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year-old daughter. The Internet is a
powerful tool. It is also a very dan-
gerous tool.

I was reminded of F.S. Oliver’s poem
about politics when he speaks of it
being a noble profession. He says, and I
paraphrase, there is no other profession
where someone can do more good for
their fellow man nor is there another
profession where you can do such wide-
spread harm, and the Internet has the
same potential for good or bad.

Dot Kids Act gives young people a
domain for use under tight guidelines
with standards for content and reg-
istration; and as has been stated, it is
like a children’s section in a library. It
is only appropriate. Recent Supreme
Court rulings underscore the need to
pursue multiple approaches to pro-
tecting our children from pornog-
raphers and demented individuals like
pedophiles.

This is illegal pornography that we
are trying to protect people from.
There is a difference between what is
legal and protected under the first
amendment and what is illegal and not
protected. It needs to be pursued. It is
a cancer on our culture that requires
aggressive treatment.

A journey of a 1,000 miles begins with
a single step and this is just one step,
but it is an important step; and we
have got miles to go to continue com-
ing to this floor and finding new, cre-
ative and innovative ways to protect
our children from the dangers of the
Internet.

I applaud the authors of this legisla-
tion and the committees for working
together in a bipartisan way to do
what is right for the children of Amer-
ica in a very dangerous world.
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Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
Again I want to recommend to all the

Members that they support this legis-
lation. It is a real step forward in giv-
ing parents a tool they can use to pro-
tect their kids under 12 when they are
on-line. The sooner we pass this is the
sooner we can put this additional pro-
tection in place.

I want to thank again the majority
for their cooperation in working with
us in a way in which we can craft a bill
that we can honestly recommend to
every Member, Democrat, Republican,
liberal or conservative, that will move
forward to help the families in our
country.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

I would note that at our very first
hearing as chairman of the Sub-
committee on Telecommunications and
the Internet, we talked about ‘‘I Can’’
and the various domain names that
were out there. All of us jumped on the
name of Dot Kids and how it could be
protective of our kids. The stories we
hear virtually every day, whether it be
this morning, this young girl killed in

Danbury, Connecticut, stories in our
own districts across the country, we
know that we need something that can
protect our children from a nightmare
that no family, no community ever
wants to experience. I would reiterate
that groups who spend literally every
waking hour trying to protect families
across this country, groups like the
National Center for Missing and Ex-
ploited Children, Family Research
Council, American Center for Law and
Justice, the National Law Center for
Children and Families, a Safer America
For Everyone, all of them as well as
every parent that serves in this House,
every Member of Congress that has
watched some of this junk that has
come in unasked for, we know that Dot
Kids can be a savior for all of us. We
compliment those Members of the Sen-
ate that are wishing to pursue this leg-
islation. We look forward to when this
can be enacted into law by President
Bush. We know that the administra-
tion supports this legislation.

Mr. WYNN. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that
the House of Representatives is considering
H.R. 3833, the ‘‘Dot Kids Implementation and
Efficiency Act of 2002.’’ I am a cosponsor of
this legislation, which is important to parents
and their young children exploring the Internet.

This legislation makes good sense. As a
parent of a 7-year-old who surfs the net, I am
concerned, as many parents across this Na-
tion are, about the unseemlier side of the
Internet, which our children can be exposed
to, through a couple of mouse clicks, or the
misspelling of a website name.

Where monitoring our children’s use and in-
stalling filtering software helps, in the real
world neither method is perfect. By creating
the domain ‘‘.kids.us’’ and setting up guide-
lines on what is unacceptable in this domain,
we go a long way to improving the safety of
our children on the Internet. This bill creates a
safe space on the Internet for our children,
which is free from stalkers and free from the
harmful imagery to which we do not want our
children exposed.

I applaud the work of the sponsors of this
bill for this valuable legislation that will help
make the Internet safer for our kids.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, as a parent, grand-
parent, and ob-gyn who has delivered over
three thousand babies, I certainly share the
desire to protect children from pornography
and other inappropriate material available on
the internet. However, as a United States
Congressman, I cannot support measures
which exceed the limitations on constitutional
power contained in Article one, Section 8 of
the Constitution. The Constitution does not
provide Congress with the authority to spend
taxpayer funds to create new internet do-
mains.

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, the federal gov-
ernment is singularly unqualified to act as the
arbiter of what material is inappropriate for
children. Instead, this is a decision that should
be made by parents. Most of the problems
pointed to by proponents of increased govern-
ment control of the internet are the result of a
lack of parental, not governmental, control of
children’s computer habits. Expanding the
government’s control over the Internet may ac-
tually encourage parents to disregard their re-
sponsibility to monitor their child’s computer

habits. After all, why should parents worry
about what websites their children is viewing
when the government has usurped this paren-
tal function?

The market is already creating solutions to
many of these problems through the develop-
ment of filtering software that responsible par-
ents can use to protect their children from in-
appropriate materials. The best way to ad-
dress this problem is by allowing this market
process to develop, not by creating new gov-
ernment regulations.

In addition to creating new Internet domains,
Congress is also expanding federal wire-
tapping powers. Mr. Speaker, my colleagues
should also remember that the Constitution
creates only three federal crimes, namely trea-
son, piracy, and counterfeiting. Expansion of
federal police power for crimes outside these
well-defined areas thus violates the Constitu-
tion. In addition, expansion of federal wire-
tapping powers raises serious civil liberties
concerns, as such powers easily can be
abused by federal officials.

I therefore hope my colleagues will respect
the constitutional limitations on federal power.
Instead of usurping powers not granted the
federal government, Congress should allow
state and local law enforcement, schools, local
communities, and most of all responsible par-
ents to devise the best measures to protect
children.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
as we enter the new millennium the Internet
has become a playground for our children. In
today’s’ playground there are many dangers,
some examples are child pornography and
sexual predators to name a few. In the past
we have drafted legislation to insure the safety
of our most precious resources, children. The
Dot-Kids Implementation and Efficiency Act is
this House’s attempt to safeguard children.

The bill before the House today will go far
to create a safer environment for children to
explore the Internet. The legislation will create,
within the United States a top-level ‘‘dot-us’’
country code domain and a ‘‘dot-kids’’ sub-
domain. The Web address of any site reg-
istered under the new subdomain would end
with a ‘‘.kid.us’’ suffix. The dot-kids subdomain
would ban sexually explicit material and other
content deemed harmful for children under 13.
The bill’s definition of ‘‘harmful’’ includes any
material that ‘‘lacks serious, literally, artistic,
political or scientific value’’ for children.

The legislation would authorize the Com-
merce Department’s National Telecommuni-
cations and Information Administration to re-
move from the dot-kids subdomain any con-
tent that does not meet the bill’s ‘‘child-friend-
ly’’ standards. That means that NeuStar,
Inc.—the company that manages the dot-us
domain under a contract with Department’s
National Telecommunications and Information
Administration—would be required to monitor
the content of all Web sites registered with a
‘‘.kid.us’’ address.

According to the Congressional Budget Of-
fice there are no intergovernmental or private-
sector mandates as defined in the Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act. The Act would impose
no costs of state, local, or tribal governments.
Based on information from the Department of
Commerce, CBO estimates that launching a
publicity and education campaign for the new
domain would cost less than $500,000 per
year, subject to the availability of appropriated
funds.
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