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not have the power to work with the
Federal agencies and task forces to
take the meth and trace it back to
their origination and be able to dis-
mantle these incredible drug rings.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to conclude
this tonight with a couple of somewhat
lengthy, but I will read fast, the works
of some of our local police officers.

I will start with Police Chief Melvin
Griggs in Gering, Nebraska. He said: “‘I
am the police chief of a city of 8,000
people. We are bordered by a town of
13,000. In 1989, the increase in the co-
caine drug traffic prompted us to start
a drug task force. The wealth of the
people dealing allowed them to pur-
chase property, semi-trucks and farms.
They were becoming very powerful.
They were also starting to challenge
each other for control of the drug
trade.

“One family we put away caused a
drop of all criminal activity by 33 per-
cent. Within a year, people were al-
ready starting to fill the void. But be-
fore they could reach the power base,
we were always able to stop them be-
cause of the task force.

‘““Meth replaced cocaine. I have lived
in this area for 60 years. We did not
have murders, and now we have several
every year. Our drug task force also
helps investigate violent crime. We
have seven agents highly trained. They
have been able to solve most of these
crimes. If we had ever been able to in-
crease the task force, they may have
been able to stop some of them. Yet the
task force has remained the same.

“It has taken years to develop this
team, to develop the cooperation and
expertise. Taking away the funding to
keep it going will defeat the progress
in a matter of months. The dealers will
again gain strength, and by the time
our leaders realize the mistake they
have made by taking these funds, many
communities will have developed cata-
strophic results. Then the leaders will
return the funds. It will take years to
develop the level of response we now
have, and we may never get it, as the
problem may have well become beyond
our reach.

“I have talked to other police chiefs,
and we are not the only community
facing this problem. Maybe we have
not been vocal enough. We have seen
this every day, it is in all of our news-
papers, it is on CNN. It is hard for us to
believe that anyone cannot understand
this problem. It is hard for us to be-
lieve that they really plan on a signifi-
cant reduction in funding. It is hard for
us to believe that whoever wrote this
article on task forces being ineffective
has any idea what a task force does. I
hope reason prevails. Reducing this
funding is a serious mistake.”

Another Nebraska police chief, Ste-
phen Sunday of David City, heads up a
12 county, 28 agency multi-jurisdic-
tional drug task force funded with
Byrne dollars. He told me, again it is a
rather lengthy quote, ‘‘Those grant
dollars are the only, and I mean only
way the task force was able to form as
a group. In South-Central Nebraska
there are nothing but small, rural law
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enforcement agencies that cannot af-
ford to deal with drug investigations to
the degree that we are able to do with
Federal grant funding.

“Our primary goal is to investigate
the individuals who are dealing drugs
in our communities. The drug of choice
is meth, and I am here to tell you that
meth is a killer, a killer of families, of
lives and of health. Health costs for
dealing with meth users is terrific.
Families cannot afford it.

“The drug task forces are the only ef-
fective means of going after the drug
dealers. On our own, we cannot handle
it. The first problem is that most of
the drug dealers in rural Nebraska
know all of the law enforcement offi-
cers by name and know that we are
spread thin. Working with undercover
investigators, our task force is able to
get next to the drug dealers, but it
takes money to have your own sepa-
rate, dedicated drug investigators.

“By banding together with the Fed-
eral Government through Federal dol-
lar grants we can fight the drug deal-
ers. The task forces share intelligence
information, which did not happen
prior to the creation of Nebraska’s
drug task forces.

“The intelligence information is so
important to us that if the drug task
forces are shut down due to lack of
Federal funding, then we will be in se-
rious trouble. If the drug dealers find
out that the government is cutting off
grant funding and as a result the task
forces fold up and go away, they will be
holding a big party to rejoice at this
news. If Federal funding is taken away,
the drug task forces in the State of Ne-
braska will fold up shop and disappear.

“We cannot fund the task forces by
ourself. If Congress wants to hear an
angry outcry from rural America, take
away our task force funding. See what
happens. Our Federal elected officials
will be eaten alive by the voters. If
Congress wants to be progressive and
deal with illegal drugs, give us back
our funding.

“The Federal Government needs to
take care of issues at home more than
anywhere else. Public safety needs
need to be a high priority. If the drug
task force is shut down from a lack of
Federal funding, the illegal drug prob-
lem in rural America will get out of
control and you will pay dearly in ru-
ined lives. Don’t take away Federal
funding that was coming from the
Byrne grant dollars.”

