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House of Representatives
The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. BOOZMAN). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC, 
May 6, 2003. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN 
BOOZMAN to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

f 

MORNING HOUR DEBATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning hour debates. The Chair will 
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to 
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member, 
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) for 5 
minutes. 

f 

REJECT REPUBLICAN TAX PLAN 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I did 
not think it was possible, but chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
THOMAS) came up with a worse tax plan 
than the one that President Bush pro-
posed earlier this year. Neither the 
President’s plan nor the House Repub-
lican plan, scheduled to be marked by 
the Committee on Ways and Means 
today, will jump-start the economy. 

Mr. Speaker, since the President 
took office, more than 2.7 million pri-

vate sector jobs have been lost, the 
worst record in 40 years. Any tax cut 
passed by Congress should be fair, fast-
acting and fiscally responsible. The Re-
publican plan fails this test. 

Mr. Speaker, the Republican tax plan 
is simply unfair. The wealthiest Ameri-
cans will fare better under the Repub-
lican tax plan than the President’s 
plan, while middle class Americans, 
Americans with annual incomes be-
tween $30,000 and $100,000, will actually 
receive less under the Republican plan 
than they would have under the Presi-
dent’s plan. According to a report re-
leased this week by the Center on 
Budget and Policy Priorities, house-
holds with incomes of more than $1 
million per year would receive an aver-
age tax cut this year of $105,600 under 
the House Republican plan, and that is 
$15,000 more than they would have re-
ceived under the President’s proposal. 

Contrast those benefits with the mid-
dle fifth of households that will receive 
an average tax cut of $218 under the 
Thomas plan, slightly less than under 
the Bush plan. And let me reiterate, a 
millionaire under the Republican plan 
would see a tax benefit of more than 
$105,000, and an American making be-
tween $40,000 and $50,000 would receive 
a cut of only $456. 

At a time when we should be doing 
everything possible to jump-start the 
economy, the Republican solution cen-
ters around tax cuts on dividends and 
capital gains, two cuts that are tar-
geted towards the wealthiest Ameri-
cans, and according to economists will 
not create any new jobs. Do not just 
take my word for it, consider that 
more than 400 economists earlier this 
year said, ‘‘The tax cut plan proposed 
by President Bush is not the answer to 
the problem.’’ The economists con-
cluded that the permanent dividend tax 
cut in particular is not credible as a 
short-term stimulus. 

Mr. Speaker, like the Bush economic 
blueprint, the House GOP plan is fis-

cally irresponsible, saddling our chil-
dren with debt and hurting long-term 
economic growth. What a reversal of 
fortune we have witnessed over the last 
2 years. When the Bush administration 
came into office, there was a projected 
$5.6 trillion 10-year surplus. With this 
tax package, coupled with the huge tax 
cut in 2001, Republicans will produce a 
record $1.4 trillion deficit over the next 
10 years. That is a $7 trillion reversal 
in our country’s fortunes. 

Today, based on the tax proposal this 
House will debate later this week, it is 
clear the House Republicans have 
changed their tune. No longer are sky-
rocketing deficits a concern, this de-
spite the fact that Federal Reserve 
Chairman Alan Greenspan last week 
agreed that huge deficits will threaten 
economic growth. He stated, ‘‘If 
through tax cuts you get significant in-
creases in deficits which induce a rise 
in long-term interest rates, you will 
significantly undercut the benefits 
that would be achieved from any tax 
cut.’’

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the Republican 
tax plan is full of gimmicks designed to 
hide the true cost to taxpayers. In fact, 
the only proposals within the Repub-
lican plan which are beneficial to 
America’s middle class; that is, the 
Marriage Penalty Relief and the Child 
Tax Credit, would expire after 2005. In-
stead, Republicans would come back 
and probably extend the benefits which 
would raise the total cost of the pack-
age to at least $760 billion through 2013. 
The Washington Post editorial page 
called these gimmicks ‘‘tax cut trick-
ery’’ just this morning in their edi-
torial. 

Mr. Speaker, at a time when our 
economy needs a true jolt to reverse 
American’s fears of losing their jobs, 
the Republicans once again plan to 
give a huge tax cut to the wealthiest 
Americans. This plan offers very little 
to families and middle class Ameri-
cans, and instead saddles them with a 
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huge deficit, a deficit that risks the fu-
ture of Social Security and Medicare 
and means likely future interest rate 
increases. 

Democrats have proposed a true eco-
nomic stimulus plan that is fair, fast 
acting and fiscally responsible. Our 
plan would create 1 million new jobs 
this year, provide an extension of un-
employment benefits to millions of 
Americans still looking for jobs, pro-
vide tax relief to small businesses to 
invest in new equipment this year and 
provide assistance to cash-strapped 
States and municipalities. 

I do not think there is any question 
about the choice; but unfortunately, 
the Republicans have the majority and 
will likely be able to push their tax cut 
plan through the House later this 
week. I think it is very unfortunate be-
cause it will do nothing to reverse the 
economic downturn.

f 

TURNING THE ECONOMIC TIDE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. DELAY) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
interested in what the previous speaker 
had to say. The gentleman from New 
Jersey just went through the Presi-
dent’s economic and job growth pack-
age by detail, yet failed to go by detail 
into the Democratic alternative to cre-
ating jobs and stimulating economy be-
cause they have no alternative. The 
gentleman quotes the Center for Budg-
et and Policy Priorities as if they are a 
think tank with credibility. That 
group is filled with Democratic Hill 
staffers and former administration peo-
ple; and obviously, they are not a think 
tank, they are an opposition research 
organization, so they have no credi-
bility in terms of what we need to 
stimulate our economy and grow jobs. 

Mr. Speaker, too many Americans 
ready and willing to work are not able 
to find work. That is the problem. 
Companies are not investing or expand-
ing, and jobs are not being created. The 
President’s jobs and growth package 
which the House will take up this week 
will help remedy those problems. His 
proposal will immediately stimulate 
the economy to create new jobs and 
provide the framework for long-term 
economic growth. It will provide stim-
ulative tax relief on dividends and cap-
ital gains, move the income tax rate 
reductions planned for 2006 up to this 
year, and it will eliminate the mar-
riage tax penalty. It will increase the 
child tax credit, and it will accelerate 
business depreciation schedules. 

Mr. Speaker, that is a real jobs and 
growth package, and it is not based on 
some opposition research organization, 
it is based on history and we under-
stand when we cut taxes we grow the 
economy. All of these provisions will 
get jobs into the hands of people who 
need them, and money in the form of 
paychecks, not handouts, in the hands 
of American families. 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
THOMAS) and the Committee on Ways 
and Means will propose a package to 
help create jobs for the millions of 
Americans out of work and help create 
an economic environment that rewards 
investment and risk. The President’s 
plan is an American solution to an 
American problem. 

Congress should get out of the way 
and let entrepreneurs and workers cre-
ate jobs through investment, innova-
tion and hard work. But for them to do 
that, they need real tax relief, substan-
tial enough to do some good in our $10 
trillion economy. We do not need timid 
proposals or hidden tax hikes in the 
guise of offsets that will only reinforce 
current anxieties. 

Mr. Speaker, after the brief session 
in 2001, the economic ramifications of 
the 9/11 attacks and the understandable 
anxieties during the buildup to the bat-
tle of Iraq, we have finally turned this 
corner toward greater economic recov-
ery. The American people want jobs, 
and they deserve an economy strong 
enough to create those jobs. 

The President’s proposal will create 
jobs and, finally, turn the economic 
tide away from anxiety and into the 
favor of workers, small business people, 
homeowners, parents and retirees. I 
look forward to the debate and its ulti-
mate passage.

f 

THREATS TO CONSTITUTIONAL 
FREEDOMS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from New 
Mexico (Mr. UDALL) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, the previous gentlemen spoke 
and said that the Democrats have no 
plan and have no alternative. The gen-
tleman knows that is false. The Demo-
crats have a solid plan for economic 
growth, tax cuts to the middle class, 
not to the wealthy, targeting people 
who are going to spend it rather than 
those who are going to keep it, tax in-
centives for small business, which are a 
solid part of our plan, extending unem-
ployment benefits and helping States 
with Medicaid funding. The difference 
is that our plan is fiscally responsible 
and fast acting and will prime the 
pump and get the economy going 
again. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to talk 
about the threats to our constitutional 
freedoms. On September 11, we saw two 
planes kill thousands of people in New 
York. Our country has been in two con-
flicts overseas since then. There is in-
security in the land. Historically at 
times like these, Presidents and Con-
gresses have run rough-shod over our 
constitutional freedoms and taken 
away individual rights. 

A few examples in history: When we 
were about to go to war with the 
French, the Congress passed and John 
Adams signed the Alien & Sedition Act 

which made it illegal to talk against 
the government and people were 
thrown in jail for doing so. Abe Lincoln 
during the Civil War suspended the 
Writ of Habeas Corpus. During World 
War I, we again threw people in jail for 
speaking against the government. Dur-
ing World War II, we rounded up over 
100,000 Japanese-American citizens and 
put them in internment camps. Fifty 
years later we realized we had done 
them wrong, and we apologized and 
paid them a meager sum. During the 
McCarthy era in the Cold War, 160 se-
cret hearings were held and lives were 
ruined if you exercised your constitu-
tional rights. 

So in sum, war and fear and insecu-
rity can make us lose our moorings. 

After September 11, we rushed to 
pass the PATRIOT Act in 6 weeks. The 
PATRIOT Act has some good provi-
sions which update old laws; but it also 
seriously undermines the Bill of Rights 
and many other provisions. Take one, 
the fourth amendment, which says 
there shall not be any searches of a 
person’s home without a court issuing 
a warrant. 

One of the worst examples of a fourth 
amendment violation in the PATRIOT 
Act is a new provision called sneak and 
peek. That means you can have a se-
cret search of your house. The govern-
ment can come into your house, they 
can search it, take things, and you 
may never learn. Sounds like the 
fourth amendment out the door. 

Under the current regime President 
Bush can label somebody an enemy 
combatant, and they are thrown into a 
military brig even if they are an Amer-
ican citizen. There is no contact with 
the outside world, no attorney, no 
charges, no trial, and the person may 
be detained indefinitely. That does not 
sound like American justice to me.

b 1245 

And then just last week over in the 
United States Senate as the New York 
Times reports, we had a secret hearing 
in the Senate Intelligence Committee. 
The White House and the CIA proposed 
that the CIA and the military be given 
authority to collect intelligence on 
American citizens. Not even during the 
Cold War did we go this far. We have 
always kept separate the FBI, which 
does domestic law enforcement, and 
the CIA and the military, which deal 
with threats outside the country. 

There are many more examples of 
our rights being eroded today. The 
President must be held to account for 
these violations. The Congress must 
get a grip on these abuses. The Con-
gress should step forward, step up to 
the plate and review these policies and 
review these laws. The Congress needs 
to conduct real oversight in public, not 
behind closed doors, and needs to pro-
tect our constitutional freedoms. Ben 
Franklin said it best 200 years ago 
when he said, ‘‘If we surrender our lib-
erty in the name of security, then we 
shall have neither.’’ 
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COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS 

SET TO PASS THE PRESIDENT’S 
ECONOMIC PLAN 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

ISSA). Pursuant to the order of the 
House of January 7, 2003, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER) is 
recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
take a moment as I begin my remarks 
and talk about an issue that is so im-
portant. I first begin by commending 
President Bush for his strong leader-
ship on the economy. While so much of 
our Nation’s attention, in fact atten-
tion around the globe, has been focused 
on President Bush’s successful leader-
ship as well as the successful efforts of 
our American men and women to lib-
erate the oppressed people of Iraq from 
the brutality of Saddam Hussein, 
President Bush and House Republicans 
have been working to get this economy 
moving again. It is so important that 
we focus attention today on the econ-
omy. Today we are going to have ac-
tion in the House Committee on Ways 
and Means to create jobs and give 
Americans the opportunity to go back 
to work. 

Let me tell you why it is important 
to the people of Illinois. In Illinois we 
have 6.6 percent unemployment. Unfor-
tunately in the district that I rep-
resent, an agricultural-industrial dis-
trict in the south suburbs of Chicago, 
our unemployment is actually higher. 
Grundy County, the county that is my 
home county, has almost 12 percent un-
employment; LaSalle has 9.8 percent 
unemployment; Will County has 7.9 
percent unemployment; Bureau, 8.7; 
Kankakee, 8.5 percent. Clearly we need 
to get the economy moving again be-
cause it affects folks back home. The 
philosophy of what we are going to pur-
sue today is following the direction the 
President laid out for us earlier as we 
work to get this economy moving 
again, creating jobs, giving those who 
are unemployed the opportunity to get 
a good-paying job and go back to work. 
Our strategy is to put extra money in 
the pocketbooks of workers so they can 
meet their families’ needs and raise 
their take-home pay by cutting their 
individual taxes. We want to give busi-
ness the incentive to invest in the cre-
ation of jobs. 

Economists have analyzed the plan 
that is before us today and they project 
that the plan that we will be debating 
and passing out of the Committee on 
Ways and Means and hopefully out of 
the House this week with bipartisan 
support will create 1 million jobs over 
the next 16 months. Two-thirds of this 
package benefits individual taxpayers. 
In fact, if you pay Federal income 
taxes, you benefit. We double the child 
tax credit, from $600 to $1,000. That 
benefits 1.1 million families with chil-
dren in Illinois. We eliminate effective 
immediately the marriage tax penalty. 
We make effective immediately the 
Bush individual rate reductions and ex-
pand the lowest tax bracket for low-in-

come Americans so more low-income 
Americans will have their taxes low-
ered in that new 10 percent tax bracket 
created for low-income Americans. I 
note that we also provide additional al-
ternative minimum tax relief, one of 
the consequences of a bad policy we are 
still living with from the 1980s. The 
bottom line is two-thirds of this pack-
age benefits average taxpayers, putting 
extra money in the pocketbooks of 
workers for their families’ needs. 

We also jump-start the economy by 
providing incentives for business to in-
vest, providing for what some people 
call bonus depreciation, that others 
like myself call accelerated deprecia-
tion, but allowing business to deduct at 
least 50 percent or more this year of 
the cost of buying a company car, an 
office computer, telecommunications 
or machine tool equipment, or if they 
are making their office or business 
more secure, investing in security and 
equipment, they would be able to re-
cover the cost of that much more 
quickly. When you think about it, 
when you encourage a business to buy 
a company car, there is an autoworker 
in Chicago or the south suburbs whose 
job is created. We also allow companies 
losing money this year to go back and 
recover some revenue and capital from 
previous years so they have capital to 
invest in the creation of jobs. 

And due to the President’s leader-
ship, we work to provide assistance and 
relief for those who invest for their re-
tirement. Today, 84 million taxpayers 
are stockholders. That is over half of 
American households. Many are senior 
citizens who have saved for their re-
tirement. Today they are taxed twice 
on their dividends from their stock 
holdings. That is not right. It is not 
fair. I realize my Democratic friends 
think that is okay because they want 
to keep the money here in Washington 
and they think they can spend it better 
than these stockholders can. The Presi-
dent says we should eliminate that 
double taxation. We make a big step 
with the proposal before us today by 
equalizing the tax treatment between 
capital gains and stock dividends. 
Those in the 10 and 15 percent bracket 
will only pay a 5 percent tax rate. 
Those in the higher brackets will pay 
15. This is a good plan. It puts extra 
money in the pocketbooks of con-
sumers as well as encourages busi-
nesses to invest. 

I want to draw attention to one issue 
which I have been so involved in, which 
is a key part of the plan that is going 
to be debated and passed out of the 
Committee on Ways and Means today, 
and that is the issue of the marriage 
tax penalty. There are 42 million mar-
ried working couples, like Jose and 
Magdalena Castillo of Joliet, Illinois, 
two laborers, and, of course, their chil-
dren Eduardo and Carolina. They live 
in Joliet, Illinois. They work hard for 
their living. They benefit from this 
plan today. When we worked 2 years 
ago to pass legislation to eliminate the 
marriage tax penalty because of the 

rules in the other body, we had to 
phase it in. Today we are going to pass 
legislation to make marriage tax pen-
alty relief effective this year. It is 
wrong to tax marriage. We benefit the 
Castillo family by eliminating the 
marriage tax penalty this year. When 
you think about it, that is $1,400 they 
can spend in Joliet, Illinois.

f 

ANOTHER VIEW OF THE 
PRESIDENT’S ECONOMIC PLAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BROWN) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, re-
cently President Bush traveled to my 
home State of Ohio to sell his tax cuts. 
He went to a manufacturing company 
of I believe the largest Republican con-
tributor in Ohio to extol the value of 
his tax cuts. He met with the execu-
tives of that company who will enjoy 
large tax cuts. He did not talk specifi-
cally about what individual workers 
who make 20 and 30 and 40 and $50,000 
a year will get, but understand as the 
President came to Ohio and talked 
about this tax cut, his 500-plus-billion-
dollar tax cut, that half of that tax cut 
will go to people whose average income 
is $968,000 a year. So half of that tax 
cut will go to people who on the aver-
age make about $1 million a year. 

