCELLOR JULIUS
CHAMBERS

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

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, last month a gathering of dis-
tinguished North Carolinians assem-
bled in Durham to pay tribute to Ju-
lius Chambers upon his retirement
from the chancellorship of North Caro-
lina Central University. Speaker after
speaker praised Chancellor Chambers
for his many contributions to the uni-
versity and to the community.

Today, along with the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. WATT), I
want to pay tribute in this House to
Julius Chambers, to his distinguished
and path-breaking career, to his bold
vision, perseverance, and ability to in-
spire that have meant so much to the
university, to North Carolina and to
the Nation.

Julius Chambers served as chancellor
of his alma mater for 8 years, and his
vision for NCCU reminds me of another
leader of a great Durham university,
Terry Sanford, who led Duke Univer-
sity with what he called ‘‘outrageous
ambitions.” Julius Chambers brought
that tradition of ‘‘outrageous ambi-
tions” to Central, and he left the uni-
versity far stronger than he found it.

Julius Chambers accepted the call to
return to Central after a distinguished
history of leadership in the civil rights
movement, the legal profession, and
higher education. He came back to
Durham with a reputation as a premier
civil rights lawyer, having argued land-
mark desegregation cases in the 1960s
and 1970s. His most famous case was
Swann vs. Board of Education, in
which he persuaded the U.S. Supreme
Court in 1971 to approve Charlotte’s
comprehensive plan for school integra-
tion.

At Central, he moved quickly and ef-
fectively to increase public and private
funding, to raise admissions standards
and strengthen curricula, to recruit
talented faculty and add major facili-
ties in biotechnology and education,
and to involve Central students in com-
munity service as an integral part of
their curriculum.
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He had an active agenda at the Fed-
eral level as well. I enjoyed working
with him on matters ranging from the
impact of the Higher Education Act on
Historically Black Colleges and Uni-
versities to the Eagle Village project,
which is developing the community
around NCCU; the highly promising
NCCU-EPA partnership at the Bio-
medical/Biotechnology Research Insti-
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tute, which bears Mr. Chambers’ name;
and the restoration of Shepard House,
the home of NCCU’s founder.

Julius Chambers graduated summa
cum laude from NCCU in 1958, earned a
master’s degree in history from the
University of Michigan in 1959, and he
completed his law degree at the Uni-
versity of North Carolina at Chapel
Hill in 1962 and earned a master’s de-
gree in law from Columbia University
School of Law in 1964. He was the first
African American to edit the UNC Law
Review. He was selected by Thurgood
Marshall to be the first intern for the
NAACP Legal Defense Fund. He found-
ed North Carolina’s first interracial
law firm, which continues a distin-
guished and wide-ranging practice
today.

As he presided over his last com-
mencement this year, Chancellor
Chambers told students how he felt
when he graduated from Central 43
years ago. Despite being black and
poor, he believed he could accomplish
anything: ‘“You are expected to suc-
ceed. You are expected to dream,” he
told the graduates of NCCU. As Julius
Chambers returns to Charlotte and his
law practice, we are grateful for the
foundation he laid at Central; and we
pledge to continue to build on his
dream for the benefit of all.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. WATT), a
close friend and associate of Mr. Cham-
bers.

Mr. WATT of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE), my friend
and colleague, for yielding to me and
for joining in this tribute to Julius
Chambers. I am proud to join with the
gentleman in paying tribute to Julius
Chambers who, while we were out dur-
ing our most recent break from Con-
gress, retired from the chancellorship
at North Carolina Central University
in Durham, North Carolina, on June 1.

North Carolina Central, of course,
was in my congressional district for
the first 6 years of my service in the
Congress; and then, because my dis-
trict lines were redrawn, North Caro-
lina Central went out of my congres-
sional district and into the district of
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. PRICE). At that time, Julius
Chambers was the chancellor of North
Carolina Central.

My relationships with Julius Cham-
bers go back to well before he became
chancellor of North Carolina Central
University in Durham. More than 35
years ago, when I was about to enter
undergraduate school in 1963, I had the
pleasure of meeting Julius Chambers
when he was about to open his law firm
in Charlotte, North Carolina. Nobody
knew at that time, of course, what im-
pact Julius Chambers would have on
North Carolina. Nobody knew that he
would become a renowned civil rights
lawyer and be involved in so many
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landmark civil rights cases, such as
school desegregation, employment dis-
crimination, and criminal cases with
substantial civil rights implications.