As the gentleman from Nebraska
(Mr. OSBORNE) mentioned in his talk a
few days ago myself, the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE), the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CALVERT),
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
SOUDER) and the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. COBLE) met with the
Speaker to express our frustration with
any proposed cuts to Byrne grants and
HIDTA funding. The Speaker was com-
pletely knowledgeable and empathetic
with this and promised to help us work
with it. So I really appreciate that the
leadership in the House of Representa-
tives shares the concern that the
speakers did tonight during this special
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order, as well as the gentleman from
California (Mr. CALVERT), the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. SOUDER), the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
CoBLE) and the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. KING), who could not be here to-
night.

——————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. BECERRA (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD (at the re-
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today and the
balance of the week on account of con-
tinuing to recuperate from surgery.

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina (at
the request of Mr. DELAY) for today on
account of family reasons.

Mr. LATOURETTE (at the request of
Mr. DELAY) for today on account of a
family emergency.

Mr. PoOE (at the request of Mr.
DELAY) for today on account of per-
sonal business.

——————

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. PALLONE) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Mrs. MCCARTHY, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. DEGETTE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SNYDER, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. INSLEE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. CLEAVER, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. JONES of North Carolina)
to revise and extend their remarks and
include extraneous material:)

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes,
May 24, 25, 26, and 27.

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, May 24.

Mr. HOSTETTLER, for 5 minutes, May
24.

Mr. RAMSTAD, for 5 minutes, today.

————

SENATE BILL REFERRED

A bill of the Senate of the following
title was taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. Con. Res. 35. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that the Gov-
ernment of the Russian Federation should
issue a clear and unambiguous statement of
admission and condemnation of the illegal
occupation and annexation by the Soviet
Union from 1940 to 1991 of the Baltic coun-
tries of Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania, to
the Committee on International Relations.

——
0 2230

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.
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The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 30 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, May 24, 2005, at 9 a.m., for morn-
ing hour debates.

——————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

2067. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Plant Variety
Protection Office, Supplemental Fees [Dock-
et Number ST-02-02] (RIN: 0581-AC31) re-
ceived May 20, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

2068. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Winter Pears
Grown in Oregon and Washington; Order
Amending Marketing Order No. 927 [Docket
No. AO-F&V-927-A1; FV04-927-1 FR] received

May 20, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

2069. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Olives Grown in
California; Increased Assessment Rate
[Docket No. FV05-932-1 FR] received May 4,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

2070. A letter from the Chief, EBT Branch,
Department of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Food Stamp Pro-
gram, Regulatory Review: Standards for Ap-
proval and Operation of Food Stamp Elec-
tronic Benefit Transfer (EBT) (Amendment
No. 394) (RIN: 0584-AC37) received April 20,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

2071. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Rural Utilities Service, Department
of Agriculture, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Accounting Require-
ments for RUS Telecommunications Bor-
rowers (RIN: 0572-AB77) received May 4, 2005,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

2072. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, APHIS, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Asian Longhorned Beetle; Addi-
tion to Quarantined Areas [Docket No. 04-
130-2] received April 21, 2005, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

2073. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, APHIS, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Bovine Spongiform
Encephalopathy; Minimal-Risk Regions and
Importation of Commodities; Finding of No
Significant Impact and Affirmation of Final
Rule [Docket No. 03-080-7] (RIN: 0579-AB73)
received April 11, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

2074. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, APHIS, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Introductions of Plants Geneti-
cally Engineered To Produce Industrial Com-
pounds [Docket No. 03-038-2] (RIN: 0579-AB89)
received May 9, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

2075. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, APHIS, Department of Ag-
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riculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Karnal Bunt; Compensation for
Custom Harvesters in Northern Texas [Dock-
et No. 03-052-3] received May 12, 2005, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Agriculture.

2076. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Under Secretary for Personnel and Readi-
ness, Department of Defense, transmitting
the annual report on the impact of the im-
provements to compensation and benefits
made by title VI of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for FY 2000 on the recruiting
and retention programs of the Armed Forces,
pursuant to 37 U.S.C. 1015 Public Law 106-65,
section 673; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

2077. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter on the
approved retirement of Vice Admiral Albert
T. Church III, United States Navy, and his
advancement to the grade of vice admiral on
the retired list; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

2078. A letter from the Under Secretary for
Acquisition, Technology and Logistics, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting an annual
report entitled, ‘‘Defense Acquisition Chal-
lenge Program: Fiscal Year 2004, pursuant
to 10 U.S.C. 2359b(i); to the Committee on
Armed Services.