The President now has shifted from 
talking about the tax cut because that 
has fallen on deaf ears, even on the 
ears of a Republican Senator in Ohio 
who has said ‘‘no’’ to this tax cut, 
thinking it throws the budget way out 
of balance, thinking that the tax cuts 
go far too much to the wealthiest citi-
zens and not enough to middle-income 
Americans. The President now has 
shifted his talk to talk about jobs, say-
ing that the Bush economic plan is not 
so much about tax cuts but is about job 
creation. What he does not say is since 
he took office, we have lost 2.6 million 
jobs in this country, most of them 
manufacturing jobs. We have lost man-
ufacturing jobs literally every single 
month of the Bush presidency, some-
thing that has never happened since we 
have been keeping records on those 
kinds of things. There has been nega-
tive economic growth and negative 
economic job activity since the Presi-
dent has taken office. That has not 
happened in the last 50 years. At the 
same time the President’s similar kind 
of tax cut which passed his first year in 
office is not paying the kind of benefits 
that he hoped. He 2 years ago asked 
Congress, asked the American people 
for a similar economic package to the 
one he asks for today. Yet today he is 
asking for it again even though we 
have lost 2.6 million jobs and we have 
lost manufacturing jobs in this country 
every single month since the President 
took office. The President wants to 
give tax cuts to the wealthiest citizens 
in this country, leaving a few hundred 
dollars for people making 40 or 50 or 60 
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or $70,000 a year, giving 10 to $15,000 to 
people making $1 million a year. 

At the same time the President 
wants to restrict one of the best bipar-
tisan both job creation and poverty 
programs that this country has had re-
warding work, and that is the earned 
income tax credit. The earned income 
tax credit was passed by a Democratic 
Congress with a Republican President 
in 1975, expanded in the eighties by a 
Republican President and a Democratic 
Congress, and now President Bush 
wants to restrict the earned income 
tax credit. People making 20, 25, $30,000 
a year under the earned income tax 
credit will get about $1,000 a year more 
back in their taxes than they would get 
otherwise. It is a way to reward work. 
These are people that have full-time 
jobs, often without health care, often 
single parents, people that are strug-
gling that need that kind of help. So 
the President wants to give huge tax 
cuts to people making $1 million a year 
and take away much of the tax benefits 
under the earned income tax credit 
that people making 20, 25, $30,000 a year 
make. 

Get this, though. The IRS now has 
decided to change in the last 5 years, 
under Republican leadership in this 
House and Senate, to change the fre-
quency by which they audit tax re-
turns. If you are making $30,000 a year 
and you have filed for the earned in-
come tax credit, one out of 64 of you 
will be audited by the IRS. But if you 
make $100,000, only one out of 120 of 
you will be audited by the IRS. If you 
are even higher income than that, then 
only one out of 400 of you will be au-
dited by the IRS. So the IRS is going 
after people making 20, 30, 40, $50,000 a 
year while allowing people by and large 
to skate if they are making a half mil-
lion or a million dollars a year. Then 
on top of that the President wants to 
give a tax cut to the wealthiest people 
in this country. 

The largest newspaper in my district, 
the Akron Beacon Journal, had this to 
say about the earned income tax credit 
this morning: ‘‘The President wants 
Americans to spend their money to 
boost the economy. He wants to create 
jobs. The earned income tax credit de-
livers on both fronts.’’ That is the im-
portance of the earned income tax 
credit, of keeping it in place, of keep-
ing the eligibility standards where 
they are, of encouraging more people 
to file for the earned income tax credit. 
That will help stimulate the economy. 
That goes with the general Democratic 
plan on economic stimulus, not simply 
giving tax breaks to the richest people 
in the country hoping that some of the 
money trickles down for job creation. 
That clearly has not worked. Instead, 
the Democratic plan through extending 
unemployment, through middle-class 
tax breaks, through helping small busi-
nesses, through economic stimulus of 
building highways and bridges and all 
that, that is what will put people back 
to work.

THE MOUNTING FEDERAL DEBT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. SMITH) is recognized during 
morning hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I want to talk for a couple of mo-
ments on the financial situation of the 
Federal Government. This chart shows 
what is happening to gross Federal 
debt. The debt held by the public, the 
debt held by government accounts, 
mostly Social Security, what we are 
borrowing from Social Security, added 
together, equal the total amount of 
debt. The only way debt can be in-
creased in the United States Govern-
ment is if the House and the Senate 
pass legislation increasing the debt 
limit and then the President signs it. 
That is what we are doing again this 
year and that is partially because of 
the increase in Federal spending. 

As you can see on this chart, by 2013 
we are approaching a debt of $10 tril-
lion; $10 trillion debt compared to a 
budget for next year that is going to 
amount to about $2.2 trillion. Let me 
tell you one of the big problems of why 
we are going so deep in debt. That is 
because of the overzealousness of this 
legislative body and the White House 
to spend more and more money. 

This next chart shows the increase in 
spending. As you can see, the discre-
tionary spending increases have aver-
aged 6.3 percent each year since 1996. 
Since 1997, we have increased spending 
by 7.7 percent. Even in what is called a 
very frugal budget this year, with in-
creased spending about 4.2 to 4.4 per-
cent, still again it is about twice the 
rate of inflation. So if we are going to 
keep increasing spending, then what we 
are doing in effect is leaving a larger 
and larger debt to our kids and our 
grandkids. 

I am a farmer from Michigan. Our 
goal has been on the farm to try to pay 
down some of that mortgage in order 
for our kids to have a better chance at 
success and the good life than maybe 
their parents had. Here in this body, in 
Congress, we keep increasing the debt 
on our kids. It is sort of a hidden tax. 

If you will a future tax increase. 
Increasing taxes outright is going to 

increase the chance that you are not 
going to be reelected.

b 1300 
But increasing spending by increased 

borrowing means that they are cutting 
a ribbon on some jogging trail or some 
library or other pork project. It prob-
ably increases the chance that they are 
going to be reelected. So the propen-
sity to spend more and more money is 
one of the failures of this legislative 
system. Simply leaving this mortgage 
to our kids is in effect saying that our 
problems today are more important 
than the problems that our kids and 
our grandkids are going to face when 
they are responsible for paying their 
taxes into this Federal Government. 

Let me say that I was disappointed 
last week in another demonstration of 

the unwillingness of this Chamber to 
stay within the budget. Last week we 
had an HIV/AIDS bill coming before 
the body that we passed out of the 
House and sent to the Senate. That bill 
increased by 50 percent the HIV/AIDS 
money that was in the budget to be 
spent internationally to help cure 
AIDS. So it was an increase of 50 per-
cent over and above what the President 
suggested, 50 percent over and above 
what we passed in the budget resolu-
tion. So the discipline of this body to 
reduce spending and live within our 
budget leaves much to be desired. 

How do we get this kind of discipline? 
We are talking this week about tax 
cuts, and certainly we cannot pay for 
tax cuts with increased borrowing. 
However, we have a system in this 
country where those who work hard, 
save and invest and try to start a busi-
ness and make money producing some-
thing that other people want to buy 
has ended up with the kind of incen-
tives that has made this country the 
strongest economically in the world. 
And it is not Government that decides 
whether we are going to have a good 
economy. It is the people that decide 
that it is going to be to their advan-
tage and the advantage of their family 
if they decide to work hard and try to 
produce talent or some products that 
other people want to buy. 

So the goal and the key, the bottom 
line, Mr. Speaker, is that somehow, 
someplace, sometime this body and the 
White House have got to come up with 
the discipline to hold down spending if 
we want to keep a strong economy and 
those incentives that cause people to 
expand business and therefore expand 
jobs.

f 

THE EFFECTS OF TAX CUTS ON 
GUAM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ISSA). Pursuant to the order of the 
House of January 7, 2003, the gentle-
woman from Guam (Mr. BORDALLO) is 
recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes. 

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to enlighten my colleagues on 
how the tax cuts legislation will affect 
my district, the Territory of Guam. Be-
cause Guam follows the mirror tax 
code, tax changes enacted by Congress 
are mirrored by the Guam tax code, 
and the tax cuts being contemplated by 
Congress this week would have a sub-
stantial effect on our island’s tax reve-
nues. 

On Guam we face great challenges 
due to a recession that continues and a 
slowdown in visitors to our island. 
Allow me, Mr. Speaker, to present the 
Members with the picture of the cur-
rent fiscal troubles encountered by the 
government of Guam. The governor 
and the legislature are poised to enact 
a bill that will authorize the borrowing 
of in excess of $200 million from the 
bond market to deal with our deficit. 
We learned just today that Standard 
and Poor’s recently downgraded its 
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general credit rating for the govern-
ment of Guam from BB to B, consid-
ering Guam’s $416 million of current 
outstanding debts. This places Guam’s 
creditworthiness into a moderate to 
high-risk category. Thus, in addition 
to lacking revenues to meet the basic 
needs of our community, future genera-
tions will have to shoulder the burden 
of excessive bond deficits and high in-
terest repayment rates. 

The House Committee on Govern-
ment Reform, Democratic staff, re-
cently prepared a special report which 
estimates the effect of the proposed tax 
cuts on Guam’s Treasury. The com-
mittee estimates that the proposed tax 
cuts would cost $38 million for fiscal 
year 2003. While these funds theoreti-
cally provide Guam taxpayers with tax 
relief, the report demonstrates that the 
average tax cut for the bottom 56 per-
cent of Guam taxpayers would be $199. 
The average tax cut for the top 2 per-
cent of taxpayers on Guam would be 
$13,935. In fact, the top 2 percent in the 
household income category would re-
ceive a disproportionate 21 percent of 
the total tax cut. While there may in-
deed be positive benefits to these tax 
cuts, Mr. Speaker, the loss of $38 mil-
lion in general fund revenues, almost 10 
percent of the fiscal year 2004 budget 
projection, is a serious issue that 
should concern us. 

While the bill that the House will 
consider on Friday has scaled back 
some of the tax cuts on dividends and 
capital gains, I strongly urge the Com-
mittee on the Budget and the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means to consider 
the effects of their proposals on the 
Territories that implement the mirror 
tax code such as Guam. 

We on Guam would like to see offsets 
for tax cuts that Congress imposes. 
This may not be possible, but there are 
other ways that the Federal Govern-
ment can help us to mitigate the ef-
fects of tax cuts. For example, we 
would like to see an increase in Com-
pact-impact reimbursement to Guam 
to cover the actual costs of Compact 
immigration. We would like to have 
the Medicaid costs fully reimbursed, 
not capped by statute. Finally, we 
would like to see Supplemental Secu-
rity Income extended to the Territory 
of Guam. 

Any or all of these measures would 
help us to mitigate the effects of 
whichever tax cut Congress decides on. 
So my message today, Mr. Speaker, is 
that the Territories present unique sit-
uations that should be examined when-
ever Federal policy is considered and 
most importantly Federal tax policy.

f 

ASTHMA PREPAREDNESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. STEARNS) is recognized during 
morning hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, today is 
World Asthma Day, and tomorrow is 
Asthma Awareness Day on Capitol Hill. 

I am co-chair along with the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. TOWNS). Tomorrow 
I will be introducing legislation with 
the gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. 
KENNEDY) called ASTHMA 2003. We in-
tend to offer this legislation, and we 
think my colleagues should take a look 
at it and I hope they will cosponsor it. 

But today I want all of us to think 
about this disease which is increasing 
astonishingly rapidly and it is affect-
ing 20 million Americans, over 5 mil-
lion of which are children who are in 
school. Asthma is the most common 
cause of missed schooldays. That is 14 
million annually. It costs us tremen-
dously in lost time learning, lost pro-
ductivity and earnings and medical ex-
penses, including of course costly 
emergency room visits. 

While scientists work to understand 
asthma’s prevalence and pharma-
ceutical makers discover new treat-
ments, caring doctors, nurses and res-
piratory therapists dutifully diagnose 
and educate patients and parents and 
children with asthma soldier along, one 
different aspect I would like to talk 
about is the importance of remem-
bering asthma medication in the role 
of self-preparation for emergencies. 
The events of this past year have 
heightened our collective conscious-
ness to planning ahead and being ready 
for the unexpected and symptom-re-
lieving, lifesaving asthma and allergy 
medication should be a part of every 
diagnosed individual or their family’s 
‘‘go-kit.’’

Did anyone see the movie ‘‘Signs’’ 
last summer when the family hid out 
in the basement but the father in his 
haste forgot to grab his asthmatic 
son’s inhaler, the bronchodilator? By 
the time of escape, the son had to be 
revived out of his throat-closing reac-
tion with an injection of epinephrine. 
That is a scary, sobering image. So re-
member critical medications to treat 
asthma and severe allergy reactions in 
the plans. Good resources to follow are 
the Federal Government’s website, 
www.ready.gov, or ones operated by 
the American Red Cross or numerous 
other organizations. 

Take us here in the Capitol. It is pos-
sible that rather than evacuation, we 
may be sheltered in place if there is a 
biological, chemical, or radiological 
event in the local area. If my col-
leagues or their families or anybody in 
the Capitol have allergies or asthma, 
do they have an extra inhaler in their 
desk drawer? I ask the Members to 
please remember this: To encourage 
their staff and our House employees to 
plan for such a contingency. 

I would like to end with a heartening 
asthma story which I think comes to 
the point. In Operation Iraqi Freedom, 
our Army medical personnel provided a 
very touching story of treating injured, 
sick and pregnant civilians, perhaps 
more than a season of ‘‘M*A*S*H’’ epi-
sodes, but I found one especially inspir-
ing. The Washington Post reported this 
on April 2, reported that Rashed Mo-
hammad, his wife, Sikara, and their 

son approached U.S. soldiers with their 
3-year-old daughter, Rajwa. She was 
breathing laboredly in rapid gasps. The 
family could not afford the medical 
fees at the Iraqi hospital, and the par-
ents feared their daughter would die. 

A team led by Captain Eric Schobitz, 
30, an Army doctor from Fairfax, ad-
ministered oxygen and intravenous 
drip and antibiotics. ‘‘She has pneu-
monia and is also suffering from an 
asthma attack,’’ he said. Equally im-
portant to arresting her acute episode, 
the Captain Schobitz showed her moth-
er how to administer the inhaler and 
instructed the family to return if she 
showed no improvement in 2 days. And 
at this point, God willing, we are as-
suming she had a good outcome. 

This underscores what I always pro-
mote and what my bill tomorrow ad-
dresses: Asthma management involves 
a committed team of the provider, the 
parents, and the child. I pray for this 
little girl’s good health. I salute Cap-
tain Schobitz and urge us to remember 
asthma and allergy medication in our 
emergency preparedness efforts and 
wish all asthmatic children well on the 
eve of Asthma Awareness Day, which is 
going to be here in the Capitol. 

Mr. Speaker, and colleagues, please 
join us tomorrow in the Cannon Caucus 
Room from 1 o’clock to 2 p.m. for a 
press conference, followed by a free 
asthma screening for all House Mem-
bers, staff and all employees.

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 13 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
until 2 p.m. today.

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mrs. EMERSON) at 2 p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 
Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 

Lord God of Heaven and Earth, as 
Members of the House of Representa-
tives gather to reflect upon the most 
significant needs of this Nation and 
make decisions that will shape its fu-
ture, be very present to each of them 
with the piercing light of pure wisdom. 

Scatter the clouds of self-interest 
and personal dismay that Your greater 
purpose may be realized in them. 

Holy and Immortal One, all the ele-
ments of nature obey Your commands. 

Calm the severe storms that have 
threatened Your people. 

Grant compassionate help, protec-
tion, renewed faith and love to all who 
have lost family, home or treasured be-
longings due to destructive violence. 
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Turn human fear of Your power into 

praise of Your goodness. 
We, people who trust in You, pray 

now and forever. Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. STEARNS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f 

FRANCE SHOWS NO FRIENDSHIP 
TO THE UNITED STATES 

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

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, 
today in the Washington Times it was 
reported that France supplied Iraqi of-
ficials passports as they fled U.S. 
forces, this allegation coming on the 
heels of another report that French 
companies sold military spare parts to 
Iraq shortly before the war. These pass-
ports gave the Iraqis who originally 
fled into Syria the ability to move 
freely among 12 European Union coun-
tries. This means that France gave 
Hussein’s regime officials a get-out-of-
jail-free card to escape. 

I would like to remind my colleagues 
that these officials were part of a re-
gime that is responsible for an esti-
mated over 200,000 Iraqis having dis-
appeared over the years, with many of 
them likely ending up in the secret 
mass graves that we continue to dis-
cover. 

In reality, this allegation should 
come as no surprise. Rather than join-
ing in promoting a free Iraq, the sheer 
magnitude of France’s opposition to 
coalition actions demonstrates an af-
finity for this despotic regime. 

As France seeks to repair its friend-
ship with the United States, we should 
ask the question: With friends like 
that, who needs enemies?

f 

DO NOT TURN OUR BACK ON THE 
SUDAN 

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

Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, several 
weeks ago Cuba was reelected to the 
U.N. Human Rights Commission. Given 

the U.N.’s record, that is not sur-
prising. But more shocking is the 
Human Rights Commission’s treatment 
of the Sudan. From its northern perch 
in Khartoum, the Sudanese govern-
ment has conducted a self-declared 
jihad against the country’s Christian 
population in the south. 

The government has killed 2 million, 
allowed the enslavement of tens of 
thousands, and displaced nearly 5 mil-
lion, and the death toll keeps rising. 
Somehow the U.N. is willing to ignore 
these facts. 

It has pulled all human rights observ-
ers and appears to have declared Sudan 
slave-free. But we cannot turn our 
back even if the U.N. has turned theirs. 
Sudan continues the enslavement and 
massacre of its Christian population. 
Sudan’s complete disregard for human 
life and eager support of the slave 
trade deserve our condemnation. 

