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peace and development. In the decades 
since, International Women’s Day has 
become a holiday in many countries 
around the world, and acts as an an-
nual catalyst for the advancement of 
women. 

Throughout our history, the United 
States has been a leader in advancing 
women’s rights and opportunity. While 
much work remains here and abroad, I 
join many of my colleagues and con-
stituents in saluting the contributions 
of women around the world. 

Many of those contributions have 
been made through the recent election 
of women political leaders. Chile, Ja-
maica, Germany and Liberia have all 
elected women to head their govern-
ments in the past 6 months. Despite 
this encouraging trend, governments 
led by women remain an anomaly. Only 
11 out of the more than 200 members of 
the United Nations have women lead-
ers. Moreover, there remains persistent 
underrepresentation of women serving 
as legislators, parliamentarians, and 
government ministers. Globally, 
women hold only 16 percent of all 
seats, a disappointing increase of only 
5 percent since 1975. The 109th U.S. 
Congress boasts 84 female Members, 
the highest number in our history, but 
women still make up only 6.4 percent 
of the membership of the House and 
Senate, well below the world’s average. 

Development experts and advocates 
have long identified education as the 
key to improving women’s well-being. 
More than 180 governments committed 
to achieving gender equality in edu-
cation by 2005 as one of eight U.N. Mil-
lennium Development Goals, but we 
have a long way to go. 

In the developing world, 60 million 
girls aged 6 to 11 are not in school, 
which severely limits their political, 
physical, and social opportunities. 

In developed countries, an increasing 
number of women are pursuing higher 
education, but they have been unable 
to secure academic employment or re-
search funding proportionate to their 
male colleagues. Policymakers have 
become increasingly concerned about a 
growing shortage of men on America’s 
college campuses, but several impor-
tant departments in our universities 
remain disproportionately the province 
of men, especially at the graduate 
level. The percentage of women earn-
ing advanced degrees in science or en-
gineering is especially low. Only one in 
four master’s degrees in these fast- 
growing fields is awarded to a woman. 
Even women who do earn Ph.D.s in 
computer science and engineering earn, 
on average, $9,000 less per year than 
men in similar positions. 

This income disparity is reflected 
throughout the workforce where 
women continue to face multiple im-
pediments to their advancement. 
American women still earn an average 
of 25 percent less than their male col-
leagues, a wider wage gap than that in 
other developed countries, which af-
fects women of all ages, races, and edu-
cation levels. Unfortunately, the wage 

disparity is being narrowed at a rate of 
less than half a penny a year. 

In the 108th Congress, I was proud to 
cosponsor the Paycheck Fairness Act 
to combat gender-based wage discrimi-
nation by requiring that employees be 
educated about their rights, and per-
mitting women to seek recourse under 
the Equal Pay Act. 

There are some positive trends. While 
less than one third of employers in the 
developing world are women, this per-
centage is growing, especially in the 
United States. Between 1997 and 2004, 
the number of American companies 
primarily owned by women grew by 23 
percent, well above the 9 percent over-
all increase in U.S. businesses during 
this period. 

Here and abroad, though, women re-
main vulnerable to violence. I was 
proud to cosponsor the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 
2005, and I have been a longtime advo-
cate of efforts to prevent and treat do-
mestic violence, child abuse, dating vi-
olence, and sexual assault. I have con-
sistently advocated for greater Federal 
funding for research and treatment 
programs for breast cancer, ovarian 
cancer, heart disease and postpartum 
depression. 

In acknowledging the challenges 
faced and overcome by women, I want 
to commend the sacrifices of America’s 
brave women serving overseas, espe-
cially in Iraq. Women have served in 
every U.S. military conflict since the 
Revolution and have played an official 
role in the U.S. military for over 100 
years. Today, women make up almost 
15 percent of Active-Duty personnel. 
One in every seven U.S. soldiers in Iraq 
is a woman, and they are engaged in 
the conflict on a far greater scale than 
ever before, piloting helicopters, ac-
companying infantry on raids against 
insurgents, searching Iraqi women sus-
pects for pistols and suicide belts. The 
contribution of American women has 
come at a high price. To date, 48 serv-
ice women have been killed in Iraq and 
more than 300 have been wounded, but 
their service has inspired their com-
patriots on the front lines and here at 
home, as well as millions of women in 
Iraq, Afghanistan, and around the 
world, as symbols of women’s courage 
and capacity. And today, we salute 
them and all women for their contribu-
tions. 

f 

VACATING 5-MINUTE SPECIAL 
ORDER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the 5-minute Special Order 
of the gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE) 
is vacated. 