But Julius Chambers was there about
to start a law firm, and I was about to
start undergraduate school; and he was
already encouraging me, even before I
started undergraduate school, to con-
sider going to law school and returning
to my native city, Charlotte, to prac-
tice law. This was 7 years before I even
got a law degree, and 4 years before I
got an undergraduate degree, and even
then, Julius Chambers was having an
impact on my life.

I stayed in contact with him for the
next 4 years, for the next 3 years after
that 4 years while I was in law school,
and got an offer to return to the law
firm that he had started in 1970, and
did, in fact, go back to Charlotte to
practice with Julius Chambers in that
law firm, the first integrated law firm
in North Carolina, one of the first inte-
grated law firms in the South at that
time. He was solely responsible for
talking me into returning to North
Carolina. He was solely responsible for
talking other professionals, young
black professionals in particular, into
setting up medical practices, account-
ing practices, law practices of various
kinds in Charlotte, North Carolina, and
coming and having an amazing impact
on our area of North Carolina.

I happened to be with him when he
had a conversation with Harvey Gant
in which he talked him into coming to
Charlotte, North Carolina. He was from
South Carolina and was not really
thinking about coming to North Caro-
lina, but came at Julius’ insistence and
with his persuasion to North Carolina,
and, of course, has had substantial im-
pact on the politics of North Carolina
from being the first African American
mayor of the city of Charlotte to run-
ning in 1990 against JESSE HELMS for
the United States Senate, a substantial
impact on the politics of North Caro-
lina.

So I want to pay special tribute to
Julius Chambers today for all of the
impact he has had on North Carolina
Central University, but more impor-
tantly to me, for the impact that he
has had on my life, because I know I
would not be standing here as a Mem-
ber of the Congress of the United
States, but for the influence that he
had on my life. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to join in this tribute.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today to pay tribute to
Julius Chambers, who retired on June 1st as
Chancellor of North Carolina Central Univer-
sity in Durham, North Carolina, which was in
my congressional district from 1993 until 1998
and is now represented by DAVID PRICE.

Thirty years ago, | was privileged to get to
know Julius Chambers as a friend and learn
from him as a lawyer when he hired me to join
his law practice, which was the first integrated
law firm in North Carolina. In its first decade,
his law firm did more to influence evolving civil
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rights law than any other private practice in
the United States.

After serving as Director-Counsel of the
NAACP Legal Defense Fund, he became
Chancellor of North Carolina Central Univer-
sity in 1993. His vision has helped transform
the school into a major research institution.

Julius Chambers has one of the most bril-
liant legal minds and is one of the most effec-
tive civil rights leaders of our time. | am per-
sonally and professionally indebted to Julius
Chambers in so many ways and wish him my
very best in all future endeavors.

——
WEST COAST ENERGY CRISIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TIBERI). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from California
(Mr. GEORGE MILLER) is recognized for
5 minutes.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, those of us living in Cali-
fornia have reached a critical point in
determining how Congress and the
President will address the West Coast
Energy Crisis.

Earlier today, the House Committee
on Energy and Commerce canceled its
consideration of a bill that would have
prevented price-gouging and blackouts
in California and other Western States.
The President and the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission have said ‘‘no”’
time after time to Californians. Now it
looks like the Republicans in Congress
are saying ‘no”” to California; also,
“‘we will not help you.”

This is very disturbing. The West
Coast energy crisis threatens not only
the health of our economy, but the
health of our citizens, because the
blackouts roll out through hospitals,
through disabled individuals living in
their own homes, in nursing homes and
other facilities across our State. The
President has said no. The Federal En-
ergy Commission has said no, because
they believe that price caps will not
help the situation.

The President recently said in his
visit to California that price caps
would not help California, they would
not increase supply or reduce demand.
Yet we see that 10 of this Nation’s lead-
ing economists wrote the President to
politely disagree with him. They, in
fact, made a very strong case. The
cost-based ©price caps temporarily,
until the energy supply can be reached
in California, would, in fact, help sta-
bilize, stabilize the supply of energy to
California.

A majority of Americans recently ex-
pressed their opinions in the Wash-
ington Post, where 58 percent said they
favored temporary price caps. Much of
the energy crisis in California is be-
yond our own control, and certainly in
the rest of the West. Because we are in
the second driest year on record, we do
not have the water behind the dams be-
cause of the drought to create hydro-
electric power. The American people
understand this, but the Republicans in
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Congress do not, the President of the
United States does not, and the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commission
does not.