The Human Rights Commission 
should reverse its decision, and this 
Congress should continue to pressure 
Sudan to end the massacre of its own 
citizens. 

f 

HONORING TARA OGLE 

(Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to honor Tara 
Ogle, a paramedic in St. Cloud, Min-
nesota, as this year’s recipient of the 
Minnesota Stars of Life award. The 
Stars of Life award is given each year 
to an emergency medical service pro-
fessional who has demonstrated out-
standing service to their profession 
through communication skills, cus-
tomer service, and job performance. 

Nominated by her team captain in 
St. Cloud, Tara exemplifies the quality 
of bravery and caring held by EMS pro-
fessionals. For example, she recently 
responded to a call from a family 
whose child had died. While the par-
ents, understandably distraught, were 
handling matters with local law en-
forcement, Tara took extra time with 
their children and explained what had 
happened in terms that they could un-
derstand. Often in intense emotional 
situations like this, the needs of chil-
dren are overlooked. Tara made sure 
that this did not happen and did her 
best to ensure that the other children 
were comforted during this difficult 
time. 

Madam Speaker, I congratulate Tara 
Ogle and all EMS professionals on their 
hard work and dedication to their jobs 
and patients and to our communities. I 
know we all appreciate the level of 
care they bring to their profession and 
are grateful for the service they pro-
vide. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 

will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered or on which the 
vote is objected to under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today. 

f 

AUTHORIZING PRINTING OF BRO-
CHURES ENTITLED ‘‘HOW OUR 
LAWS ARE MADE’’ AND ‘‘OUR 
AMERICAN GOVERNMENT,’’ THE 
PUBLICATION ENTITLED ‘‘OUR 
FLAG,’’ THE DOCUMENT-SIZED 
ANNOTATED VERSION OF THE 
UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION, 
AND THE POCKET VERSION OF 
THE UNITED STATES CONSTITU-
TION 

Mr. MICA. Madam Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and agree to the 
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 139) 
authorizing printing of the brochures 
entitled ‘‘How Our Laws Are Made’’ 
and ‘‘Our American Government’’, the 
publication entitled ‘‘Our Flag’’, the 
document-sized, annotated version of 
the United States Constitution, and 
the pocket version of the United States 
Constitution. 

The Clerk read as follows:
H. CON. RES. 139

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), 
SECTION 1. HOW OUR LAWS ARE MADE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—An edition of the bro-
chure entitled ‘‘How Our Laws Are Made’’, as 
revised under the direction of the Parliamen-
tarian of the House of Representatives in 
consultation with the Parliamentarian of 
the Senate, shall be printed as a House docu-
ment under the direction of the Joint Com-
mittee on Printing. 

(b) ADDITIONAL COPIES.—In addition to the 
usual number, there shall be printed the less-
er of—

(1) 550,000 copies of the document, of which 
440,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
House of Representatives, 100,000 copies shall 
be for the use of the Senate, and 10,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Joint Committee 
on Printing; or 

(2) such number of copies of the document 
as does not exceed a total production and 
printing cost of $220,794, with distribution to 
be allocated in the same proportion as de-
scribed in paragraph (1), except that in no 
case shall the number of copies be less than 
1 per Member of Congress. 
SEC. 2. OUR AMERICAN GOVERNMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The 2003 revised edition 
of the brochure entitled ‘‘Our American Gov-
ernment’’ shall be printed as a House docu-
ment under the direction of the Joint Com-
mittee on Printing. 

(b) ADDITIONAL COPIES.—In addition to the 
usual number, there shall be printed the less-
er of—

(1) 550,000 copies of the document, of which 
440,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
House of Representatives, 100,000 copies shall 
be for the use of the Senate, and 10,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Joint Committee 
on Printing; or 

(2) such number of copies of the document 
as does not exceed a total production and 
printing cost of $454,160, with distribution to 
be allocated in the same proportion as de-
scribed in paragraph (1), except that in no 
case shall the number of copies be less than 
1 per Member of Congress. 
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SEC. 3. OUR FLAG. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The 2003 revised edition 
of the publication entitled ‘‘Our Flag’’ shall 
be printed as a House document under the di-
rection of the Joint Committee on Printing. 

(b) ADDITIONAL COPIES.—In addition to the 
usual number, there shall be printed the less-
er of—

(1) 550,000 copies of the document, of which 
440,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
House of Representatives, 100,000 copies shall 
be for the use of the Senate, and 10,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Joint Committee 
on Printing; or 

(2) such number of copies of the document 
as does not exceed a total production and 
printing cost of $198,108, with distribution to 
be allocated in the same proportion as de-
scribed in paragraph (1), except that in no 
case shall the number of copies be less than 
1 per Member of Congress. 
SEC. 4. DOCUMENT-SIZED, ANNOTATED UNITED 

STATES CONSTITUTION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The 2003 edition of the 

document-sized, annotated version of the 
United States Constitution shall be printed 
as a House document under the direction of 
the Joint Committee on Printing. 

(b) ADDITIONAL COPIES.—In addition to the 
usual number, there shall be printed the less-
er of—

(1) 550,000 copies of the document, of which 
440,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
House of Representatives, 100,000 copies shall 
be for the use of the Senate, and 10,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Joint Committee 
on Printing; or 

(2) such number of copies of the document 
as does not exceed a total production and 
printing cost of $432,647, with distribution to 
be allocated in the same proportion as de-
scribed in paragraph (1), except that in no 
case shall the number of copies be less than 
1 per Member of Congress. 
SEC. 5. POCKET VERSION OF THE UNITED 

STATES CONSTITUTION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The 21st edition of the 

pocket version of the United States Con-
stitution shall be printed as a House docu-
ment under the direction of the Joint Com-
mittee on Printing. 

(b) ADDITIONAL COPIES.—In addition to the 
usual number, there shall be printed the less-
er of—

(1) 550,000 copies of the document, of which 
440,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
House of Representatives, 100,000 copies shall 
be for the use of the Senate, and 10,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Joint Committee 
on Printing; or 

(2) such number of copies of the document 
as does not exceed a total production and 
printing cost of $126,729, with distribution to 
be allocated in the same proportion as de-
scribed in paragraph (1), except that in no 
case shall the number of copies be less than 
1 per Member of Congress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MICA) and the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. LARSON) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. MICA). 

Mr. MICA. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I am pleased to rise 
here today in support of House Concur-
rent Resolution 139. Now, this is not a 
major piece of legislation that is going 
to have mind-boggling results for the 
Nation, but what it is is something 
very important that is in the purview 
of the Committee on House Adminis-
tration, and that is legislation that au-

thorizes the printing of the publication 
entitled ‘‘How Our Laws Are Made’’ 
and ‘‘Our American Government’’, also 
the publication entitled ‘‘Our Flag’’, 
the document-sized annotated version 
of the United States Constitution and 
the pocket version of the United States 
Constitution. I think that is an impor-
tant responsibility of our committee. 

It is the intention of the Committee 
on House Administration to make cer-
tain that these useful and important 
educational publications are made 
available to people. I want to say too 
that at every school group I try to per-
sonally deliver to each student, young 
American, some young, some older stu-
dents, and many adults a copy of these 
treasured documents that contain the 
very foundation and basis for our gov-
ernment and for our freedoms. These 
publications are not only a resourceful 
means of information for Members’ of-
fices but also a great learning tool for 
constituents of all ages. 

Making these publications available 
to constituents not only helps them 
better understand how our government 
operates, but it also illustrates what 
their rights are and their responsibil-
ities are in this as citizens of this great 
country. Our Nation’s parents, schools, 
and communities do a terrific job in 
teaching the rich history and structure 
of our government, and I hope these 
publications will provide additional 
tools and resources that can continue 
that tradition and I know that they 
will. 

Each publication will have 550,000 
copies printed, of which 430,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the House of 
Representatives, 100,000 copies shall be 
for the use of the other body, and 10,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Joint 
Committee on Printing. Each Member 
and Senator shall receive 1,000 copies of 
these publications and they will be de-
livered to each Member of the House 
and the other body’s offices. The cost 
of these publications will be incurred 
from the Congressional Printing and 
Binding Fund, and for additional cop-
ies, Members have the opportunity to 
purchase them from the Super-
intendent of Documents. 

It is important that every student in 
a democracy be absolutely familiar 
with the very basic principles and val-
ues for which our country stands and 
on which it is based. These documents 
provide a very articulate description 
and really an enumeration of those 
principles and even illustrates how we 
debate and resolve differences of opin-
ion and how this body, the people’s 
body, operates this institution that has 
survived for some two centuries of 
democratic representative government. 

So we hope to extend, again, the un-
derstanding to students of all ages, 
young people and adults. We hope to 
have a better understanding, again, of 
the basic foundations of the process of 
government, and these publications 
will help in that important responsi-
bility. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise to associate 
myself with the remarks of the distin-
guished gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
MICA). 

I am delighted to cosponsor and sup-
port House Concurrent Resolution 139. 
This resolution, as the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MICA) ably explained, au-
thorizes the printing of brochures enti-
tled ‘‘How Our Laws Are Made’’, ‘‘Our 
American Government’’, and the publi-
cation entitled ‘‘Our Flag’’, the docu-
ment-sized annotated version of the 
United States Constitution and the 
pocket version of the United States 
Constitution, both vitally important to 
so many of our constituents and used 
by so many of our colleagues here to 
impart information about our govern-
ment and our Constitution to our citi-
zens. 

Madam Speaker, these documents are 
more than just handy reference mate-
rials. Collectively they explain how our 
federal system of government works, 
contain the essential documents on 
which the government is based, includ-
ing the Declaration of Independence, 
and answer a wide range of questions 
frequently asked of our constitutional 
system. 

They are, in a word, indispensable to 
every American and should be made 
widely available to every person who 
seeks answers about what it means to 
live in the United States. The resolu-
tion before us will do just that. I urge 
the House to support the concurrent 
resolution. 

Madam Speaker, I would be remiss if 
during today’s proceedings concerning 
the Joint Committee on Printing that 
I did not mention that one of the insti-
tution’s finest employees, Mike Har-
rison, who is on the minority staff and 
is minority staff director for the Joint 
Committee on Printing, is not here 
today. Normally, Mike would be here 
right by my side.

b 1415 

He has helped me in the past shep-
herd through legislation. Unfortu-
nately, Mike is home recovering from 
an ailment and cannot be here today. 
The good news is that he is doing quite 
well and convalescing at home. I spoke 
with both him and his wife, Lori; and I 
know so many from here send their 
best wishes for his speedy recovery. He 
is as witty as ever, and we look forward 
to his speedy return. 

Madam Speaker, having no further 
speakers, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MICA. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

In conclusion, again, I am here to 
present House Concurrent Resolution 
139, which authorizes the publication of 
some very important documents, in-
cluding the Constitution of the United 
States, ‘‘Our Flag’’ and ‘‘How Our Laws 
Are Made,’’ tools that are important to 
constituents, to students, and a great 
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resource of this body, a somewhat 
mundane, but necessary, obligation of 
the Committee on House Administra-
tion. 

I am sorry that the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. NEY), the chairman of the 
Committee on House Administration 
on which I am privileged to serve, is 
not able to be with us; but I know he 
supports this publication and also this 
House concurrent resolution, and I am 
honored to have the opportunity to act 
in his stead, to move and recommend 
for passage by the House H. Con. Res. 
139. I urge passage of this measure.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
EMERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MICA) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution, H. Con. Res. 139. 

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. MICA. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the subject of H. Con. Res. 139, the 
legislation just passed. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

AUTHORIZING PRINTING OF BIO-
GRAPHICAL DIRECTORY OF 
UNITED STATES CONGRESS, 1774–
2005 

Mr. MICA. Madam Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and agree to the 
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 138) 
authorizing the printing of the Bio-
graphical Directory of the United 
States Congress, 1774–2005. 

The Clerk read as follows:
H. CON. RES. 138

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), 
SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF PRINTING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There shall be printed as 
a House document a revised edition of the 
Biographical Directory of the United States 
Congress for the period ending with the 108th 
Congress. 

(b) SPECIFICATIONS.—The document de-
scribed in subsection (a) shall be in the style, 
form, manner, and binding as directed by the 
Joint Committee on Printing after consulta-
tion with the Clerk of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Secretary of the Senate. 
The Clerk of the House of Representatives 
and the Secretary of the Senate shall each 
provide appropriate biographical data and 
other material for the document, including 
data for—

(1) Senators and individuals who have 
served in both the Senate and the House of 
Representatives, to be provided by the Sec-
retary of the Senate; and 

(2) Members of the House of Representa-
tives (including Delegates and Resident 
Commissioners to the Congress), to be pro-
vided by the Clerk of the House of Represent-
atives. 

(c) NUMBER OF COPIES.—In addition to the 
usual number, there shall be printed with 
suitable binding the lesser of—

(1) 1,280 copies of the document, of which 
250 shall be for the use of the Senate, 930 cop-
ies shall be for the use of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and 100 copies shall be for the 
use of the Joint Committee on Printing; or 

(2) a number of copies that does not have a 
total production and printing cost of more 
than $96,500.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MICA) and the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. LARSON) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. MICA). 

Mr. MICA. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I am pleased to rise 
here today in support of House Concur-
rent Resolution 138. This bill author-
izes the printing of the ‘‘Biographical 
Directory of the United States Con-
gress,’’ again, something rather mun-
dane but something necessary and the 
responsibility of the Committee on 
House Administration to make this 
publication available for both the his-
torical, for research and for access of 
information purposes. 

This is the first Federal Government 
printing of this publication since the 
1989 bicentennial edition published pur-
suant to Senate Concurrent Resolution 
85 passed in the 99th Congress. 

This particular edition of the ‘‘Bio-
graphical Directory’’ will include over 
12,000 entries providing valuable infor-
mation about the individuals who have 
served in the Continental Congresses, 
as well as each man and woman who 
served the 1st through the 108th Con-
gress. Since the first bicentennial edi-
tion, there have been an additional 
1,198 Members who have become Rep-
resentatives, and it will also include 
rosters of State congressional delega-
tions and elected officers. 

Under the direction of the Joint 
Committee on Printing, the Clerk of 
the House and the Secretary of the 
Senate will be responsible for the com-
position of new entries, as well as re-
view all existing entries for accuracy 
and completeness. The Joint Com-
mittee on Printing has been respon-
sible for the compilation and issuance 
of the ‘‘Biographical Directory’’ since 
1928. 

This edition of it would be the 16th in 
a series of such reference works pub-
lished over the past 140 years, begin-
ning with the 1859 publication of the 
‘‘Dictionary of Congress,’’ which was a 
collection of biographers of former and 
sitting Members of Congress gathered 
by Charles Lanman, former secretary 
to Daniel Webster. 

This particular publication will com-
plement the online biographical direc-
tory, bioguide.congress.gov, which was 
first posted in the late 1990s and has 
been maintained by the Clerk of the 
House and the Secretary of the Senate. 

Madam Speaker, I urge the passage 
and support of this particular measure. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
might consume; and I, again, wish to 
associate myself with the remarks of 
the gentleman from Florida. 

Madam Speaker, as the Chair and 
many of our colleagues know, I am an 
avid student of this great institution 
and its history and was proud to spon-
sor legislation, along with the Chair, 
that led to the writing of the history of 
the House by Professor Remini; and it 
should, therefore, be no surprise that I 
am an enthusiastic cosponsor of this 
resolution authorizing the printing of 
the ‘‘Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774 to 2005.’’

The volume, as the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MICA) pointed out, was 
last printed in 1989 for the bicentennial 
of the establishment of the United 
States Government under the Constitu-
tion and before that in 1971. The Joint 
Committee on Printing has supervised 
the biographical directory’s printing 
since 1928. 

In the 1989 edition, the ‘‘Biographical 
Directory’’ listed more than 11,000 men 
and women who have served in the 
Congress of the United States, as well 
as the Continental Congress. The new 
and revised directory will contain more 
than 12,000 entries, as well as provide 
updated information on Members who 
were included in the 1989 edition. 

There is no question that the new di-
rectory, like the 1989 edition, will pro-
mote a richer understanding of the 
contributions that the men and women 
of Congress have made over the 200 
years of national growth, challenge, 
and change. 

Some, like Henry Clay, John C. Cal-
houn, and Daniel Webster, were the he-
roes of their age. Others, like 
Jeannette Rankin, Margaret Chase 
Smith, and Shirley Chisolm, broke sig-
nificant race and gender boundaries 
while rendering notable public service. 
Countless others have worked quietly 
behind the scenes, like the Chair, 
Madam Speaker, and the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. CLAY) seated to my 
right, and my esteemed colleague from 
New Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL). 

The new edition of the ‘‘Biographical 
Directory’’ of the United States Con-
gress will gather in one updated vol-
ume useful historical information for 
teachers, students, and others describ-
ing the careers of the men and women 
who have served in the United States 
Congress. 

To be sure, much of the material in 
the biographical directory is available 
through the Clerk of the House Web 
site; but there is much that is not, such 
as listings of the congressional mem-
berships by State and the multiple 
changes that occurred in each of those 
Congresses. There is much to be said to 
be able to leaf through a volume rich in 
historical detail and discover its se-
crets rather than simply researching 
specific items on the Web. 
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The ‘‘Biographical Directory’’ is an 

invaluable resource to students, teach-
ers, historians, and all citizens who are 
interested in the history and the per-
sonalities of this great deliberative 
body. Anytime that we walk through 
these hallowed hallways or in Statuary 
Hall, where generations before Presi-
dent Lincoln sat, John Quincy Adams 
sat, it should give everyone in this 
body pause to celebrate the great insti-
tution that the House of Representa-
tives is. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
concurrent resolution. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. MICA. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I do not have any additional speakers 
at this time. I am urged to stall a bit 
because we are waiting the arrival of 
another Member on another issue, but 
I would be glad to let the gentleman 
have this time and then have a few re-
marks on closing. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, I have no other speakers at 
this time, but I would like to note for 
the record that the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL) was a stu-
dent of Professor Remini’s in college; 
and we do not know what his grade 
point average was, but nonetheless we 
are proud to note that he was a student 
at that time. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. MICA. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I want to take just a minute since we 
do have some extra time, if I may, I 
want to thank the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. LARSON) and the mi-
nority staff, the other half of the Com-
mittee on House Administration. I 
have served on the committee in some 
rough times, and I am glad to say that 
I have served on the committee in 
some good times, good, bipartisan 
times; and no one has done a better job 
in service to any committee as ranking 
member than the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. LARSON). 

