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and use them to finance research that
they find morally objectionable.

The choice of our time was described
millennia ago: See I set before you
blessings and curses, life and death.
Now choose life that you and your chil-
dren may live.

I urge my colleagues to stand for the
sanctity of life at every level. Stand
with President George W. Bush. Reject
taxpayer funding of human embryo re-
search.

———

FRIST'S PAST ACTIONS DO NOT
SUPPORT TODAY’S WORDS

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, it is not
in the American people’s interest to
change Senate rules that assure that
all points of view are heard and which
have been in place for over 200 years.

Mr. Speaker, today Senator FRIST is
prepared to take the extreme action of
upending historic Senate rules under
the guise that he says all judicial
nominees are entitled to an up or down
vote.

That is what he is saying today, but
he was singing a different tune back
when President Clinton was in the
White House. Back in 2000, Republican
Senators attempted to filibuster two of
that administration’s appointments to
the 9th Circuit. Senator FRIST joined
some of his Republican colleagues back
then in continuing a filibuster of nomi-
nee Richard Paez.

There are also other ways to prevent
up or down votes on the floor. They can
stall them in committee, and that is
what happened to President Clinton’s
nominees. More than one-third of Clin-
ton’s appeals court nominees during
the last 4 years of his presidency were
never given an up or down vote on the
Senate floor.

We did not hear Senator FRIST de-
manding an up or down vote then, and
while Democrats and President Clinton
complained about the treatment of
Clinton’s nominees from Republicans
at that time, they never came close to
subverting 200 years of historic rules
that have been in place to assure ma-
jority and minority opinions in that
Chamber are heard.

Sometimes, with one party rule, the majority
becomes abusive in its use of power. This is
just such an instance. The Senate as an insti-
tution belongs to the American people, to
those who agree with the majorty and those
who hold minority opinions all have a right to
be heard. Under our Constitution and time-
tested institutional procedures, let all our peo-
ple’s voices be heard.

——

FEDERAL BUDGET

(Mr. GINGREY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to remind my colleagues that we
have a responsibility to use restraint
in our budget process.
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This week, we begin debate on a se-
ries of appropriations bills that will
fund America’s priorities and neces-
sities. We should use this moment to
redouble our efforts to ensure Federal
money is not wasted on pet projects
and underperforming programs.

As President Bush reminded us in his
State of the Union address this year,
“Taxpayer dollars must be spent wise-
ly, or not at all.”

Mr. Speaker, we have two courses of
action. First, we must Kkeep non-
military discretionary spending in
check. Second, we must attack our
bloated and often inefficient bureauc-
racies by eliminating waste, fraud and
abuse.

Much of the money in our Federal
budget is well spent, but our goal
should be for all of the money to be
spent wisely.

We have a responsibility to the peo-
ple of this Nation to use their tax dol-
lars with care. The American family
pays too high a price in taxes for our
burgeoning Federal Government, and
spending restraint will help lower taxes
on those who need it most, hard-
working Americans.

————
THE SENATE FILIBUSTER

(Ms. WATSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, today,
we may find out whether President
Bush and his Congressional colleagues
want to turn the Senate into a second
House of Representatives, a rubber
stamp for a right wing agenda and rad-
ical judges.

President Bush wants to pack the
Federal courts with the extreme right
fringe of this country, putting at risk
the rights and liberties this country
has fought for and protected for cen-
turies. He wants to create a Supreme
Court that will not act as an inde-
pendent branch but instead wag its tail
at every beck and call.

Mr. Speaker, Republican leaders are
out of control. Instead of governing
and tending to the Nation’s business,
they are on a quest for absolute power.
They are on a mission to trash our
Founding Fathers’ commitment to the
separation of powers and the abhor-
rence of simple majority rule.

While the Republicans continue their
odyssey for absolute power, Democrats
are fighting to protect our constitu-
tional checks and balances and to en-
sure that we remain a Nation ruled by
laws and not by men.

———

SENATE LEADERSHIP WANTS AN
UP OR DOWN VOTE ON COURT
NOMINEES

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, as my
colleagues know, the United States
Senate leadership wants to have an up
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or down vote on Supreme Court nomi-
nees. Why? Because that is what the
Senate should be doing: voting yes,
voting no.

We have heard that the President is
promoting extreme fringe members of
the judiciary for appointments on his
court. That being the case, why do the
Democrats not have the guts to just go
ahead and debate it in public, instead
of hiding behind the cloak of com-
mittee? It is incumbent protection. Let
us bring the votes to the floor.

I want to introduce to my colleagues
one of these nominees, Justice Janice
Rogers Brown. She was elected with 76
percent of the State-wide vote in Cali-
fornia, hardly an extremist if one gets
76 percent of the vote in California. She
was born the daughter of a share-
cropper in Alabama in 1948 and grew up
under Jim Crow laws in the South. She
is a self-made woman. She is a fighter.
She is a mainstreamer. She deserves an
up or down vote.

That is all the Senate majority lead-
er is asking for, asking these very cow-
ardly Democrats to say you know
what, if you believe that somebody
elected with 76 percent of the vote in
California is an extremist, have the
guts to put it on the board and vote yes
and vote no, but let us see where you
stand.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Members are cautioned to re-
frain from engaging in personalities
with regard to Senators.

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.J. RES. 23

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to have my name
removed as a cosponsor of H.J. Res. 23.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Missouri?

There was no objection.

———————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1817, DEPARTMENT OF
HOMELAND SECURITY AUTHOR-
IZATION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR
2006

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 283 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 283

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1817) to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 2006 for
the Department of Homeland Security, and
for other purposes. The first reading of the
bill shall be dispensed with. All points of
order against consideration of the bill are
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