2079. A letter from the Under Secretary for
Acquisition, Technology and Logistics, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a copy of
the ‘‘Annual Report on the Department of
Defense Mentor-Protege Program’ for FY
2004, pursuant to Public Law 101-510, section
831; to the Committee on Armed Services.

2080. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Reserve Affairs, Department of Defense,
transmitting the annual National Guard and
Reserve Component Equipment Report for
fiscal year (FY) 2006, pursuant to 10 U.S.C.
10541; to the Committee on Armed Services.

2081. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting pursu-
ant to the requirements in House Report 108-
563 (Title III, Procurement) accompanying
the Department of Defense Appropriations
Act for FY 2005 (Pub. L. 108-287), a report
outlining the near-term and long-term plans
for repair, replacement, and recapitalization
of ground force equipment used in Operation
Iraqi Freedom and Operation Enduring Free-
dom; to the Committee on Armed Services.

2082. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Energy, transmitting a draft bill
“To amend the Ronald W. Reagan National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2005 to include worldwide nuclear weapons
removal, and for other purposes’; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

2083. A letter from the Senior Procurement
Executive, OCAO, General Services Adminis-
tration, transmitting the Administration’s
final rule — Federal Acquisition Regulation;
Technical Amendments [FAC 2005-03; Item
III] received April 25, 2005, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Armed Services.

2084. A letter from the Senior Procurement
Executive, OCAO, General Services Adminis-
tration, transmitting the Administration’s
final rule — Federal Acquisition Regulation;
Section 508 Micropurchase Exemption [FAC
2005-03; FAR Case 2004-020; Item II] (RIN:
9000-AKO05) received April 25, 2005, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Armed Services.

2085. A letter from the Senior Procurement
Executive, OCAO, General Services Adminis-
tration, transmitting the Administration’s
final rule — Federal Acquisition Regulation;
Purchases From Federal Prison Industries —
Requirement for Market Research [FAC 2005-
03; FAR Case 2003-023; Item I] (RIN: 9000-
AJ91) received April 25, 2005, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Armed Services.
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2086. A letter from the Senior Procurement
Executive, OCAO, General Services Adminis-
tration, transmitting the Administration’s
final rule — Federal Acquisition Circular
2005-03; Introduction — received April 25,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Armed Services.

2087. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s FY 2004 Annual Re-
port, pursuant to 16 U.S.C. 797(d); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2088. A letter from the Fiscal Assistant
Secretary, Department of the Treasury,
transmitting the annual report to Congress
on material violations or suspected material
violations of regualtions relating to Treas-
ury auctions and other offerings of securities
by Treasury, pursuant to (107 Stat. 2344, 2358-
2359); to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

2089. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Waste Management System;
Testing and Monitoring Activities; Final
Rule: Mathods Innovation Rule and SW-846
Final Update IIIB [RCRA-2002-0025; FRL-7916-
1] (RIN: 2050-AE41) received May 19, 2005, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

2090. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Project XL Rulemaking Ex-
tension for New York State Public Utilities;
Hazardous Waste Management Systems;
Final Rule [FRL-7916-2] received May 19,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2091. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Maintenance Plans; Michigan; Southeast
Michigan Ozone Maintenance Plan Update to
the State Implementation Plan [R05-OAR-
2004-MI-0004; FRIL-7915-8] received May 19,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2092. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Underground Storage Tank
Program: Approved State Program for Min-
nesota [FRL-7909-5] received May 19, 2005,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

2093. A letter from the Legal Advisor to the
Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal Com-
munications Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s final rule — Amendment of
Section 73.202(b) Table of Allotments, FM
Broadcast Stations (Daytona Beach Shores,
Florida) [MB Docket No. 04-240; RM-10843] re-
ceived May 20, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2094. A letter from the Assistant Bureau
Chief for Management, International Bu-
reau, Federal Communications Commission,
transmitting the Commission’s final rule —
2000 Biennial Regulatory Review — Stream-
lining and Other Revisions of Part 25 of the
Commission’s Rules Governing the Licensing
of, and Spectrum Usage by, Satellite Net-
work Earth Stations and Space Stations [IB
Docket No. 00-248] Amendment of Part 25 of
the Commission’s Rules and Regulations to
Reduce Alien Carrier Interference Between
Fixed-Satellite at Reduced Orbital Spacings
and to Revise Application Procedures for
Satellite Communication Services [CC Dock-
et No. 86-496] Received May 20, 2005, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

2095. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting a six-
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