I have seen the manner in which he 
has conducted the important business 
of the Committee on House Adminis-
tration. It basically runs the House of 
Representatives and takes it on in a se-
rious, bipartisan manner; and I want to 
compliment him and the staff for work-
ing together. 

We have got a number of important 
projects, not just these mundane pas-
sage of publications that we are doing 
here, the construction of the visitors 
center, the oversight and again the op-
erations of this institution, which be-
longs to the American people; but I do 
respect so much his work and his ef-
fort. 

The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. NEY) 
is not with us at this time, and I have 
the privilege of handling these meas-
ures for him; and it is indeed an honor 
to work with such distinguished col-
leagues, both the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. NEY) and the gentleman from Con-

necticut (Mr. LARSON), on this impor-
tant legislation and responsibility of 
the Committee on House Administra-
tion. 

Also, I must say that I am so glad 
that we will be publishing a ‘‘Bio-
graphical Directory of the United 
States Congress,’’ if for no other reason 
to get the Mica brothers straightened 
out. As my colleagues may know, and I 
was told by the former historian of the 
House, that the Mica brothers are the 
only two brothers since 1889 to serve in 
Congress from the same family but dif-
ferent political parties. We have the 
Kennedys all of one ilk, and we have 
the Hutchinsons all of another party; 
but my brother and I got separated 
somewhere slightly after birth. 

He served with distinction as a mem-
ber of the Democrat Party in the ma-
jority from 1978 to 1988, and I came in 
1992. So, unfortunately, the Congress 
has been burdened with the Micas for 2 
decades; but since I am not in this 
most recent publication, at least peo-
ple will understand that there are two 
of these folks from different political 
parties and hopefully actually educate 
some of the Members who have intro-
duced me as Dan Mica on numerous oc-
casions, both from the Democrat side 
and the Republican side of the aisle. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MICA. I yield to the gentleman 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman very 
much for his gracious accolades, and I 
want my colleague to know that many 
Democrats, along with the gentleman’s 
mother, pray continually for his con-
version; but nonetheless, we are proud 
to note how well the gentleman has 
distinguished himself on the floor of 
the House, our great House and also as 
a person who has championed biparti-
sanship and the great role that he has 
also played along with his lovely wife 
in terms of making the annual bipar-
tisan, biannual, bipartisan retreat such 
an enormous success because of his 
care for this great institution of ours. 

Mr. MICA. Again, I am deeply in-
debted to the gentleman for his kind 
words, not only about me and my 
brother and the Democrat side of my 
family, but also for mentioning my 
long-enduring and suffering-of-31-years 
wife. That will certainly enhance the 
remainder of my day.

b 1430 
Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam 

Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
EMERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MICA) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution, H. Con. Res. 138. 

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. MICA. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the subject of H. Con. Res. 138, the 
concurrent resolution just agreed to. 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

TIMOTHY MICHAEL GAFFNEY 
POST OFFICE BUILDING 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 1596) to designate 
the facility of the United States Postal 
Service located at 2318 Woodson Road 
in St. Louis, Missouri, as the ‘‘Timothy 
Michael Gaffney Post Office Building’’. 

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 1596

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. TIMOTHY MICHAEL GAFFNEY POST 

OFFICE BUILDING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 2318 
Woodson Road in St. Louis, Missouri, shall 
be known and designated as the ‘‘Timothy 
Michael Gaffney Post Office Building’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the Timothy Michael 
Gaffney Post Office Building.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. TURNER) and the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. CLAY) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. TURNER). 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
within which to revise and extend their 
remarks on H.R. 1596. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Madam Speaker, H.R. 1596, intro-
duced by the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. CLAY), designates the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 2318 Woodson Road in St. 
Louis, Missouri, as the Timothy Mi-
chael Gaffney Post Office Building. The 
entire delegation from the State of 
Missouri has cosponsored this legisla-
tion. 

Madam Speaker, it is my hope that 
today this House will honor one of the 
most devoted and distinguished mem-
bers of the U.S. Postal Service commu-
nity by naming one of its facilities 
after him. Timothy Michael Gaffney 
worked for the Post Service in St. 
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Louis since 1967, when he began his ca-
reer as a substitute city letter carrier. 
He served the Postal Service in many 
capacities before reaching the rank of 
Customer Service Manager at St. 
Louis’ Overland postal facility. 

Sadly, the St. Louis area and all of 
America suddenly lost Mr. Gaffney on 
December 26 at the age of only 54. I 
commend the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. CLAY) for introducing this mean-
ingful measure that celebrates the life 
and career of Mr. Gaffney. His out-
standing resume includes the position 
of Superintendent of Branch Oper-
ations, Network Planning Specialist, 
and Manager of Customer Service for 
several USPS branches in St. Louis. He 
will be missed, and I hope that the 
Gaffney family will take some comfort 
in the likelihood that soon a postal fa-
cility in Mr. Gaffney’s hometown will 
be named after him. 

Madam Speaker, I urge all Members 
to support the passage of H.R. 1596 to 
honor the legacy of Timothy Michael 
Gaffney’s career with the United 
States Postal Service. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. CLAY. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise as a sponsor of 
H.R. 1596, a bill to honor the memory of 
U.S. Postal Service employee Timothy 
Michael Gaffney, and would like to 
thank the membership of the entire 
Missouri delegation for their cospon-
sorship on this measure. 

Mr. Gaffney, while a manager at the 
Overland Post Office for 2 short years, 
made a huge impact on the employees 
there. In the words of one co-worker, 
Leslie Beck, ‘‘He was a personable 
manager who managed with a huge 
heart. He continued to help his employ-
ees with their personal problems, such 
as death of elderly parents. We had an 
employee pass away with cancer, an-
other employee’s wife who passed away 
with cancer at age 49, and yet another 
employee’s daughter who passed away 
at age 10 with a brain tumor. This was 
all in the year 2002. It was a very emo-
tional year for all of us, but he was 
there as support to all of us. 

‘‘Then Tim’s passing in December 
2002 was devastating to all of us. We 
are working through our grief by plant-
ing a tree, purchasing a nice bench and 
putting it in a peaceful area at the 
Post Office, and purchasing a memorial 
plaque for Tim. We have raised almost 
$600 from just our employees for these 
projects. We have not asked for or 
would take money from anywhere else. 
This had to be all from just us. We are 
his ‘Postal Family’. He was there for 
us, and we are there for him.’’

Madam Speaker, renaming the Over-
land Post Office in honor of Mr. 
Gaffney would appear to be a fitting re-
minder of his role and dedication to the 
community. 

I would be remiss if I did not share 
the full scope of Mr. Gaffney’s life both 
on the job and in his private life. Born 
on October 30, 1948, Mr. Gaffney was 

the son of Joseph and Lorayne Gaffney, 
both deceased as well. A sister Jill 
Delonjay, and a brother, Mark Gaffney, 
both live in the St. Louis area, as does 
a nephew, Tom Harris, who also works 
for the U.S. Postal Service. Divorced, 
Mr. Gaffney had no children. 

As a youngster, he attended Buder 
Elementary School and Christian 
Brothers College High School. It was 
shortly after high school graduation 
that he began working part-time at a 
local Post Office in the St. Louis area. 
In 1972, Mr. Gaffney received a teaching 
degree from the University of Missouri 
at St. Louis. Also, he served proudly 
and honorably in the Missouri Army 
National Guard from 1970 to 1976. 

He remained active in alumni activi-
ties at the Christian Brothers College 
High School and an avid golfer; he sup-
ported the school’s charitable golf 
tournaments, as well as being a great 
supporter of CBC’s football team. Mr. 
Gaffney showered other organizations 
with his support, including the 
Backstoppers and their support for 
firefighters and police officers. Work-
ing with the Combined Federal Cam-
paign in the Postal Service, Mr. 
Gaffney helped the Overland Station 
rank number 5 in the St. Louis area for 
donations to charities. It was very im-
portant to him to support charities. 

Finally, a big Rams football fan, he 
was a season ticket holder. I urge 
Members to support this measure in 
tribute to a man whose life meant so 
much to his co-workers and his com-
munity.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. CLAY) for introducing this 
legislation, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TURNER) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 1596. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

ROBERT P. HAMMER POST OFFICE 
BUILDING 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 1625) to designate 
the facility of the United States Postal 
Service located at 1114 Main Avenue in 
Clifton, New Jersey, as the ‘‘Robert P. 
Hammer Post Office Building’’. 

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1625
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. ROBERT P. HAMMER POST OFFICE 

BUILDING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 1114 
Main Avenue in Clifton, New Jersey, shall be 
known and designated as the ‘‘Robert P. 
Hammer Post Office Building’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the Robert P. Hammer Post 
Office Building.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. TURNER) and the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each will con-
trol 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. TURNER). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
within which to revise and extend their 
remarks on H.R. 1625. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Madam Speaker, H.R. 1625, intro-
duced by the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. PASCRELL), designates the fa-
cility of the United States Postal Serv-
ice located at 1114 Main Avenue in Clif-
ton, New Jersey, as the Robert P. Ham-
mer Post Office Building. The entire 
delegation from the State of New Jer-
sey has cosponsored this legislation. 

Madam Speaker, Robert P. Hammer 
was the highly regarded city manager 
of the New York City suburb of Clifton. 
He was credited with promoting rapid 
business expansion which helped to re-
vitalize this northeastern New Jersey 
community. He improved countless 
roads, city parks, and single-handedly 
orchestrated a complex reorganization 
of city departments that greatly in-
creased their efficiency. Unfortunately, 
Mr. Hammer’s 7-year tenure as Clifton 
city manager and his distinguished life 
was cut tragically short when he 
passed away last December 20, just 
over 1 week before the beginning of his 
retirement. 

By scanning the news clips that cov-
ered his funeral service last December, 
the words that appear time and again 
to describe Mr. Hammer include ‘‘won-
derful,’’ ‘‘respected,’’ ‘‘friend,’’ ‘‘lead-
er’’ and even ‘‘hero.’’ The prayers and 
condolences of this House go out to Mr. 
Hammer’s wife, Kathleen, and their 
five children, Megan, Sean, Kelly, 
Staci and Brett. He was a man who was 
genuinely devoted to public service. He 
cared deeply about his community, his 
friends, and his family, and worked 
tirelessly to improve the quality of life 
for all Clifton residents. 

I urge all Members to honor Mr. 
Hammer by supporting the passage of 
H.R. 1625. 
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Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-

ance of my time. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-

er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. PASCRELL). 

Mr. PASCRELL. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
TURNER) for his generous words. 

I want to also thank this Congress 
for moving this and putting this on a 
fast track. Hopefully next month this 
Post Office will open up, and it will be 
a fitting gesture from Congress. 

I rise today to speak in strong sup-
port of H.R. 1625, legislation to name 
the new postal facility in Clifton, New 
Jersey, after a really great public serv-
ant, Robert P. ‘‘Bob’’ Hammer, former 
city manager of Clifton, New Jersey. 

He was a man who understood what 
public service was all about. He was 
honest. His word was his bond. He had 
integrity. He was a fixture at city hall 
and in the community, a leader who 
worked each day to improve the life of 
every Clifton resident. He was a city 
manager for 7 years before succumbing 
to a serious health problem in Decem-
ber 2002 at the age of 54. 

In his position as city manager, 
Madam Speaker, Bob Hammer oversaw 
a blooming Main Avenue business dis-
trict. How many towns throughout this 
landscape we call America are older 
towns trying to fight back and become 
part of the economic dream. It is our 
hope that the new downtown Post Of-
fice will be an anchor that holds the re-
development together and brings resi-
dents down to the local businesses. 
This was one of his dreams. 

Naming this Post Office after Bob is 
an appropriate tribute for an extraor-
dinary individual. He helped improve 
city parks and playgrounds and ush-
ered in scores of new businesses and 
homes to this great city even during 
very tough economic times. He was 
credited with guiding Clifton through a 
period of economic growth all while 
maintaining minimal tax increases. 
There is no question that Robert Ham-
mer left Clifton a better city than 
when he started. 

How often can we say that for indi-
viduals throughout this great country, 
and that is all anybody can ever ask of 
us, did we leave the place a little better 
than how we found it? 

A father of five, Bob Hammer devel-
oped strong friendships with his humor 
and his professionalism. He was a lead-
er in the truest sense of word, and a 
tremendous public servant. My friend 
and mayor of Clifton, New Jersey, 
James Anzaldi, said that never in his 30 
years of service in Clifton government 
has he known anyone with Hammer’s 
leadership qualities. 

A native of Stanhope, New Jersey, 
Bob earned a Master’s Degree in public 
administration from Farleigh Dickin-
son University, and a Bachelor’s De-
gree in commerce from Rider College.

b 1445 
He was a member of the New Jersey 

and International City Managers Asso-

ciation, the New Jersey Finance Offi-
cers Association, and New Jersey Inter-
national Clerks’ Association. He was 
also an adjunct staff member of 
Montclair State University, which is 
also in the Eighth Congressional Dis-
trict. 

Before working for Clifton, Bob Ham-
mer was a borough administrator in 
Oakland, Bergen County, and borough 
administrator in Bloomingdale, Pas-
saic County. He was a parishioner of 
St. Philip the Apostle Roman Catholic 
Church in Clifton and a member of the 
St. Philip’s Knights of Columbus. He 
was also a past president of the Clifton 
Rotary. He was a dedicated husband 
and a great father and son. I know how 
proud the whole family feels about 
him. 

Our thoughts are with his wife 
Kathy; his five children, Megan, Kelly, 
Sean, Brett and Staci; and his parents, 
Stanley and Vera Hammer, of 
Stanhope, New Jersey. My staff and I 
have fond memories of working with 
Bob on a host of issues over the years. 
He was on my transportation advisory 
committee. We worked on Clifton high-
way interchanges, access to mass tran-
sit facilities, and pedestrian safety 
measures. Government and politics is 
all local, as someone who stood in your 
place, Madam Speaker, said many, 
many times. 

Most recently, I was able to work 
with Mayor Anzaldi and Bob and other 
Clifton officials and representatives of 
the U.S. Postal Service to make the 
new postal facility in Clifton, New Jer-
sey, a reality. The new postal building, 
which is currently in its final phase of 
construction, is on schedule to be com-
pleted next month. It will service the 
people of Clifton. The fact that this 
construction got done at all is a trib-
ute to Bob Hammer. 

Madam Speaker, I urge the House to 
pass this fitting tribute to my friend 
and our friend, Bob Hammer. 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
New Jersey for introducing this legisla-
tion. I urge all Members to support the 
passage of this measure. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I simply join with the gentleman 
from New Jersey in promoting passage 
of this resolution. I think he has elo-
quently spoken of the tremendous 
value of Mr. Hammer to the commu-
nity where he lived and worked. I sim-
ply join with him and urge swift pas-
sage of this resolution.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 1625, which names a 
facility of the U.S. Postal Service, located at 
1114 Main Avenue in Clifton, New Jersey, 
after Robert P. Hammer, was introduced by 
Representative BILL PASCRELL (D–NJ) on April 
3, 2003. 

Mr. Robert Hammer served as the Clifton 
City Manager for seven years before he 

passed away on December 20, 2002. Long 
heralded as a distinguished public servant, Mr. 
Hammer held a number of important positions 
in city government. 

A native of Stanhope, New Jersey, Mr. 
Hammer had a bachelor’s degree in Com-
merce from Rider College and a master’s de-
gree in public administration from Farleigh 
Dickinson University. In addition, he was a 
certified municipal finance officer and a reg-
istered municipal clerk. He served on numer-
ous State associations and was known 
throughout the State for his leadership ability 
and for being inclusive and promoting unity. 

Madam Speaker, the Mayor and City Coun-
cil of Clifton, New Jersey, support this bill. As 
I understand it, the postal facility to be named 
after Mr. Hammer, is being built in Clifton and 
should be operational this month. 

I support this measure and urge its swift 
passage.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
EMERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. TURNER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 
1625. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

DR. CAESAR A.W. CLARK, SR. 
POST OFFICE BUILDING 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 1740) to designate 
the facility of the United States Postal 
Service located at 1502 East Kiest Bou-
levard in Dallas, Texas, as the ‘‘Dr. 
Caesar A.W. Clark, Sr. Post Office 
Building’’. 

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 1740

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. DR. CAESAR A.W. CLARK, SR. POST 

OFFICE BUILDING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 1502 
East Kiest Boulevard in Dallas, Texas, shall 
be known and designated as the ‘‘Dr. Caesar 
A.W. Clark, Sr. Post Office Building’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the Dr. Caesar A.W. Clark, 
Sr. Post Office Building.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. TURNER) and the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each will con-
trol 20 minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Ohio (Mr. TURNER). 
GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
within which to revise and extend their 
remarks on the bill under consider-
ation. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

H.R. 1740, introduced by the distin-
guished gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON), designates 
the facility of the United States Postal 
Service located at 1502 East Kiest Bou-
levard in Dallas, Texas, as the Dr. Cae-
sar A.W. Clark, Sr. Post Office Build-
ing. The entire delegation from the 
State of Texas has cosponsored this 
legislation. 

