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goes, as far as the overgrowth and the
problems that they have.

I just simply ask that our Members
do this, and I think that the American
public should be asking that their
Members do as well: Is what we do the
best for the schools? Best for medicine?
Best for care best? For bridges? Best
for all other services? Is it in line with
what our constitutional framework
says and what our Founding Fathers
intended?

————

0O 2045

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE
MILLER) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
addressed the House. His remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

IT IS TIME TO BEGIN SETTING
PRIORITIES

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to claim the time
of the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
BURTON).

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CONAWAY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I have
recently introduced H. Res. 690, which
would require this body to begin set-
ting priorities. That is something the
Federal Government, and Congress in
particular, do not do a very good job
at. In fact, we are really lousy at it,
but it seems to me if we are able to set
priorities on new spending, then we
ought to be able to practice what H.
Res. 690 would do which is require the
House that anytime we create a new
program of any size or scope, that we
would have to, as part of that enacting
legislation, eliminate an existing pro-
gram of the same size or spending.

We have tough choices to make, but
we just do not make those choices very
well. You can look at the CBO’s Web
site. They publish a 50-year study of
what they think this Federal Govern-
ment will look like in the year 2050.

I have a grandson that will be about
53 years old at that point in time. The
government that he will inherit, left
unchecked, left unchanged, will be one
that consumes 50 percent of the gross
domestic product in this country, and
there has never been a free market,
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free enterprise system anywhere where
the central government could take half
and the rest of us passed on the other
half. We prosper by having growth in
the standard of the living, opportuni-
ties and others kinds of things.

So I believe that the growth in this
Federal Government is the single big-
gest threat that we face as a country to
our particular way of life.

That sounds strange in a country at
war, but the Taliban and al Qaeda and
the thugs that threaten this country
can get a few of us, but they cannot
fundamentally change the way we live.
They can hurt some of us and they try,
and we work real hard to not let that
happen, but this growth in this Federal
Government I believe can in fact have
a fundamental negative impact on the
way our children and grandchildren
will live.

I said I am a grandfather. I've got six
wonderful grandkids and one additional
one on the way which will be born in
November, if everything goes well.
Which grandfather or grandmother
among us would gather up their grand-
children, take them down to the near-
est bank, and say, Mr. Banker, I want
to borrow every single dollar in your
bank, I want these six grandkids in my
case, I want my six grandchildren to
sign that note. I am going to take the
money and spend it, but you are going
to need to look to them to collect it.
Well, there is not a grandparent worth
their salt that would do that on an in-
dividual basis, but somehow collec-
tively as a group we think that is okay
because that is exactly what we are
doing as we continue to spend money
that our children will have to probably
not pay back but will at least have to
pay the debt service on and that im-
pacts their way of life in a negative
way.

Every politician worth their salt will
step before this microphone and say we
need to cut Federal spending. It rolls
off your tongue very easily. Both sides
of the aisle say this on various occa-
sions, but we rarely practice what we
preach.

I would like to point out tonight one
program that I think would go away
and no one would even notice that it is
gone. We have in this country appro-
priated for 2006 money to provide an
America’s Job Bank. This is an Inter-
net-based listing of job openings na-
tionwide. It is maintained by good
folks at the Department of ILabor.
Since this was established, the Internet
of course has grown exponentially and
has created such private enterprise-
based sites as monster.com and
careerbuilder.com which provide thou-
sands and thousands and thousands of
listings every day; and, in fact, this
America’s Job Bank is a duplication.

Now the duplication only costs us $15
million, and that is a standard politi-
cian phrase, ‘“‘only $15 million.” Well,
$15 million is a lot of money for Dis-
trict 11 and is a program that I would
include in those that ought to go away.

As I mentioned, I have introduced H.
Res. 690. We are working with the
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Rules Committee to try to implement
this rule for the 110th Congress, and I
would encourage my colleagues to sup-
port it. The reason I am doing it is I
have got six grandchildren and one
more on the way, and I cannot think of
a better reason why we should not
begin to do a better job in setting pri-
orities for spending at in this Congress.
———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SHIMKUS addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mrs. CHRISTENSEN addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

RECOGNIZING THE EFFORTS OF
GEORGIANA COLES

Mr. FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to claim the unused time of the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN).

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
FITZPATRICK) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize
the efforts of Georgiana Coles, a resi-
dent in my district who will be honored
on April 20 for her work not only as a
successful business leader but also as a
dedicated land preservationist. She
will be honored by the Heritage Conser-
vancy, a nonprofit land and historic
preservation society, for her signifi-
cant contributions to preserving vast
swaths of pristine open space in Bucks
County, Pennsylvania.

My district, Mr. Speaker, is re-
nowned for its landscape as well as its
history. It is rumored that Oscar Ham-
merstein composed the lyrics to ““Oh
What A Beautiful Morning”’ for his mu-
sical ‘‘Oklahoma’ while looking over
the bucolic acreage of his farm in
Bucks County. However, today, contin-
ued development threatens to uproot
those same pastures and fields that in-
spired Hammerstein’s lyrics.

Georgiana Coles and her family own
a highly successful nursery in my dis-
trict that covers over 800 beautiful
acres. Over time, the Coles family has
expanded their operations, not simply
to expand their business, but to protect
prime land from development. By pur-
chasing 180 acres of the Bradshaw
Farm in Solebury Township, as well as
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132 acres in Buckingham Township for
preservation, Georgiana Coles has dem-
onstrated her unquestionable dedica-
tion to preserving Bucks County’s nat-
ural history.

I want to recognize Georgiana Coles
for her hard work and continued dedi-
cation to the preservation of open
space. I and the residents of the 8th
Congressional District of Pennsylvania
thank her.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. KILDEE addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. EMANUEL addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
TIERNEY) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. TIERNEY addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

REAL SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SCHIFF) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, the Pre-
amble to our Constitution lays out the
basic functions of government and no-
tably featured is the need to provide
for the common defense.