There was no objection. 
f 

THE AMERICAN FORM OF 
GOVERNMENT 

Mr. OTTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to claim the vacated 
time of the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
POE). 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Idaho (Mr. OTTER) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OTTER. Mr. Speaker, in ‘‘The 
Glorious Quest,’’ James R. Evans 
wrote, ‘‘No historian of the future will 
ever be able to prove that the ideas of 
individual liberty practiced in the 
United States of America were a fail-
ure. He may be able to prove that we 
were not yet worthy of them. The 
choice is ours.’’ 

I bring this to our attention, Mr. 
Speaker, because recently in a poll 
that was revealed by the McCormick 
Tribune Freedom Museum, a survey 
found out that on questions on the first 
amendment, one American in a thou-
sand could name all five of the free-
doms in the first amendment to the 
Constitution. However, in that same 
survey, 69 percent of those surveyed 
knew who the five members of the TV 
cartoon family ‘‘The Simpsons’’ was. 
They knew and could name all five 
members of the Simpson family. 

I bring this to our attention because 
now more than ever, Mr. Evans’ words 
ought to ring clear to us. And in that 
glorious quest that he talked about, 
educating ourselves and then using 
that education for political action was 
one of the most important things that 
we could do as Americans to sustain 
our form of government. 

I bring this to our attention as well, 
because oftentimes I relish the oppor-
tunity to speak to students in my dis-
trict, especially those in the honors 
government class. Invariably when I 
ask those students, whether they be 
high school seniors not too far off from 
casting their first vote to sustain this 
Republic, or to college freshmen some-
where in the curriculum, I ask them: 
Where do your freedoms come from? 
What are the source of your freedoms? 

Many times they will raise their 
hand and say it is the first 10 amend-
ments to the Constitution. Only one in 
a thousand can name the five freedoms 
in the First Amendment. Those stu-
dents are sorely fit, I would say, to go 
forward and lead this great Nation 
under our constitutional form of gov-
ernment, because, as I usually explain 
to them, actually the 10 amendments 
are a document of prohibition, not a 
document of establishment of free-
doms. That is your birthright from 
when you were born. 

That was the great magic of the 
Founding Fathers. For the first time, 
they elevated the individual above the 
crown, above the king, above royalty, 
above all else except he who created 
them. For the first time, the individual 
was elevated higher than anyone else 
on this Earth. 

If I might, let me briefly read from 
the first 10 amendments. Amendment I: 
The prohibition. Congress shall make 
no laws. 
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Amendment II: Shall not be in-

fringed. 
Amendment III: Without the consent 

of the owner. 
Amendment IV: The right of the peo-

ple shall not be violated. 
Amendment V: No person shall be 

held, nor shall any person be subjected, 
nor shall any person be compelled, nor 
shall any person be deprived, nor shall 
any private property be taken without 
just compensation. 

Finally, amendment VIII: Shall not 
be required, nor excessive fines im-
posed, nor crucial and unusual punish-
ment inflicted. 

These are all documents of prohibi-
tion because they recognize that the 
first 10 amendments were not the 
source of our freedom. That is our 
birthright. These are documents of pro-
hibition against government action. 

So if only one in a thousand can tell 
us what those first five freedoms are, 
how can they establish, then, the free-
dom of speech and religion and press, 
and freedom to address the government 
with our grievances; and finally, the 
freedom of assembly. Two of the most 
important elements, at one time or an-
other, to resist our government. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I conclude by point-
ing once again to one of the Founding 
Fathers, which I often do, maybe to the 
boredom of some, but it was Ben 
Franklin, as he walked out of a little 
church in Philadelphia, who was asked 
by a citizen, Mr. Franklin, what form 
of government have you given us? 

And he said, Madam, we have given 
you a republic. And it will fall to each 
and every generation to defend, to sus-
tain, and to improve it. 

Mr. Speaker, with the results of that 
poll, I would tell you that we are tardy 
in our work and we need to pick up the 
speed and educate our people as to the 
form of government that we got. 

f 

b 1700 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CAMPBELL of California). Under a pre-
vious order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

ANOTHER RECORD TRADE DEFICIT 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to claim the time 
of the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. WOOLSEY). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, Amer-
ica’s economic strength can be meas-
ured by her trade accounts, whether we 
are exporting more goods and services 

than we are importing; and if we do ex-
port more than we import, America’s 
economic strength grows. But when 
America imports more than she ex-
ports, her economic muscle weakens. 