Madam Speaker, by renaming this 
post office for Dr. Caesar A.W. Clark, 
this House will commemorate a re-
markable American. Dr. Clark has 
served as the venerated pastor of Good 
Street Baptist Church in Dallas for 
over 50 years and is well known 
throughout the Dallas-Fort Worth 
area. At 88 years of age, Dr. Caesar 
A.W. Clark still preaches on Sundays 
at Good Street Baptist Church. He has 
delivered his vibrant sermons all over 
the world during his extraordinary ca-
reer in the clergy. In addition, he has 
served as president of the Missionary 
Baptist Association of Texas and as 
vice president of the National Baptist 
Convention. 

Growing up, Caesar Clark could not 
continue in school past the seventh 
grade because his help was too valuable 
to the family farm. He ultimately edu-
cated himself during his teenage years 
and earned admittance to Bishop Col-
lege from which he graduated in 1946. 
In 1950, he became pastor at Good 
Street Baptist. 

While his professional focus has al-
ways been squarely on the valued wor-
shippers at Good Street Baptist, Dr. 
Clark is also an involved community 
leader who continues to enjoy member-
ship on the Boy Scouts of America Ad-
visory Committee and the Dallas Black 
Chamber of Commerce. In addition, Dr. 
Clark played an active role in our Na-
tion’s civil rights struggle. Perhaps 
most notably he was responsible for 
drawing Dr. Martin Luther King to his 
church in 1958 for his first of many 
speeches in Dallas. 

Dr. Caesar A.W. Clark’s life is one of 
dedicated service, compassion, faith, 
and devotion. For all these reasons, I 
urge all Members to support the pas-
sage of H.R. 1740, which names this 
Dallas post office building after Dr. 
Clark. I thank the gentlewoman from 
Texas for introducing this important 
legislation. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. I might note that the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON) is returning from the Persian 
Gulf and is unable to be here at the 
moment with us. I would read her 
statement into the RECORD: 

H.R. 1740, Legislation to Designate 
the Caesar A.W. Clark, Sr. Post Office. 
The Honorable EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 
of Texas in the House of Representa-
tives. 

‘‘Madam Speaker, H.R. 1740 des-
ignates a post office located at 1502 
East Kiest Boulevard in Dallas, Texas, 
as H.R. 1740 enjoys the support and co-
sponsorship of the entire Texas delega-
tion. 

‘‘Madam Speaker, during his 50-year 
tenure of the Good Street Baptist 
Church, Reverend Caesar A.W. Clark 
has provided a wealth of services to 
thousands of Dallas residents. Leading 
by example is how Reverend Clark be-
came a pillar of the Dallas community. 
As an early pioneer in the civil rights 
movement, Reverend Clark was respon-
sible for the first visit to Dallas by Dr. 
Martin Luther King, Jr. Following that 
1958 visit, Reverend Clark continued to 
work to end segregation in Dallas. 

‘‘We honor Reverend Clark, a nation-
ally renowned member of the clergy, 
humanitarian and respected leader 
that Ebony magazine has twice named 
one of the 15 ‘‘Outstanding Black 
Preachers in America.’’ Under his lead-
ership at Good Street Baptist Church, 
the church has progressively grown by 
establishing two day care centers, a 
free legal clinic, and a federally as-
sisted complex for the elderly. Of par-
ticular note in the 1950s, a time when 
credit was expensive and loan sharks 
took advantage of people, Reverend 
Clark organized to create a church 
credit union. Today, the Good Street 
Baptist Church has more than $1.2 mil-
lion in assets and serves nearly 1,500 
members and their families. Indeed, 
this is an honor for Reverend Clark 
who has served as a vice president of 
the National Baptist Convention and 
president of the Missionary Baptist As-
sociation of Texas. He has been a 
source of spiritual inspiration for some 
of Dallas’ oldest African American 
families and many of our political and 
civic leaders. While sharing knowledge 
with residents and cultivating their 
humility, he is still dedicated to his 
congregation and to his daily work at 
Good Street Baptist. 

‘‘The designation of this post office 
acknowledges Reverend Clark’s out-
standing contributions as pastor at 
Good Street Baptist Church for more 
than 5 decades. 

‘‘Born in 1914 in Louisiana, Reverend 
Clark was subjected to a ‘Jim Crow’ 
South, a time when nearly all African 
Americans were not allowed an equal 
opportunity to receive a quality edu-
cation. Determined to not let adversity 
remain a barrier, Reverend Clark stud-
ied independently and gained admis-
sion to Bishop College. Reverend Clark 
graduated from there in 1946. 

‘‘Reverend Clark is known through-
out the State of Texas as a remarkable 
pastor and dedicated leader who views 
the community as extended family. I 
can think of no one more deserving of 
this honor. 

‘‘Madam Speaker, we wish to con-
gratulate Reverend Clark on the des-
ignation of this post office and for his 
many years of service and dedication 
to the Good Street Baptist Church and 
citizens of Dallas. His achievements 
are an inspiration to all of us.’’

I commend the gentlewoman from 
Texas for extending to the good rev-
erend this honor.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Madam Speaker, it is an honor and privilege 
to make this statement on behalf of legislation 
I sponsored honoring a great Texan and 
American. 

H.R. 1740 designates a post office located 
at 1502 East Kiest Boulevard in Dallas, Texas, 
as the Ceasar A.W. Clark Post Office. H.R. 
1740 enjoys the support and co-sponsorship 
of the entire Texas delegation. 

Madam Speaker, during his 50 year tenure 
of the Good Street Baptist Church, Reverend 
Ceasar A.W. Clark has provided a wealth of 
services to thousands of Dallas residents. 
Leading by example is how Rev. Clark be-
came a pillar of the Dallas community. As an 
early pioneer in the civil rights movement, 
Rev. Clark was responsible for the first visit to 
Dallas by Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Following 
that 1958 visit, Rev. Clark continued to work 
to end segregation in Dallas. 

I rise to honor Rev. Ceasar Clark, a nation-
ally renown member of the clergy, humani-
tarian, and respected leader Ebony magazine 
has twice named one of the fifteen ‘‘Out-
standing Black Preachers in America’’. Under 
his leadership at Good Street Baptist Church, 
the church has progressively grown by estab-
lishing two day care centers, a free legal clinic 
and a federally assisted complex for the elder-
ly. Of particular note in the 1950’s, a time 
when credit was expensive and loansharks 
took advantage of people, Rev. Clark orga-
nized to create a church credit union.Today, 
the Good Street Baptist Church has more than 
$1.2 million in assets and serves nearly 1,500 
members and their families. 

Indeed this is an honor for Rev. Clark, who 
has served as a Vice President of the National 
Baptist Association of Texas. He has been a 
source of spiritual inspiration for some of Dal-
las’ oldest African-American families and many 
of our political and civil leaders. While sharing 
knowledge with residents and cultivating their 
humility, he is still dedicated to his congrega-
tion and to his daily work at Good Street Bap-
tist. 

The designation of this post office acknowl-
edges Rev. Clark’s outstanding contributions 
as pastor at Good Street Baptist Church for 
more than five decades. 

Born in 1914 in Louisiana, Rev. Clark was 
subjected to a ‘‘Jim Crow’’ south, a time nearly 
all African-Americans were not allowed an 
equal opportunity to receive a quality edu-
cation. Determined to not let adversity remain 
a barrier, Rev. Clerk studied independently 
and gained admission into Bishop College. 
Rev. Clark graduated from there in 1946. 

Rev. Clark is known throughout the state of 
Texas as a remarkable pastor and dedicated 
leader, who views the community as extended 
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family. I can think of no one more deserving 
of this honor. 

Madam Speaker, I wish to congratulate Rev. 
Clark on the designation of this post office and 
for his many years of service and dedication 
to the Good Street Baptist Church and citizens 
of Dallas. 

His achievements are an inspiration to us 
all.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, I want to thank the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON) for introducing this legislation. I 
urge all Members to support the adop-
tion of this measure. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TURNER) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 1740. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

ADMIRAL DONALD DAVIS POST 
OFFICE BUILDING 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 1609) to redesignate 
the facility of the United States Postal 
Service located at 201 West Boston 
Street in Brookfield, Missouri, as the 
‘‘Admiral Donald Davis Post Office 
Building’’. 

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 1609

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. ADMIRAL DONALD DAVIS POST OF-

FICE BUILDING. 
(a) REDESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 201 
West Boston Street in Brookfield, Missouri, 
and known as the Brookfield Main Office, 
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Admi-
ral Donald Davis Post Office Building’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the Admiral Donald Davis 
Post Office Building.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. TURNER) and the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each will con-
trol 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. TURNER). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 

to revise and extend their remarks on 
the bill under considerations. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

H.R. 1609, introduced by the distin-
guished gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
GRAVES), redesignates the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 201 West Boston Street in 
Brookfield, Missouri, as the Admiral 
Donald Davis Post Office Building. The 
entire delegation from the State of 
Missouri has cosponsored this legisla-
tion. 

Madam Speaker, this bill honors a 
true American combat hero. Admiral 
Donald Davis served as a sailor and 
later as an aviator in three wars for 
the U.S. Navy. His esteemed career 
covered 38 years following his gradua-
tion from the Naval Academy in 1943. 

During World War II, Admiral Davis 
took part in nine missions aboard the 
cruiser Mobile in the Pacific Theater. 
After earning his pilot’s wings in 1946, 
Admiral Davis spent the next 12 years 
in naval fighter squadrons. During the 
Korean War, Admiral Davis flew 51 
combat missions. Finally, while serv-
ing in the Vietnam War, he was as-
signed to be commanding officer of the 
aircraft carrier Kitty Hawk in the In-
dian Ocean. Admiral Davis’ career cul-
minated with his tour as commander of 
the Pacific Fleet from May of 1978 to 
July of 1981. Among his many honors, 
Admiral Davis was awarded the Air 
Medal with a gold star, was twice 
awarded the Distinguished Service 
Medal, and earned the Legion of Merit 
four times. 

Admiral Davis passed away in July of 
1998, but I understand the gentleman 
from Missouri has known Admiral 
Davis and his wonderful family for 
some time. I am privileged to be a part 
of the consideration of this legislation 
that renames the post office in Brook-
field after the distinguished Admiral 
Donald Davis. 

Therefore, Madam Speaker, I urge all 
Members to vote in favor of H.R. 1609. 
I thank the gentleman from Missouri 
for introducing this measure. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

H.R. 1609, which names a postal facil-
ity located at 201 West Boston Street 
in Brookfield, Missouri, after the late 
Admiral Donald Davis, was introduced 
by the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
GRAVES) on April 3, 2003. 

Admiral Davis had a very active and 
distinguished military career which 
spanned three wars: World War II, the 
Korean War, and the Vietnam War. A 
graduate of the United States Naval 
Academy, Admiral Davis flew with the 
Navy’s first jet squadron, trained fight-
er pilots, and served as a commanding 
officer of the carrier Kitty Hawk.

During his career, which lasted al-
most 40 years, Admiral Davis received 
a number of distinguished and meri-
torious military declarations: two Dis-
tinguished Service Medals, four Legion 
of Merit, and an Air Medal with a gold 
star. 

As a true hero and patriot, Admiral 
Donald Cooke Davis served his Nation 
and community with great honor. I 
commend my colleague for seeking to 
recognize the admiral’s contributions 
in this manner. I urge swift adoption of 
this bill.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

b 1500 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, I urge all Members to support this 
measure. 

Madam Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
EMERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. TURNER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 
1609. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. 

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 2 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
until approximately 6:30 p.m.

f 

b 1835 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. FLAKE) at 6 o’clock and 35 
minutes p.m. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 766, NANOTECHNOLOGY RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
ACT OF 2003 

Mr. DREIER, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 108–90) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 219) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 766) to provide for a Na-
tional Nanotechnology Research and 
Development Program, and for other 
purposes, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H.R. 1596, by the yeas and nays; 
H.R. 1625, by the yeas and nays; 
H.R. 1740, by the yeas and nays. 
The vote on H.R. 1609 will be post-

poned until tomorrow. 
The first and third electronic votes 

will be conducted as 15-minute votes. 
The second remaining electronic vote 
will be conducted as a 5-minute vote. 

f 

TIMOTHY MICHAEL GAFFNEY 
POST OFFICE BUILDING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill, 
H.R. 1596. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TURNER) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 1596, on which the 
yeas and nays are ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 405, nays 0, 
not voting 29, as follows:

[Roll No. 159] 

YEAS—405

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Ballance 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 

Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 

Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Fletcher 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 

Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Isakson 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Janklow 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCotter 

McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender-

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 

Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Sanchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—29 

Bishop (UT) 
Bonner 
Boyd 
Buyer 
Carson (IN) 
Combest 
Conyers 
Crowley 
Deal (GA) 
DeGette 

Diaz-Balart, L. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Gephardt 
Hinojosa 
Hyde 
Inslee 
John 
Larsen (WA) 
McCollum 

Miller, Gary 
Ose 
Otter 
Payne 
Simpson 
Sweeney 
Tanner 
Tauzin 
Weller

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FLAKE) (during the vote). Members are 
reminded there are 2 minutes left to 
vote. 

b 1855 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table.

f 

ROBERT P. HAMMER POST OFFICE 
BUILDING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill, 
H.R. 1625. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TURNER) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 1625, on which the 
yeas and nays are ordered. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 405, nays 0, 
not voting 29, as follows:

[Roll No. 160] 

YEAS—405

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Ballance 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Camp 
Cannon 

Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 

Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Fletcher 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hinchey 
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Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Isakson 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Janklow 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 

Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender-

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 

Sanchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—29 

Bishop (UT) 
Bonner 
Boyd 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Carson (IN) 
Combest 
Crowley 
Deal (GA) 
DeGette 

Diaz-Balart, L. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Frelinghuysen 
Gephardt 
Hinojosa 
Hyde 
Inslee 
John 
Larsen (WA) 

Leach 
McCollum 
Miller, Gary 
Otter 
Payne 
Simpson 
Sweeney 
Tanner 
Tauzin

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FLAKE) (during the vote). Members are 
advised 2 minutes remain to vote. 

b 1902 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table.

f 

DR. CAESAR A.W. CLARK, SR. 
POST OFFICE BUILDING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill, 
H.R. 1740. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TURNER) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 1740, on which the 
yeas and nays are ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 405, nays 0, 
not voting 29, as follows:

[Roll No. 161] 

YEAS—405

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Ballance 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boucher 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 

Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 

Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Fletcher 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 

Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Isakson 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Janklow 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 

Michaud 
Millender-

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Sanchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 

Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—29 

Bishop (UT) 
Bonner 
Boswell 
Boyd 
Buyer 
Carson (IN) 
Collins 
Combest 
Crowley 
Deal (GA) 

DeGette 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Gephardt 
Hinojosa 
Hyde 
Inslee 
John 
Larsen (WA) 

McCollum 
Miller, Gary 
Otter 
Payne 
Simpson 
Sweeney 
Tanner 
Tauzin 
Weller

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

FLAKE) (during the vote). Members are 
reminded that 2 minutes remain in the 
vote. 
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b 1919 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table.

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, I regret that I 
was unavoidably detained in my congressional 
district. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘yes’’ on rollcalls 159, 160, and 161.

f 

MAKING IN ORDER AT ANY TIME 
ON WEDNESDAY, MAY 7, 2003, 
CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE RES-
OLUTION 148, PROVIDING FOR 
EXPENSES OF CERTAIN COMMIT-
TEES OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES IN THE 108TH 
CONGRESS 

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that it shall be in 
order at any time on Wednesday, May 
7, 2003, without intervention of any 
point of order to consider House Reso-
lution 148; 

The resolution shall be considered as 
read for amendment; 

The amendment that I have placed at 
the desk (which reflects the amend-
ment ordered reported by the Com-
mittee on House Administration) shall 
be considered as adopted; 

The resolution, as amended, shall be 
debatable for 1 hour, equally divided 
and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on House Administration; and 

The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the resolution, as 
amended, to final adoption without in-
tervening motion. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows:
Strike all after the resolved clause and in-

sert the following:
SECTION 1. COMMITTEE EXPENSES FOR THE ONE 

HUNDRED EIGHTH CONGRESS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—With respect to the One 

Hundred Eighth Congress, there shall be paid 
out of the applicable accounts of the House 
of Representatives, in accordance with this 
primary expense resolution, not more than 
the amount specified in subsection (b) for the 
expenses (including the expenses of all staff 
salaries) of each committee named in such 
subsection. 

(b) COMMITTEES AND AMOUNTS.—The com-
mittees and amounts referred to in sub-
section (a) are: Committee on Agriculture, 
$10,327,531; Committee on Armed Services, 
$11,931,357; Committee on the Budget, 
$11,869,572; Committee on Education and the 
Workforce, $14,673,371; Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, $18,622,138; Committee on Fi-
nancial Services, $13,696,487; Committee on 
Government Reform, $19,614,435; Committee 
on House Administration, $8,527,057; Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence, 
$7,809,730; Committee on International Rela-
tions, $14,552,695; Committee on the Judici-
ary, $14,048,616; Committee on Resources, 

$13,509,424; Committee on Rules, $5,669,311; 
Committee on Science, $11,690,845; Com-
mittee on Small Business, $5,120,301; Com-
mittee on Standards of Official Conduct, 
$3,071,250; Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure, $16,461,893; Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, $5,486,795; and Committee 
on Ways and Means, $15,976,288. 
SEC. 2. FIRST SESSION LIMITATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Of the amount provided 
for in section 1 for each committee named in 
subsection (b), not more than the amount 
specified in such subsection shall be avail-
able for expenses incurred during the period 
beginning at noon on January 3, 2003, and 
ending immediately before noon on January 
3, 2004. 