National security is the single most
important purpose of government; all
of the other blessings of liberty flow
from it. Throughout much of this coun-
try’s history, Senator Arthur
Vandenberg’s famous maxim that
“Partisanship must end at the water’s
edge” has guided the formulation and
execution of America’s national secu-
rity policy.

Unfortunately, over the past several
years that bipartisan tradition has
been undermined by the Republican
Party which has sought to convince
Americans that only one party could
be entrusted to preserve our Nation’s
military strength and its position as
the world’s preeminent power.

This unwillingness to listen to other
voices has reached its zenith under the
current administration, which took of-
fice with one overriding principle, that
was to guide American national secu-
rity policy. Yet when the previous ad-
ministration, that of President Clin-
ton, was for it, they were against it.
The result is an America that is less

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

safe than it should be and less safe
than it needs to be.

Our military has been stretched to
the absolute limits in Iraq, leaving us
precious little ability to respond to
other contingencies around the globe.
Overseas, we are less often seen as a
force for good in the world, and surveys
of public opinion consistently show
that we as a Nation are viewed nega-
tively, even by our friends in Europe.

At home, we have frittered away the
4% years since September 11 instead of
making real strides in safeguarding the
Nation from terrorist attack.

In Iraq, a stubborn refusal to commit
enough troops to save the lives and
pacify the country in the months after
the invasion has led to a protracted
fight against the Baathists and
Islamist insurgents that has claimed
now more than 2,300 American lives.

And finally, we have failed to reckon
with the Achilles heel of our national
security, our reliance on foreign oil to
supply our energy needs.

Clearly, Americans want and deserve
change. Last week, Members of our
party from both the House and the
Senate unveiled a comprehensive blue-
print to protect the American people
and to restore our Nation’s position of
international leadership.

Our plan, Real Security, was devised
with the assistance of a broad range of
experts, former military officers, re-
tired diplomats, law enforcement per-
sonnel, homeland security experts and
others, who helped identify key areas
where current policies have failed and
where new ones were needed.

During the next several weeKks,
Democratic Members of the House will
be doing a series of 1-hours where we
will discuss the particulars of the Real
Security plan. Tonight, we will give an
overview of that plan, and in the fol-
lowing weeks we will flesh out each of
the five pillars of the Democratic Real
Security plan for the country.

It is a tough and smart strategy to
rebuild our military, equip and train
our first responders and others on the
front lines and here at home, provide
needed benefits to our troops and vet-
erans, fully man and equip our Na-
tional Guard, promote alternative fuels
and reduce our dependence on foreign
oil, restore Americans’ confidence in
their government’s ability to respond
in the face of a terrorist attack or nat-
ural disaster.

To protect the American people, we
will immediately implement the rec-
ommendations of the independent bi-
partisan 9/11 Commission and finally
protect our ports and airports, our bor-
ders, mass transit systems, our chem-
ical and nuclear power plants, and our
food and water supplies from terrorist
attack.

After September 11, all Americans
trusted the President to take the steps
necessary to keep our country safe.
Since then, inadequate planning, some-
times incompetent policies, have failed
to make Americans as safe as we
should be. The tragedy of Hurricane
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Katrina showed that the Federal Gov-
ernment was still not prepared to re-
spond.

Under the administration’s leader-
ship, the war in Iraq began with intel-
ligence that was at best wrong and at
worst manipulated. 140,000 of our finest
young people were sent into Iraq with-
out an adequate plan for success.

Our ports and other critical infra-
structure remain vulnerable, while
both soldiers in the field and first re-
sponders at home lack the basic equip-
ment and resources they were prom-
ised.

Both in the Persian Gulf and on our
own gulf coast, lucrative, no-bid con-
tracts have gone to companies like
Halliburton, Kellogg, Brown&Root and
others with friends in high places.

Despite record high fuel prices, our
country remains heavily dependent on
foreign oil because of an energy policy
that benefits the big oil interests.

The Real Security plan rests on five
pillars that my colleagues and I will in-
troduce to you tonight. They are the
creation of a 2lst-century military, a
smart strategy to win the war on ter-
ror, a plan to secure the homeland, a
plan to move forward in Iraq, and a
proposal for achieving energy inde-
pendence for America by 2020.

Under Real Security, a Democratic
Congress will rebuild a state-of-the-art
military by making needed invest-
ments in equipment and manpower so
that we can project power to protect
America wherever and whenever nec-
essary.

We have all heard the stories of par-
ents using their own money to pur-
chase body armor for their own chil-
dren serving in Iraq. I personally asked
Secretary of Defense Rumsfeld about
the shortage of body armor, about the
lack of adequately armored vehicles,
and the holdups in development of
equipment to counter roadside bombs
that have killed and maimed so many
of our troops. Despite his assurances,
there are still problems and young
Americans are still paying the price.

Under Real Security, Democrats will
guarantee all of our troops have the
protective gear, equipment, and train-
ing they need and are never sent to war
without accurate intelligence and a
strategy for success.

I have been to Iraq now three times;
and I visited our wounded troops here
at home, there, and in Germany. I have
spoken at the funerals of my constitu-
ents who have been Kkilled in Iraq, and
I have sat with their families as they
have mourned. These experiences have
reinforced my sense of commitment to
ensuring the well-being of America’s
soldiers and their families and our vet-
erans.

Democrats will enact a GI bill of
Rights for the 21st century that guar-
antees our troops, active, reserve and
retired, our veterans and their fami-
lies, receive the pay, health care, men-
tal health services, and other benefits
they have earned and deserve.

Our active military are stretched to
the breaking point, but our Guard and
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