This chart that I brought to the floor 
this evening shows that since the mid- 
1970s, when America began signing very 
unbalanced trade agreements with 
other countries, every single year 
America began to import more than 
she exports. This last year of 2005, we 
had a historic trade deficit with the 
world totaling over $750 billion, three 
quarters of $1 trillion. Indeed, it was 
$725 billion more in imports coming 
into our country than exports going 
out. This is not an insignificant 
amount. This has never happened to 
the United States of America before. 

In January, America imported this 
year $68.5 billion more in goods and 
services than we exported. This was an 
all-time high just for 1 month, an in-
crease of over 5 percent from last De-
cember. This year in agriculture alone 
for the first time in American history 
since the Pilgrims settled, the United 
States will import more food than we 
export. Think about that. Think about 
what that means for America’s inde-
pendence, our birthright of independ-
ence. 

According to Alan Tonelson at the 
U.S. Business and Industry Council, 
America’s condition cannot be ex-
plained by high oil prices. That makes 
these numbers worse, but Mr. Tonelson 
says the January trends spotlight the 
continued decline of U.S. national com-
petitiveness in ‘‘industries of the fu-
ture,’’ such as high-tech hardware and 
services, and throughout our vital 
manufacturing sector. 

Today, many companies, airline com-
panies, automotive parts companies 
like Delphi, a data corporation in my 
own district which just announced 
bankruptcy, all of them are teetering 
and a sign that imports are displacing 
what America used to make and send 
elsewhere. Today’s report by the U.S. 
Department of Commerce suggests that 
the U.S. current account trade deficit 
for this year will probably surpass $1 
trillion, $1 trillion; and that is on top 
of the $9 trillion of public debt that has 
been amassed since 2000 in our country. 
Truly, we are a republic teetering fi-
nancially, losing our independence be-
cause somehow we have to fund these 
gaps in what is owed publicly and in 
this trade account deficit. And we are 
borrowing in order to make up the dif-
ference, and we owe interest on those 
borrowings. 

In order to sustain such an unprece-
dented and rapidly accumulating def-
icit, we are dependent on this massive 
borrowing from abroad and selling off 
valuable U.S. assets just like a fire 
sale, like you go to a pawn shop. To 
sustain a deficit like these, we are de-
pendent upon investment by foreign 
agents like Dubai Ports World, which 
is in the headlines again today. 

Our country cannot be secure, cannot 
be secure, from the defense standpoint 

or financially under conditions like 
these. And yet after 12 years of evi-
dence of the failure of trade agree-
ments like NAFTA, Trade Representa-
tive Portman continues to negotiate 
trade deals like the CAFTA agreement. 
This year the administration intends 
to bring new trade agreements under 
the same failed model like the U.S.- 
Peru Free Trade Agreement and an 
agreement with Colombia. Peru, a 
country that employs child labor, and 
Colombia, where labor leaders are more 
likely to be killed and are, summarily, 
more of them than anywhere else in 
the world. 

How can our workers compete with 
these conditions? How can our small 
business people, how can our salaried 
executives compete with undemocratic 
places, no transparent legal system, no 
banking system that really functions 
openly? 

The answer is we cannot. We simply 
cannot. So we are outsourcing every-
thing to these places. And that is why 
imports are rising faster and faster and 
the people in those other places cannot 
afford to buy what is made by the peo-
ple of this country who have sustained 
a middle-class life-style until now. De-
spite modest economic growth in our 
country, middle-class workers are not 
seeing any rise in their income. That is 
right: inflation-adjusted income for all 
households except the very wealthiest 
is flat. This may be the first generation 
in America when our children do not 
live as well as their parents before 
them. And you know what? The Amer-
ican people know it. They know it. 

This is not the American Dream. 
This is the American nightmare. 

Please sponsor the Balancing Trade 
Act, H.R. 4405, that would require ac-
tion by the administration when we 
sustain these kinds of continued trade 
deficits with other nations. It is time 
for America to become independent 
again. It is time for America to restore 
her promise to all of her people. 

f 

THE ROLE OF THE FEDERAL 
GOVERNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
when we have the opportunity of bring-
ing tourists to this great Hall, we show 
them the ceiling, the cameos of all the 
great lawgivers in the world, two of 
whom are actually Americans. 

On the Speaker’s left up there is 
George Mason, one of three people who 
stayed through the entire Constitu-
tional Convention and then at the end 
refused to sign the document because it 
did not include a Bill of Rights. It was 
important for him because he thought 
that was the purpose of actually pre-
serving individual liberty for people. 

I sometimes find it unique that those 
great Founding Fathers, the people we 
venerate, Hamilton, Madison, Wash-
ington, Franklin, Dickinson, and oth-
ers, refused to add a Bill of Rights. It 
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