(b) COMMITTEES AND AMOUNTS.—The com-
mittees and amounts referred to in sub-
section (a) are: Committee on Agriculture, 
$5,084,900; Committee on Armed Services, 
$5,871,876; Committee on the Budget, 
$5,856,333; Committee on Education and the 
Workforce, $7,047,896; Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, $9,101,042; Committee on Fi-
nancial Services, $6,601,085; Committee on 
Government Reform, $9,740,963; Committee 
on House Administration, $4,122,092; Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence, 
$3,780,487; Committee on International Rela-
tions, $6,993,645; Committee on the Judiciary, 
$6,957,554; Committee on Resources, 
$6,492,029; Committee on Rules, $2,797,898; 
Committee on Science, $5,711,401; Committee 
on Small Business, $2,535,261; Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct, $1,527,825; 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, $7,982,558; Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs, $2,703,328; and Committee on Ways 
and Means, $7,828,037. 
SEC. 3. SECOND SESSION LIMITATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Of the amount provided 
for in section 1 for each committee named in 
subsection (b), not more than the amount 
specified in such subsection shall be avail-
able for expenses incurred during the period 
beginning at noon on January 3, 2004, and 
ending immediately before noon on January 
3, 2005. 

(b) COMMITTEES AND AMOUNTS.—The com-
mittees and amounts referred to in sub-
section (a) are: Committee on Agriculture, 
$5,242,632; Committee on Armed Services, 
$6,059,481; Committee on the Budget, 
$6,013,239; Committee on Education and the 
Workforce, $7,625,475; Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, $9,521,097; Committee on Fi-
nancial Services, $7,095,402; Committee on 
Government Reform, $9,873,472; Committee 
on House Administration, $4,404,965; Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence, 
$4,029,243; Committee on International Rela-
tions, $7,559,050; Committee on the Judiciary, 
$7,091,062; Committee on Resources, 
$7,017,395; Committee on Rules, $2,871,413; 
Committee on Science, $5,979,444; Committee 
on Small Business, $2,585,041; Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct, $1,543,425; 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, $8,479,334; Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs, $2,783,466; and Committee on Ways 
and Means, $8,148,251. 
SEC. 4. VOUCHERS. 

Payments under this resolution shall be 
made on vouchers authorized by the com-
mittee involved, signed by the chairman of 
such committee, and approved in the manner 
directed by the Committee on House Admin-
istration. 
SEC. 5. REGULATIONS. 

Amounts made available under this resolu-
tion shall be expended in accordance with 
regulations prescribed by the Committee on 
House Administration. 
SEC. 6. ADJUSTMENT AUTHORITY. 

The Committee on House Administration 
shall have authority to make adjustments in 

amounts under section 1, if necessary to 
comply with an order of the President issued 
under section 254 of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 or to 
conform to any reduction in appropriations 
for the purposes of such section 1.

Mr. LINDER (during the reading). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute be considered as read and 
printed in the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the initial request of the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

f 

APPOINTMENT AS MEMBERS TO 
UNITED STATES-CHINA SECU-
RITY REVIEW COMMISSION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 1238(b) of the Floyd D. 
Spence National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (P.L. 106–398) 
as amended by division P of the Con-
solidated Appropriations Resolution, 
2003, the Chair announces the Speak-
er’s reappointment of the following 
members on the part of the House to 
the United States-China Security Re-
view Commission: 

Mr. Stephen D. Bryen, Maryland, for 
a term to expire December 31, 2005; 

Ms. June Teufel Dreyer, Florida, for 
a term to expire December 31, 2003; 

Mr. Larry Wortzel, Virginia, for a 
term to expire December 31, 2004. 

f 

BUY AMERICAN 

(Mr. RYAN of Ohio asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, we 
are losing our industrial base in this 
country. U.S. manufacturers have laid 
off 95,000 workers just in the month of 
April; and since July of 2000, we have 
lost 2.2 million manufacturing jobs in 
this country. 

We have an obligation through the 
money we spend in this country to 
make sure that our companies are buy-
ing American. We need to strengthen 
the Buy American Act and strengthen 
the Berry amendment, which requires 
the Department of Defense to buy U.S.-
made products. 

Currently, we are buying our tita-
nium from Russia to make military 
planes, and we are buying our tires for 
armored vehicles from France. Mean-
while, the average U.S. taxpayer is 
paying $1,000 a year to fund the defense 
of this country. 

We are willing to stop eating French 
fries to protest France; but where the 
rubber meets the road, the Department 
of Defense is out to lunch. The sad part 
is they are probably eating French 
fries. 
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CONGRATULATING TONY HOPSON 

ON BEING HONORED AS THIS 
YEAR’S FIRST CITIZEN OF PORT-
LAND 

(Mr. BLUMENAUER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 
this evening in Portland, Oregon, Tony 
Hopson is going to be recognized as our 
First Citizen, special recognition for a 
special gentleman who has developed 
an innovative program for young peo-
ple that for 20 years has not only 
helped Portland’s youth and stabilized 
our neighborhoods; it has provided sig-
nificant impact in terms of being a 
critical foundation for the revitaliza-
tion of critical areas of northeast Port-
land. Not only has his program touched 
the lives of thousands of young people; 
it has been a signal about how commu-
nities can come together and solve 
problems, bringing out the best in ev-
eryone. The success goes beyond our 
children and our neighborhoods. All 
who have had the privilege of working 
with him and his team have been influ-
enced for the better. 

I am pleased, Mr. Speaker, that our 
community is recognizing Mr. Hopson 
as our First Citizen, important rec-
ognition for an outstanding leader and 
an innovative program. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

f 

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

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

f 

THE WISDOM OF TAX CUTS 

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

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, the current 
tax debate is more about politics than 
serious economics. Both sides use dem-
agoguery but propose only modest tax 
cuts. The benefits that could come 
from the current tax cut proposal, un-
fortunately, are quite small and not 
immediate. 

Some say tax cuts raise revenues by 
addressing economic activity, thus pro-
viding Congress with even more money 
to spend. Others say lowering taxes 
simply lowers revenues and increases 
deficits. Some say we must target tax 
cuts to the poor and the middle class so 
they will spend more money. Others 
say tax cuts should be targeted to the 
rich so they can invest and create jobs. 
We must accept that it is hard to give 
tax cuts to people who do not pay 

taxes. But we could, if we wanted, cut 
payroll taxes for lower-income work-
ers. 

The truth is, government officials 
cannot know what consumers and in-
vestors will do if they get a tax cut. 
Plugging tax cut data into a computer 
and expecting an accurate projection of 
the economic outcome is about as reli-
able as asking Congress to project gov-
ernment surpluses. Two important 
points are purposely ignored: first, the 
money people earn is their own, and 
they have a moral right to keep as 
much of it as possible. It is not Con-
gress’ money to spend. Government 
spending is the problem. Taking a big 
chunk of the people’s earnings out of 
the economy, whether through taxes or 
borrowing, is always harmful. Taxation 
is more honest and direct and the harm 
is less hidden. Borrowing, especially 
since the Federal Reserve creates cred-
it out of thin air to loan to big spend-
ers in Congress, is more deceitful. It 
hides the effects and delays the con-
sequences. But over the long term, this 
method of financing is much more dan-
gerous. 

The process by which the Fed mone-
tizes debt and accommodates Congress 
contributes to, if not causes, most of 
our problems. This process of govern-
ment financing generates the business 
cycle and thus increases unemploy-
ment. It destroys the value of the dol-
lar and thus causes price inflation. It 
encourages deficits by reducing re-
straints on congressional spending. It 
encourages an increase in the current 
account deficit, the dollar being the re-
serve currency of the world, and causes 
huge foreign indebtedness. It reflects a 
philosophy of instant gratification that 
says, live for the pleasures of today and 
have future generations pay the bills. 

Two final points to remember: 
whether or not people can keep what 
they earn is first a moral issue, and 
second an economic issue. Tax cuts 
should never be referred to as a ‘‘cost 
to government.’’ Tax cuts should be 
much bigger and come much sooner for 
everyone. 

Remember, the real issue is total 
spending by government. Yet this issue 
is ignored or politicized by both sides 
of the aisle here in Congress. The polit-
ical discussion about whether to cut 
taxes has avoided the real issue and in-
stead has degenerated into charges of 
class and party warfare, with both 
sides lusting for power. Of course, the 
great issue for the ages, namely, what 
is the proper role for government in a 
constitutional republic, is totally ig-
nored. Yet another question remains: 
Are the American people determined 
they still wish to have a constitutional 
Republic?

f 

b 1930 

DISSENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida). Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from New York (Mr. HINCHEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Madam Speaker, to 
publicly disagree with the President in 
wartime is seen by some as being some-
how un-American. However, such dis-
sent in this country has a long and dis-
tinguished heritage. Thomas Jefferson 
and James Madison protested John 
Adams’ undeclared war against France. 
Madison in turn presided over a war so 
unpopular that it caused the New Eng-
land States to consider secession. 
Abraham Lincoln and John Quincy 
Adams also criticized President James 
Polk’s war on Mexico; and Theodore 
Roosevelt harshly criticized President 
Woodrow Wilson’s handling of World 
War I. 

Efforts to stifle criticism of the 
President and his administration dur-
ing war also have a long history in this 
country. The Sedition Act of 1798 led to 
the arrest of many who criticized the 
Adams administration. A new Sedition 
Act was passed and enforced during 
World War I. It was not until 1964 that 
the Supreme Court effectively elimi-
nated the crime of sedition in the 
United States and reaffirmed the con-
stitutional right of free expression. 

But my own recent experience and 
the experience of others who opposed 
military action against Iraq dem-
onstrates that there are still many who 
believe freedom of speech should be 
curtailed when American troops go 
into battle. Respected elected officials 
have been lambasted for criticizing 
President Bush’s foreign policy fail-
ures. Musical groups have been boy-
cotted for making their anti-war feel-
ings known. A screening of Bull Dur-
ham at the Baseball Hall of Fame was 
cancelled because two of its stars are 
outspoken peace advocates. 

When Lincoln was challenged to de-
fend his dissent in 1848, he explained 
that the Founding Fathers’ decision to 
give war-making powers to Congress 
was primarily influenced by a long his-
tory of oppressive kings involving their 
peoples in wars under the pretense that 
it was for the public good. ‘‘But your 
view,’’ Lincoln argued to his cor-
respondent, ‘‘destroys the whole mat-
ter and places our President where 
kings have always stood.’’

Lincoln saw a great peril in the con-
tention that the President should be 
the sole judge of the necessity to in-
vade another country. He wrote, 
‘‘Allow the President to invade a 
neighboring nation whenever he shall 
deem it necessary . . . and you allow 
him to make war at his pleasure.’’

Theodore Roosevelt had strong views 
on the need to speak out in wartime. 
Regarding the Sedition Act of 1918, 
Roosevelt wrote, ‘‘To announce that 
there must be no criticism of the Presi-
dent, or that we are to stand by the 
President, right or wrong, is not only 
unpatriotic and servile, but it is mor-
ally treasonable to the American pub-
lic.’’ In that one eloquent sentence, 
Roosevelt neatly summed up the point 
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that needs to be made. When we dis-
agree with the President and his ad-
ministration during a war, we have not 
merely a right but a responsibility to 
publicly air those disagreements. Ac-
cepting that responsibility is impera-
tive for the survival of the Republic as 
we know it. Without it the checks and 
balances of our separated system of 
government would be lost. The suppres-
sion of dissent in wartime would pro-
vide an unscrupulous or overzealous 
President with additional motivation 
to wage war. Senator Robert 
LaFollette said it best on a speech on 
the Senate floor in 1917. ‘‘It is no an-
swer . . . to say that when the war is 
over, the citizen may once more re-
sume his rights and feel some security 
in his liberty and passion. . . . If every 
preparation for war can be made the 
excuse for destroying free speech and a 
free press . . . then we may well de-
spair of ever again finding ourselves for 
a long period in a state of peace.’’

LaFollette was not un-American nor 
were Abraham Lincoln or Theodore 
Roosevelt. They were patriots in the 
true sense of the word as are Michael 
Moore and Susan Sarandon and the 
Dixie Chicks. Patriotism is defined as 
‘‘love for or devotion to one’s coun-
try.’’ Our country is not one President 
or one administration or one military 
action or even one flag. It is a place 
where we are free to openly disagree 
with our President and his decisions. 
That is what our country stands for. 
That is the principle to which we are 
devoted, and that is what we love. 

The most recent ostensible reason we 
went to war to remove Saddam’s re-
gime was to bring this principle to 
Iraq. Would we have any credibility as 
freedom preachers if there were no pub-
lic disagreement in our own home? 
Vocal displays of dissent during war do 
not hurt the cause of democracy and 
freedom. On the contrary, they provide 
a shining example for those parts of 
the world that are not yet free. Let us 
continue to show the world what it is 
like to live in a country where one can 
protest against its leaders without fear 
of reprisal. Let us continue to speak 
out. Let us continue to be true patri-
ots.

f 

THE OLD MAN OF THE MOUNTAIN 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Hampshire (Mr. 
BASS) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BASS. Madam Speaker, 4 days 
ago New Hampshire lost an old friend. 
It went unnoticed probably between 2 
a.m. in the morning on Saturday. The 
Old Man of the Mountain collapsed and 
fell a thousand feet off the face of 
Canon Mountain, and I know New 
Hampshire mourns the loss of this 
great icon as if it were a friend. We all 
got to know the Old Man of the Moun-
tain very well. We take it and took it 
very seriously. I remember as a child 
driving up through Franconia Notch 
and always stopping to see the Old Man 

because it was really an extraordinary 
landmark. As recently as a month and 
a half ago, I drove down through Fran-
conia Notch with my two children, 
ages nine and eleven, and we stopped 
for a moment just to take a look at it 
and get a quick photograph. Indeed, it 
was an extraordinary symbol of our 
State. 

I have to say, however, that its loss 
was not totally unexpected. As long 
ago as 1880, people began to notice that 
there was some cracking and slipping 
beginning on this face, and it has con-
tinued to deteriorate over the years, 
and there have been organizations and 
groups who formed over the years to 
try to preserve it, but ultimately the 
day came when this 10,000-year-old 
rock formation which consists of over 
seven different ledges together to cre-
ate this allusion of a face finally per-
ished. 

What does this loss mean for my 
State of New Hampshire? As I said a 
minute ago, the Old Man of the Moun-
tain was indeed an icon for New Hamp-
shire; yet it meant something different 
to each and every one of us. To some it 
was a tourist attraction, an important 
part of the local economy. As I said a 
minute ago, it was a childhood memory 
for me and my children and countless 
millions of other people not only from 
New Hampshire but all over the coun-
try. And most importantly, perhaps it 
is a symbol of what New Hampshire is 
all about and what New Hampshire has 
been for the last 200 years. 

Indeed, those of us from New Hamp-
shire take this symbol very seriously. 
The Old Man of the Mountain is on 
every single road sign of New Hamp-
shire, every single license plate in the 
State. Highway tokens have the Old 
Man’s face on it. The U.S. commemora-
tive quarter for New Hampshire has the 
Old Man on it and the postage stamp 
which was created a couple of decades 
ago commemorating the Old Man of 
the Mountain. 

I want to quote Daniel Webster, if I 
could, who served in Congress from 
New Hampshire over 200 years ago. He 
once wrote of the Old Man: ‘‘In the 
mountains of New Hampshire, God al-
mighty has hung out a sign to show 
that he makes men.’’

We will all miss the Old Man of the 
Mountain. He is gone. But like any 
loss, his symbol and his memory will 
live on and New Hampshire will be a 
greater and stronger State as a result.

f 

THE REPUBLICAN TAX PLAN 

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

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, 
budgeting is about choices, whether 
they are a working family or the Fed-
eral Government. Working families 
know far too well that they cannot af-
ford everything. They often must de-
cide between making a mortgage pay-
ment or taking a family vacation or 

between paying for health insurance or 
buying a new car. Their decisions re-
veal their priorities. It is more impor-
tant to have a safe home for their fami-
lies and to know that they can take 
their children to the doctor if they get 
sick. Parents routinely forego luxuries 
in order to ensure their children are 
safe and secure. The future of their 
children is clearly a top priority. 

Just like working families, the Fed-
eral Government has limited resources, 
and just like working families, the de-
cisions we make about how to use our 
limited resources say a great deal 
about our priorities. The tax package 
presented by the Republican leadership 
once again reveals what we have 
known for a long, long while: Working 
families are not their priority. When 
push comes to shove and difficult deci-
sions are made under the Republican 
leadership, working families get the 
short end of the stick each and every 
time. 

The message Republicans are sending 
with their tax package is clear: If one 
is wealthy, if one is heavily invested, 
they deserve a huge amount of perma-
nent tax relief. If one is a working par-
ent with a child, forget it. Not only 
will their tax cut be much, much less if 
they get one at all, it will be tem-
porary. The $1,000 per child tax credit 
will be lowered in the year 2006 to $700, 
proving once again that families are 
not a priority. 