What is very disturbing is we
watched the President develop an en-
ergy policy as we started to see the
closeness between the administration,
the White House and America’s main-
line energy companies. This past week-
end we saw disclosed the strong per-
sonal financial ties of top members of
the Bush administration’s energy team
to those very same energy generators.
Many of us have been concerned about
this for some time, but we now saw evi-
dence of it.

Chief political strategist Karl Rove
had a $100,000 to $250,000 investment in
Enron, one of the major marketers of
energy on the West Coast. Lawrence
Lindsay gained $50,000 as a consulting
fee from Enron. Condoleeza Rice, the
National Security Advisor, $250,000 to
$500,000 in Chevron and earned $60,000
as the director on the Chevron Board of
Directors. Clay Johnson, director of
the President’s personnel, held stock
valued between $100,000 and $250,000 in
El Paso Energy Partners, a Houston oil
and natural gas company, involved in
the West Coast energy problems. The
Washington Post also says that Mr.
Johnson has been involved in selecting
the people who will serve on the Fed-
eral Energy Commission, the very
same people who will be regulating the
companies in which he has a financial
interest. Many of us were concerned
that they were creating an office of
special interest in the White House,
and I think that concern is starting to
come forward.

Mr. Speaker, one of the things that is
kind of interesting is when we look at
the President’s energy policy and we
look at the annual report of Exxon-
Mobil, we find that many of the same
consistencies are there. We see in the
President’s energy policy that he
shows us that, in fact, they have en-
ergy for a new century, and here we
have offshore oil drilling that is famil-
iar to us; we have been doing it for
many, many years. When we pick up
the Exxon-Mobil annual report, we see
the same dedication. This is not about
energy for a new century, this is about
an old fossil fuel-dependent economy
from which America must move on.

Exxon wants to highlight its drilling
techniques. We see the drilling tech-
niques that show us that from one rig
one can drill a number of different
pockets of oil, one can do directional
drilling, and one can reduce the supply.
We go back to the President’s energy
policy, and we see that, in fact, we
have essentially the same graphs, the
same pictures, telling us that this is
the way that we can get into the
ANWR Wildlife Refuge, that if we drill
it just the way that Exxon told us we
could in their report, all things would
be fine and there would be no environ-

9987

mental damage. Again, we see the
closeness of the two. It goes on until
we see the same points being made
about refinery capacity, the same pic-
tures, the same discussion.

The time has come for the adminis-
tration to separate itself from a very
old and tired energy policy, and to
move on and engage the full ingenuity
and the talent of the American econ-
omy and its creative energies and to
move on to renewables, to move on to
replaceable energy supplies so that
America, in fact, can move on with its
economy and its families will not have
to continue to be gouged because of the
greed of the same energy generators
who are doing it on the West Coast of
the United States.

———

SUGGESTIONS FOR IMPROVING
THE ADMINISTRATION OF MEDI-
CARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. GANSKE) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. GANSKE. Mr. Speaker, since
1965, when Medicare was enacted, vir-
tually all senior citizens and most peo-
ple with disabilities have been able to
access mainstream medical care. Each
working day, Medicare beneficiaries
make almost 1 million physician visits.
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Medicare serves 39 million Ameri-
cans, and deals with about 1 million
health care providers: doctors, nurses,
hospitals, nursing homes, and others.

Since 1974 when, as a medical stu-
dent, I first started seeing patients,
and for the next 20 years as a physician
prior to coming to Congress, I saw
firsthand how important Medicare was
to my patients. Medicare has been a
very important part of our Nation’s
health care system, and I want to pre-
serve and protect it.

A couple of years ago, I served on the
Bipartisan Medicare Commission: I re-
signed after I became concerned that
my very active role in the bipartisan
patient protection legislation would af-
fect the chances of consensus being
reached on the commission.

However, based on my past experi-
ence actually working with Medicare
patients, after culling from my work
on the commission, and after listening
and learning from testimony before the
Subcommittee on Health and the Envi-
ronment, on which I sit, I have a few
suggestions for improving Medicare’s
administration.

Mr. Speaker, these suggestions are
not about sweeping Medicare reform.
They do not deal with the long-term
solvency of Medicare when the baby
boomers retire. Those types of ‘‘big pic-
ture” decisions are beyond the scope of
what my remarks are about today.
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