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much less likely to have regular access to
health care than the general population and
are therefore less likely to be tested for HIV
than are people with stable housing. One San
Francisco study showed that up to 33% of
homeless individuals who were living with HIV
were unaware of being HIV positive.

Under current HOPWA authority 101 juris-
dictions qualified for FY2000 funding and HUD
estimates that in FY2001, this will increase to
between 105 and 111 qualified jurisdictions.
HIV/AIDS community policy experts have esti-
mate that unless HOPWA funding is substan-
tially increased, jurisdictions will face de-
creased service levels and could suffer de-
creased funding. To avoid these reductions,
we must pass the Shays/Nadler/Crowley/
Morella amendment and provide HOPWA with
the funding necessary to ensure that people
living with HIV and AIDS have access to the
stable housing that is necessary for their med-
ical care.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment, as modified, offered by
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr.
SHAYS).

The amendment, as modified, was
agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. It is now in order to
consider Amendment No. 9 printed in
House Report 106–562.

AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. PAUL

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 9 offered by Mr. PAUL:
Page 78, after line 20, insert the following

new section:
SEC. 408. PROHIBITION ON USE OF AMOUNTS TO

ACQUIRE CHURCH PROPERTY.
Section 105 of the Housing and Community

Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5305) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:
‘‘(i) PROHIBITION ON USE OF ASSISTANCE TO

ACQUIRE CHURCH PROPERTY.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of this section,
no amount from a grant under section 106
may be used to carry out or assist any activ-
ity if such activity, or the project for which
such activity is to be conducted, involves ac-
quisition of real property owned by a church
that is exempt from tax under section 501(a)
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (26
U.S.C. 501(a)), unless the governing body of
the church has previously consented to such
acquisition.’’.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to House
Resolution 460, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. PAUL) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. PAUL).

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. PAUL asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Chairman, I would
first like to thank my colleague, the
gentlewoman from Michigan (Ms. KIL-
PATRICK) for cosponsoring this amend-
ment. This amendment is simple and
straightforward. The amendment mere-
ly states that it prohibits the use of
funds for activities involving the ac-
quisition of church property unless the

consent of the governing body of the
church is obtained. This means that
community development block grant
money cannot be used to invoke emi-
nent domain and take a church away
from the church owners or the occu-
pants without their permission.

It has been done in the past, and it is
planned to be done in the future. I
think this is a very important amend-
ment to make sure that these funds are
not used in this way. I think the point
is that private property is very impor-
tant, that owners do have rights; and
quite frequently when this is invoked,
it occurs in the poorer areas where
there is less legal protection and legal
help.

I am very pleased to introduce this
amendment. I am very pleased to have
the gentlewoman from Michigan (Ms.
KILPATRICK) as the cosponsor.

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PAUL. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Michigan, the coauthor.

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, I
stand as a cosponsor of this amend-
ment, and it is a good amendment. We
have had several calls in our office
today wondering what it is, and we
took the opportunity to explain it to
them.

Mr. Chairman, let me first thank the
gentleman from Iowa (Chairman
LEACH), the gentleman from New York
(Mr. LAZIO), as well as the gentleman
from New York (Mr. LAFALCE), the
ranking member, for the fine work that
they have done and the entire Com-
mittee on Banking and Financial Serv-
ices. I was a former Member of that
committee, and I know the hard work
that they do.

No church in America should be de-
nied the opportunity to participate in a
developing community. The amend-
ment that the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. PAUL) and I are offering today is
to say that no community development
block grant funds can be used to take
any church, unless that church is in-
volved and does agree in that selection.

With that, Mr. Chairman, this is a
good amendment. I commend the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL) for
bringing it to my attention. We have
spoken to the minister and other peo-
ple who are concerned about this issue.
I would move, Mr. Chairman, that we
adopt the amendment.

Mr. PAUL. I appreciate the support
of the gentlewoman.

Mr. LAZIO. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PAUL. I yield to the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. LAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I want to
thank the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
PAUL) for bringing this amendment to
the House floor to address an impor-
tant concern. I want to also thank the
gentlewoman from Michigan (Ms. KIL-
PATRICK) as well.

I rise in support of the amendment
and want to thank the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. PAUL) for his hard work in
getting this to the floor and for his nu-

merous discussions with my staff and
with myself to ensure that the various
concerns that have been raised have
been addressed. I want to thank the
gentleman. I am in strong support of it
and I urge passage.

Mr. PAUL. I thank the gentleman
from New York (Mr. LAZIO) for the sup-
port.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PAUL. I yield to the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I would just join in making
it clear that we on the minority side
have no objection to the ‘‘render unto
Caesar’’ amendment.

Mr. PAUL. I thank the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. Does any Member
seek time in opposition?

If not, the question is on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. PAUL).

The amendment was agreed to.
The CHAIRMAN. It is now in order to

consider Amendment No. 10 printed in
House Report 106–562.
AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. TRAFICANT

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Chairman, I
offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 10 offered by Mr. TRAFI-
CANT:

At the end of title IV, add the following
new section:
SEC. 408. CDBG SPECIAL PURPOSE GRANTS.

Section 107(a)(1) of the Housing and Com-
munity Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C.
5307(a)(1)) is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A)—

(A) by striking ‘‘$60,000,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$95,000,000’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘subsection (b)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘this section’’; and

(2) by striking subparagraph (G) and in-
serting the following new subparagraph:
‘‘(G) $35,000,000 shall be available in fiscal

year 2001 for a grant to the City of Youngs-
town, Ohio, for the site acquisition, plan-
ning, architectural design, and construction
of a convocation and community center in
such city;’’.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to House
Resolution 460, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. TRAFICANT) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
FRANK) each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. TRAFICANT).

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I want to thank the chairman for ex-
tending my existing authorization for
emergency homeownership counseling
programs. They have been cited to save
homes with a 45-day notice. The Trafi-
cant amendment speaks for itself.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself 11⁄2 minutes.