The message from Republican leaders 
is clear: Working families are not their 
priority. I say that is a very bad policy. 
These are the toughest fiscal times 
that our States have seen in decades, 
and working families are suffering the 
consequences. As States are forced to 
tighten their belts and make cuts, 
teachers are losing their jobs and chil-
dren are being taught in overcrowded 
classrooms. State health insurance 
programs now cover fewer children and 
are not providing as many services, and 
in many States families must now 
meet stricter eligibility requirements 
to enroll in State childcare programs, 
and all of this is done so the Repub-
licans can give our Nation’s wealthiest 
a big tax cut. 

But the fact is we have a choice. We 
can help States meet these shortfalls 
or we can give tax breaks we cannot af-
ford to the wealthiest people in this 
country, people who are actually not 
particularly feeling the pain of these 
bad times. The Republican message is 
inescapable. The rich are more impor-
tant. If one is among the more than 1 
million unemployed workers in this 
country who have exhausted unemploy-
ment benefits, this administration is 
saying you are certainly not a priority. 
Instead of extending benefits which 
would help care for families and imme-
diately stimulate the economy for 
those who are out of work and out of 
their unemployment benefits, it is 
more important to put a little extra 
cash in the pockets of investors in the 
hopes they eventually will invest this 
extra money back into the economy. 
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Republicans may on occasion say 

they care about American families, but 
their actions expose their feelings. 
When offered the choice between mak-
ing the rich a little bit richer or help-
ing working families make their lives a 
little easier, Republicans pick the 
wealthy every time. 

Madam Speaker, the budget process 
often forces us to make tough deci-
sions, but if one asks me, the choices 
being made today are not difficult 
ones. Helping families so that they can 
do the best to make ends meet or en-
riching the wealthiest who do not even 
need our fiscal help is a no-brainer. In 
the same way that parents put the 
needs of their children over frivolous 
luxuries, it is time to adopt fiscal poli-
cies for this Nation that prove that we 
have our Nation’s priorities in order, 
and that means, Madam Speaker, we 
need to work for hard-working fami-
lies.

f 

b 1945 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 

GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida). Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

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

f 

THE HIGHER COST OF PRESCRIP-
TION DRUGS IN THE UNITED 
STATES 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Madam Speaker, I 
rise tonight to speak about the issue of 
the higher cost of prescription drugs in 
the United States. 

The gentlewoman who just preceded 
me who was talking about tax relief, I 
think I agree with some of the points 
she raised. When we talk about tax 
cuts, what we are really talking about 
is allowing people to keep more of what 
they earn. In soft economic times, I 
happen to believe it makes sense to 
allow people to keep more of what they 
earn. 

As you see on this chart, which you 
can find on my Web site, we start by 
saying if we want to allow Americans 
to keep and spend over $600 billion dur-
ing the next 10 years. Here is a good 
place to start. It has got a picture of 
prescription drug capsules here. 

The next page says, ‘‘That’s right. 
According to the CBO,’’ that is the 
Congressional Budget Office, ‘‘Amer-
ican seniors will spend over $1.8 trillion 
over the next 10 years on prescription 
drugs.’’

This is a conservative estimate. We 
are going to show you a chart in a 
minute that says that we could save 35 
percent by allowing free markets to 
work. Thirty-five percent of $1.8 tril-
lion translates to $630 billion. 

Let me show you this chart. This is 
not my chart. I have a number of inde-

pendent experts around the country 
that have been working on this a lot 
longer than I have, they are a lot 
smarter than I am, but they have actu-
ally done some of the comparisons in 
terms of what we as Americans pay for 
prescription drugs compared to the rest 
of the world. 

This is a chart by a group called the 
Life Extension Foundation out of Flor-
ida. They have been studying this for 
more than a decade. Here are some of 
the figures in terms of the prices we 
pay versus what Canadian consumers 
pay and what European consumers pay 
for the same drugs. 

Let us look at the top right here. We 
have Augmentin. In the United States, 
a 30-day supply sells for about $55.50. 
That same drug in Canada, made in the 
same plant under the same FDA ap-
proval, sells for $12. In Europe it sells 
for $8.75. 

Cipro. We learned a lot about Cipro 
last year when we had anthrax here in 
the Capitol building. It is made by a 
German drug company called Bayer; we 
usually call it Bayer, Bayer aspirin. 
Cipro in the United States sells for 
$87.99 for a 30-day supply. That same 
drug in Canada sells for $53.55. Over in 
Germany it sells for $40.75. 

My father takes a drug called 
Coumadin. Here in the United States 
the average price for a 30-day supply of 
Coumadin is $64.88. That same drug, 
again made under the same FDA ap-
proval in the same FDA-approved 
plant, sells in Canada for $24.94. Over in 
Europe the average price is $15.80. 

Madam Speaker, as you look at this 
list, it just becomes very, very aggra-
vating, when you see how much we pay. 
Glucophage, an amazing drug we sell 
here in the United States, the average 
price, according to the Life Extension 
Foundation, the average price in the 
United States, the average price, is $124 
here. The average price in Canada for 
the same drug, same dosage, is $26.47. 
Over in Europe the same drug sells for 
$22. Glucophage. 

A couple of weeks ago I and one of 
my staffers were in Germany. We had 
the opportunity to actually do some 
shopping of our own. We bought a drug 
called Tamoxifen. It is amazing in 
terms of being one of the most amazing 
drugs we have developed in the United 
States. 

Let me just talk about the drug 
itself, because it was developed largely 
with American taxpayers’ money. 
Tamoxifen is the most effective drug 
against women’s breast cancer that we 
have developed, but the American tax-
payers paid for most of the research 
costs. 

This drug in the United States at a 
pharmacy here in Washington, D.C. for 
a 3-month supply just like this sells for 
about $360. In Munich, Germany, we 
bought it a week and a half ago for 
$59.05, the same drug. 

Now, some people would say shame 
on the pharmaceutical industry; but I 
have to say shame on us, because we 
have allowed this environment to be 

created. It is not shame on them, be-
cause they are only exploiting a mar-
ket opportunity that we have allowed 
them. The answer is open markets. 

Many years ago President Ronald 
Reagan said that markets are more 
powerful than armies. 

My time has expired, but I will be 
back in coming nights to talk about 
this issue and how Members can help 
solve this problem.

f 

AN OVERVIEW ON PUBLIC 
BROADCASTING 

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker, 
we of the Public Broadcasting Caucus 
are pleased to share with our col-
leagues this evening some very good 
news from the world of public broad-
casting. The Overseas Press Club has 
presented NPR with the 2002 Lowell 
Thomas Award for the series ‘‘The Mid-
east: A Century of Conflict.’’ This 
groundbreaking seven-part series, 
which aired on NPR’s Morning Edition 
last fall, tells the history of the con-
flict between the Israelis and Palestin-
ians. 

Veteran NPR News correspondent 
Mike Shuster researched, reported, and 
chronicled this in-depth series on the 
key moments in the history of the 
struggle between the two peoples. It 
covered the early Zionist movement 
during the turn of the 20th Century and 
traced the intensifying conflict be-
tween Jews and Palestinians during 
the years of the British mandate, lead-
ing up to David Ben-Gurion’s an-
nouncement of the establishment of 
the State of Israel in 1948. 

The Mideast: A Century of Conflict,’’ 
also explored the events that led up to 
the Six-Day War, the Yom Kippur War, 
the first Intifada, and the Oslo Peace 
Process. It concluded with investiga-
tions on the reason why the Oslo Peace 
Process collapsed and how and why the 
second Intifada started. 

Kevin Klose, NPR’s president and 
CEO, put it best when he said, ‘‘This se-
ries tells the history of the confronta-
tion using radio to bring the views of 
leading historians of the region to air, 
documenting the deep and conflicting 
roots of today’s Middle East. The series 
touches on the beliefs and emotions 
that motivate both sides.’’

Madam Speaker, it was no surprise 
when the Peabody Awards were re-
cently announced for excellence in tel-
evision and radio; public broadcasting 
was honored with one-third of those 
over-30 awards. This is part of why one 
in seven adults listens to public radio 
by tuning into more than 700 stations 
which carry NPR programming. Each 
week, over 20 million Americans listen 
to NPR, an audience that exceeds the 
top 35 U.S. daily newspapers combined. 

When we consider this figure, along 
with 100 million people who watch pub-
lic television each week, we see the 
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profound reach of public broadcasting 
stations. They connect people with 
their local community, their Nation, 
and their world in a way that no other 
outlet can or does. 

The caliber of public broadcasting is 
unmatched by any other programming. 
Public radio and public television pro-
vide valuable commercial-free edu-
cational, informational, and cultural 
programming for communities all 
across America. 

But it is not just an addition; it is 
not just an add-on and a frill. Many 
communities rely on public broad-
casting stations as their only source of 
news and information. Some even use 
the public broadcasting system for day-
to-day or emergency communications, 
such as AMBER Alerts and severe 
weather detection. As we work to im-
prove our hometown security, Federal 
funding for these services is increas-
ingly important. 

Sadly, the future is cloudy. Nation-
ally, while 41 States have public broad-
casting operations, the source of the 
State support, which averages $7 mil-
lion a year, is in jeopardy. Given the 
current times of economic slowdown 
and State budget crises, many stations 
are facing severe financial cuts. 

I am sad to say in my home State of 
Oregon, which faces one of the Nation’s 
worst budget deficits, our State is con-
sidering eliminating funding for Or-
egon Public Broadcasting altogether. 
Even though only 6 percent of that $33 
million budget for the last 2 years 
comes from State funding, slightly 
more than $2 million, right now the 
loss of any of that funding is com-
pounded by the recession and the 
squeeze on corporate and individual do-
nors. 

Oregon is not alone in its public 
broadcasting cuts. Minnesota’s Gov-
ernor has recommended a 25 to 35 per-
cent reduction in its public broad-
casting budget. But there are some 
States that are standing firm. I was 
pleased to note that Nebraska, for ex-
ample, reaffirmed its commitment to 
public broadcasting. Despite a 14 per-
cent shortfall in its biannual budget, it 
will maintain its yearly State funding 
of approximately $8 million. 

Madam Speaker, we are all in this to-
gether: the Federal and State govern-
ments, our listeners, viewers and pri-
vate sector donors. This is all the more 
reason for us to keep our commitment 
to public broadcasting. If we do not, 
many of the award-winning programs, 
like the one I just mentioned, ‘‘The 
Mideast: A Century of Conflict,’’ will 
be at risk. All of us need to do our part, 
whether elected officials or individual 
listeners, to support this critical na-
tional resource.

REVISIONS TO THE 302(a) ALLOCA-
TIONS AND BUDGETARY AGGRE-
GATES ESTABLISHED BY THE 
CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS ON 
THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEARS 
2004 THROUGH 2013

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

Mr. NUSSLE. Madam Speaker, I submit for 
printing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD revi-
sions to the 302(a) allocations and budgetary 
aggregates established by H. Con. Res. 95, 
the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for 
Fiscal Year 2004. The authority to make these 
adjustments is derived from Sections 421 and 
507 of H. Con. Res. 95 (H. Rept. 108–71). 

As enacted, H.R. 1559, a bill making emer-
gency wartime supplemental appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2003, 
contains changes in new budget authority, out-
lays and revenues that differ from those as-
sumed in the budget resolution. For fiscal year 
2003, the supplemental provides 
$4,432,000,000 in budget authority, 
$3,745,000,000 in outlays, and $2,000,000 in 
revenues above the amounts assumed in H. 
Con. Res. 95. The supplemental also provides 
$215,000,000 in additional new budget author-
ity and $332,000,000 in additional outlays for 
fiscal year 2004; over the period of fiscal 
years 2004 through 2013, it provides an addi-
tional $888,000,000 in budget authority and 
$1,406,000,000 in outlays over the amounts 
assumed in the resolution. 

Under section 421 of the resolution, the 
Chairman of the Budget Committees are au-
thorized to adjust the budget resolution to re-
flect the differences between the levels as-
sumed in the budget resolution for the supple-
mental and the levels provided in the enacted 
bill. The adjusted levels of budget authority 
and outlays in the functional levels for net in-
terest (900) and allowances (920) are as fol-
lows: 

NET INTEREST (900) 
Fiscal year 2003: $240,203,000,000 in new 

budget authority and $240,203,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2004: $259,528,000,000 in new 
budget authority and $259,528,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2005: $310,822,000,000 in new 
budget authority and $310,822,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2006: $352,463,000,000 in new 
budget authority and $352,463,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2007: $380,846,000,000 in new 
budget authority and $380,846,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2008: $405,947,000,000 in new 
budget authority and $405,947,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2009: $429,867,000,000 in new 
budget authority and $429,867,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2010: $450,997,000,000 in new 
budget authority and $450,997,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2011: $473,746,000,000 in new 
budget authority and $473,746,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2012: $496,401,000,000 in new 
budget authority and $496,401,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2013: $514,926,000,000 in new 
budget authority and $514,926,000,000 in out-
lays. 

ALLOWANCES (920) 
Fiscal year 2003: $79,190,000,000 in new 

budget authority and $42,024,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2004: –$7,406,000,000 in new 
budget authority and $22,678,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2005: –$6,366,000,000 in new 
budget authority and $1,921,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2006: –$7,151,000,000 in new 
budget authority and –$5,581,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2007: –$8,835,000,000 in new 
budget authority and –$8,666,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2008: –$9,875,000,000 in new 
budget authority and –$9,873,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2009: –$11,476,000,000 in new 
budget authority and –$9,922,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2010: –$12,860,000,000 in new 
budget authority and –$10,864,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2011: –$16,396,000,000 in new 
budget authority and –$12,653,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2012: –$21,444,000,000 in new 
budget authority and –$15,691,000,000 in out-
lays. 

Fiscal year 2013: –$25,608,000,000 in new 
budget authority and –$19,171,000,000 in out-
lays. 

The changes in the functional levels cause 
changes in the budgetary aggregates. Accord-
ingly, I also modify the budgetary aggregates 
and revenues for fiscal years 2003 through 
2013 to the following levels: 

BUDGET AUTHORITY, OUTLAYS, AND REVENUES 
Fiscal year 2003: $1,867,072,000,000 in 

new budget authority and $1,819,167,000,000 
in outlays. 

Fiscal year 2003: $1,303,113,000,000 in 
revenues. 

The amount by which revenues should be 
reduced, fiscal year 2003: $56,721,000,000. 

Fiscal year 2004: $1,861,333,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $1,884,280,000,000 
in outlays. 

Fiscal year 2005: $1,990,603,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $1,981,995,000,000 
in outlays. 

Fiscal year 2006: $2,122,725,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $2,089,892,000,000 
in outlays. 

Fiscal year 2007: $2,233,213,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $2,190,978,000,000 
in outlays. 

Fiscal year 2008: $2,349,256,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $2,307,637,000,000 
in outlays. 

Fiscal year 2009: $2,454,814,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $2,420,227,000,000 
in outlays. 

Fiscal year 2010: $2,555,986,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $2,528,260,000,000 
in outlays. 

Fiscal year 2011: $2,669,845,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $2,651,603,000,000 
in outlays. 

Fiscal year 2012: $2,754,409,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $2,724,337,000,000 
in outlays. 

Fiscal year 2013: $2,875,544,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $2,855,914,000,000 
in outlays. 
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DEFICITS (ON-BUDGET) 

Fiscal year 2003: $516,054,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2004: $558,828,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2005: $488,120,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2006: $432,381,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2007: $400,727,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2008: $405,793,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2009: $366,465,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2010: $360,323,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2011: $381,063,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2012: $314,765,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2013: $301,929,000,000. 

DEBT SUBJECT TO LIMIT 
Fiscal year 2003: $6,750,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2004: $7,388,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2005: $7,982,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2006: $8,540,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2007: $9,069,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2008: $9,608,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2009: $10,109,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2010: $10,608,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2011: $11,132,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2012: $11,596,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2013: $12,048,000,000,000. 

DEBT HELD BY THE PUBLIC 
Fiscal year 2003: $3,921,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2004: $4,303,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2005: $4,604,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2006: $4,835,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2007: $5,013,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2008: $5,175,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2009: $5,278,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2010: $5,356,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2011: $5,435,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2012: $5,432,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2013: $5,402,000,000,000. 
These changes in the budget resolution also 

affect the allocation to the House Committee 
on Appropriations. The 302(a) allocation to the 
House Committee on Appropriations becomes 
$844,986,000,000 in new budget authority and 
$846,706,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
2003. For fiscal year 2004, the allocation to 
the Appropriations Committee is 
$784,675,000,000 in new budget authority and 
$861,084,000,000 in outlays.

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

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

f 

THE REAL AMERICAN AGENDA IN 
THE MIDDLE EAST 

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. Madam Speaker, this 
evening I would like to include in the 
RECORD an excellent editorial from the 
Toronto Star written by the editorial 
page’s editor emeritus, Haroon 
Siddiqui. The focus of this article is 
looking at the United States and our 
role in the Middle East and Central 
Asia. Though I cannot read the entire 
editorial tonight, I thought it had 
some excellent observations that are 
important for the American people to 
hear. It is often helpful to have a coun-
try from the outside looking at us, 

rather than us looking out at the 
world. 

Mr. Siddiqui writes that a super-
power like the United States would 
find it somewhat easy to defeat an inci-
dental power like Iraq, but to do so not 
only for its publicly stated reasons, 
fighting terrorism, liberating Iraq and 
triggering a domino effect of democra-
tization of the Middle East. 

But, he observes, the real American 
agenda is now only becoming clearer. 
The conquest of Iraq, he says, is ena-
bling a new Pax Americana, the exer-
tion of American power. That goes well 
beyond control of oil, though that sure-
ly remains a central enterprise. 

He points out that America is pulling 
out of traditional bases of allies like 
Saudi Arabia and Turkey, and probably 
doing so because of the rising conserv-
ative backlash in those countries to 
our very presence. He mentions that 
U.S. relations with Egypt have been 
placed upon the back burner; Egypt, of 
course, being the most populace Is-
lamic and Arab country. 

It is no accident that the three na-
tions, Saudi Arabia, Turkey and Egypt, 
are the region’s most populous, but 
that America’s newest partners are 
some of the most thinly populated, 
Qatar, Bahrain, Oman and the United 
Arab Emirates, all as well tightly con-
trolled monarchies. 

People are a problem for America, he 
observes in the Arab and Muslim world. 
They are bristling with anti-Ameri-
canism, principally over the Israeli-
Palestinian dispute, which remains un-
resolved. 

He points out that the pullout just 
announced by the Bush administration 
of 10,000 U.S. troops from a Saudi air 
base was long overdue, but it so embar-
rassed the ruling House of Saud, which 
had to place it very far away from pub-
lic view at a remote base in the desert. 

I would point out in a way I was very 
disappointed that the Bush administra-
tion announced this current with-
drawal so quickly, because Osama bin 
Laden has been given a victory. Osama 
bin Laden on 9–11 said to us that he 
wanted the infidels out of Saudi Ara-
bia, and, among others, he was refer-
ring to U.S. troops based on Saudi soil. 
Why did we have to give him that vic-
tory? I think that helps to ripen ter-
rorism globally. 

The article goes on to say that the 
kingdom with the world’s largest oil 
reserves, Saudi Arabia, and the highest 
output, will lose clout as America now 
controls the second largest reserves in 
the world in Iraq. And he states that 
America now has a vise grip on the re-
gion with 14 new post-9–11 bases, from 
eastern Europe, through Iraq, the Per-
sian Gulf, Pakistan and Afghanistan, 
to the two Central Asian republics of 
Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan.

b 2000 

The singular feature of all those new 
allies, he says, is that they are weak 
states. Most are undemocratic, if not 
repressive. So America is replicating 

its failed model of using unrepresenta-
tive regimes to suppress people, but 
doing it on new turf. He says this 
short-term gain, therefore, of victory 
in Iraq may come at the expense of 
long-term pain and rising terrorism, as 
he sees America determined to install 
its own puppet regime in Baghdad with 
the majority Shiites being shunted 
aside. 

He then comments on the Bush ad-
ministration quietly cozying up to a 
most notorious terrorist group, the 
leftist Mujahideen-e-Khalq in Iraq, and 
he questions why would the Bush ad-
ministration even want to do that, a 
terrorist group that killed Americans 
when we were having difficulties in 
Iran. 

Taken together, he says, these Amer-
ican moves bear an uncanny resem-
blance to the British colonial enter-
prise of nearly a century ago which is 
still being paid by the people there. As 
America confronts this new world in 
the Middle East and Central Asia, it is 
worth reading Mr. Siddiqui’s very per-
ceptive comments.

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida). Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
MALONEY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

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

f 

HONORING THE SONGWRITING 
TEAM OF HOLLAND-DOZIER-HOL-
LAND 

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

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, 
today I take the well to celebrate one 
of the great music writing teams in 
contemporary writing history, and 
that is the fabulous legendary song 
writing team of Brian Holland, Lamont 
Dozier and Edward Holland, who wrote 
frequently with the Berry Gordy 
Motown group creating the enduring 
Motown sound that is still being heard 
in this country and all over the world. 

I am happy to point out that these 
three great songwriters, all from De-
troit, Michigan, will be honored by the 
Broadcast Music Incorporated, BMI, on 
May 13 with the ICON Award which is 
reserved for songwriters who have been 
unique and had indelible influences on 
generations of music makers. They will 
receive this award at the 51st Annual 
BMI Awards Dinner in Beverly Hills, 
California, and its president and CEO, 
Ms. Frances Preston, will present the 
award. 

I am happy to tell you that I have 
had the honor of watching this great 
musical system of Berry Gordy and his 
family and these writers develop over 
the years. How interesting to now turn 
back only a little while ago to find 
that the Hollands had to go to church 
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and Mr. Dozier did too, and they could 
not go to the movies on Sunday until 
they had gone to church. They could 
not do anything else for the rest of the 
week if they had not gone to church. 
And in their home the only music that 
was allowed was gospel and classical 
and sometimes Billy Eckstein or Sarah 
Vaughan or Nat King Cole. And so 
these youngsters on the west side and 
east side of Detroit where they went to 
school, some of them met and knew 
Aretha Franklin, who was then singing 
in her father’s, the late Reverend C.L. 
Franklin, church on Linwood Avenue 
already at the tender age of 9 years old, 
and they came out of this great family 
tradition. 

Mr. Dozier’s grandmother, Mrs. 
Melvine Watson, was the choir director 
at the Spiritual Israel Church Pente-
costal; and when he was in junior high 
school he had formed the vocal group, 
The Romeos, five young men who had a 
recording contract with Atlantic; and 
then they went to Gwen Gordy, Berry 
Gordy’s sister, Anna Records, and 
opened up their career and furthered it 
there. Then Gwen Gordy went with her 
brother Berry Gordy and they formed 
the Motown sound. 

It is just so wonderful to recall how 
all these artists began, where their 
first writing was for Jackie Wilson, 
where they wrote this song, Reet Pe-
tite. And then they began to develop, 
Robert Bateman will always be remem-
bered for bringing them together. It 
was wonderful. They finally began to 
click.

Madam Speaker, I rise to celebrate the con-
tributions of the legendary songwriting team of 
Holland-Dozier-Holland, consisting of Brian 
Holland, Lamont Dozier, and Edward Holland 
to American cultural history. The songwriting 
trio, known as H-D-H, wrote most of the songs 
that created the enduring American ‘‘Motown 
Sound.’’ On May 13, 2003, they will be hon-
ored with the 2003 BMI (Broadcast Music, 
Inc.) ICON Award, which is reserved for song-
writers who have been unique and indelible in-
fluences on generations of music makers. H–
D–H will receive this award at the 51st annual 
BMI Pop Awards dinner in Beverly Hills, Cali-
fornia. BMI President & CEO Frances W. 
Preston will present the award. Brian Holland, 
Lamont Dozier, and Eddie Holland are most 
deserving of this award, which puts them in 
the company of Chuck Berry, James Brown, 
Bo Diddly, and Little Richard. 

In 1959, a young African American De-
troiter, Berry Gordy, Jr., formed a company 
named Motown (an abbreviation of Detroit’s 
‘Motor City’ moniker). Holland-Dozier-Holland 
were architects of the instantly recognizable 
and barrier breaking ‘‘Sound of Young Amer-
ica,’’ of Motown, creating the songs that 
turned a fledgling Detroit record company and 
its associated songwriters, producers, and art-
ists, into an industry groundbreaker and pow-
erhouse. 

As songwriters and producers, H–D–H cre-
ated such classics as ‘‘Reach Out, I’ll Be 
There,’’ ‘‘Stop in the Name of Love,’’ ‘‘Where 
Did Our Love Go?’’ ‘‘Heat Wave,’’ ‘‘Baby 
Love,’’ ‘‘Baby I Need Your Lovin’,’’ ‘‘How 
Sweet It Is to Be Loved By You,’’ and dozens 
more hits. The blend of sweet and joyful lyrics 

and complex musical stylings defined an era. 
Their music is on the soundtrack of countless 
films and television programs and has become 
the soundtrack for many American lives. Their 
innovative style and sound inspired millions of 
musicians throughout the world to improve 
and enhance their craft. 

The astonishing success of H-D-H and 
Motown was a symbol of change in the United 
States in the 1960’s, and the end of an era 
when access to an audience was limited by ei-
ther opportunities or racial prejudice. 

The sales of Holland-Dozier-Holland’s music 
run into hundreds of millions of dollars and in-
clude some of the most widely-recognized pop 
songs in the world. Holland-Dozier-Holland 
songs also have accrued nearly 100 million 
airplays on United States radio and television 
stations. The songwriting team is a member of 
the Rock & Roll Hall of Fame, the Songwriters 
Hall of Fame, and winner of The Rhythm and 
Blues Foundation’s 2002 Pioneer Award. 

I commend BMI, an American performing 
rights organization that represents more than 
300,000 songwriters, composers, and pub-
lishers, in all genres of music, for honoring 
Brian Holland, Lamont Dozier and Eddie Hol-
land. I also congratulate the three worthy re-
cipients.

f 

SINKING AMERICAN ECONOMY 

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

Mr. WYNN. Madam Speaker, now 
that we have achieved victory in Iraq, 
the country will refocus its attention 
on matters close to home, specifically 
our sinking economy. Unfortunately, 
victory in war does not necessarily 
translate into success in domestic 
economy. In terms of the economy, we 
have been treated to a cycle of failure 
by this administration and my Repub-
lican colleagues. Consider that unem-
ployment is now up to 6 percent. There 
has been a decline in the length of the 
workweek, meaning more people are 
working fewer hours. Manufacturing 
workers were hurt particularly hard 
last month. Factory payrolls fell by 
95,000, the 33rd consecutive monthly de-
cline. 

According to Jerry Jasinowski, 
President of the National Association 
of Manufacturers, ‘‘Since July 2000 
manufacturing has lost 2.2 million jobs, 
among the highest-skilled, best-paying 
jobs in our economy.’’

My colleague, the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. SPRATT), goes on 
to point out that ‘‘Republican claimed 
that both the 2001 and the 2002 tax cuts 
would create jobs but they were wrong. 
Instead, 2.7 million private sector jobs 
have vanished since this administra-
tion took office a little over 2 years 
ago.’’

The fact is tax cuts have yielded 400 
to $500 billion deficits. They did not re-
vive a sluggish economy, and what you 
are hearing now is, well, this is because 
of the war. Not true. Forty-three per-
cent of our current deficits are directly 
attributable to these tax cuts. A small 
percentage is attributable to the war. 

We have only authorized $80 billion and 
the rest comes from the sluggish econ-
omy which the 2001 tax cuts failed to 
revive. 

What happened in 2001 was that we 
had a $5.6 trillion surplus, and my Re-
publican colleagues came down here 
and said, We have got to give this 
money back to the American taxpayer 
so we can invigorate our economy. 
That did not happen. What we have in-
stead is a projection over the next 10 
years of a $2 trillion deficit and we are 
going to borrow over $500 billion this 
year. 

The fact of the matter is the tax cut 
policy of the Republicans has not 
worked. We have seen this plan before. 

Now we turn to what I call the Bush/
Thomas model. I think it is a model of 
tax unfairness and ineffective eco-
nomic policy. An analysis of the Thom-
as proposal by the Urban-Brookings 
Tax Policy Center concluded that his 
plan would be even more tilted to the 
affluent than Bush’s original plan. Ac-
cording to the Brookings analysis, the 
average tax cut offered by the Thomas 
proposal for households earning more 
than a million dollars would be almost 
$43,000 in tax cuts in 2003, compared 
with the administration’s original pro-
posal to give the very wealthy only 
27,000. Then on top of that the top 5 
percent of households, the top 5 per-
cent of American households would re-
ceive 64 percent of the Bush dividend 
proposal, but under the Thomas pro-
posal that they will roll out this week 
that same 5 percent would get 75 per-
cent of the tax benefits. 

There is something fundamentally 
unfair about that. 

Now, in truth the middle class will 
only get about $100 to $200 in so-called 
tax relief; but the administration says, 
oh, no, a family earning about $40,000 
would get about $1,000. That is called 
flimflamming the numbers. What they 
do is they take the average, reflecting 
the fact that the millionaire will get 
$43,000 annually. That is how they get 
that false average. 

In addition, we find that the Thomas 
plan does not create jobs. There is 
broad census among economists that 
reducing dividend taxes does not create 
jobs. In fact, economy.com has rated 
this as one of the least effective op-
tions in terms of stimulating growth. 
Bill Dudley, chief U.S. economist for 
Goldman Sachs has pointed out, 
‘‘Rather than shoehorning the dividend 
plan in, they should be trying to shoe-
horn in the most amount of economic 
stimulus.’’ 

When the Democrats talk about our 
plan, we will talk about that, stimulus, 
putting money into the pockets of the 
middle class, helping our States’ gov-
ernment so we can really stimulate 
this economy. 

Finally, the Republicans tell us, well, 
look at our child care tax credit. We do 
not just care about the wealthy. It is 
very interesting when you look closely 
because although the tax breaks for 
the very wealthy are permanent, the 
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child care tax credit that they would 
have you focus on is really only tem-
porary, and by the year 2006 they will 
actually be losing money on the child 
care tax credit. 

So what we see in conclusion is a 
very flawed tax proposal tilted very 
much to the wealthy. They give us a 
solution to the American economy that 
says if you cut taxes on the wealthy, 
you will improve the economy by cre-
ating jobs. It did not work in 2001. It 
did not work in 2002. It is as Yogi Berra 
said, deja vu all over again. 

I think we ought to reject this ap-
proach to tax policy and adopt a pro-
gressive Democratic approach that 
really works for middle class and work-
ing Americans.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.)

f 

THOMAS TAX PLAN BAD FOR 
AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I did 
not think it was possible but the chair-
man of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. THOMAS) came up with a worse tax 
plan than the one President Bush pro-
posed earlier this year. And, of course, 
we all know that that tax proposal was 
marked up. It was considered this 
afternoon in the Committee on Ways 
and Means. And I want to say that nei-
ther the President’s plan nor the House 
Republican plan that was marked up 
by the Committee on Ways and Means 
today will jump-start the economy, 
which is our major concern. 

We have now been through several 
months, even several years of an eco-
nomic downturn and something has to 
be done to jump-start the economy, but 
nothing that the Republicans in the 
House nor the President have proposed 
will accomplish that. 

Madam Speaker, since the President 
took office, more than 2.7 million pri-
vate sector jobs have been lost, the 
worst record in 40 years. Any tax cuts 
passed by Congress should be fair, fast 
acting and fiscally responsible; but the 
Republicans plan fails all three of 
those tests. The Republican plan does 
not create jobs. It irresponsibly piles 
up debt, risks Social Security to make 
room for tax cuts for the wealthy, and 
continues the failed economic policies 
responsible for the current economic 
downturn.

b 2015 

Madam Speaker, the Republican tax 
plan, in my opinion, is simply unfair. 

The wealthiest Americans will fare 
better under the Republican tax plan in 
the President’s plan, while middle-
class Americans, Americans with an-
nual incomes between $30,000 and 
$100,000, will actually receive less under 
the Republican plan than they would 
have under the President’s plan, which 
also was not good. 

According to a report released this 
week on the Center on Budget and Pol-
icy Priorities, households with incomes 
of more than $1 million per year would 
receive an average tax cut this year of 
$105,600 under the House Republican 
plan, and that is $15,000 more than they 
would have received under the Presi-
dent’s proposal. Contrast those benefits 
with the middle fifth of households 
that would receive an average tax cut 
of $218 under the Thomas plan, slightly 
less than under the Bush plan. 

Let me reiterate, a millionaire under 
the Republican plan would see a tax 
benefit of more than $105,000; but an 
average American making between 
$40,000 and $50,000 would receive a cut 
of only $456. 

I just do not understand what my Re-
publican colleagues and what the 
House Republican leadership have in 
mind with this rush once again to pass 
another tax cut that will primarily 
benefit wealthy Americans and cor-
porate interests and really do nothing 
to turn the economy around. We frank-
ly cannot take another 6 months or an-
other year of this economic downturn; 
and to suggest that somehow we are 
going to do something like this that 
helps a few people who happen to be 
wealthy, as opposed to helping the gen-
eral populace or doing something to 
create jobs, makes absolutely no sense 
to me. 

We understand that coming out of 
the Committee on Ways and Means 
today this is likely to be on the floor 
sometime the end of this week. We 
probably would vote for it on this Fri-
day, and I would hope that there would 
be an opportunity to bring up Demo-
cratic alternatives and to bring up 
amendments under an open rule so we 
have an opportunity to make some 
changes in what the Republican leader-
ship has proposed. I doubt it, but I 
think we have to continue to agitate 
and say that other options must be 
considered. 

Again, as I said, Madam Speaker, at 
a time when we should be doing every-
thing possible to jump-start the econ-
omy, the Republican solution centers 
around tax cuts on dividends, stock 
dividends and capital gains, two cuts 
that are, again, a target towards the 
wealthiest Americans and according to 
economists will not create new jobs. If 
my colleagues think about it, if we 
think about eliminating the tax on 
stock dividends, what does that accom-
plish? What makes anyone on the Re-
publican side think that by eliminating 
a tax on stock dividends that the 
money saved by the people who would 
benefit from that would necessarily be 
reinvested in the economy, in the cre-

ation of new jobs, in the creation of a 
new means of production? We have no 
guarantee of that, and there is nothing 
in our economic policy that suggests 
that those kinds of tax cuts or elimi-
nation of stock dividends or capital 
gains are actually going to force or cre-
ate a situation where money is rein-
vested in the economy, that is, creates 
more jobs. 

My colleagues do not have to take 
my word for it. There are about 400 
economists earlier this year who put 
out a statement that basically said 
that ‘‘the tax cut plan proposed by 
President Bush is not the answer to the 
problem.’’ They concluded that ‘‘the 
permanent dividend tax cut, in par-
ticular, is not credible as a short-term 
stimulus.’’

We need things that are going to cre-
ate jobs immediately, money pumped 
into infrastructure, into economic de-
velopment projects, not money that is 
just going to go to pay for people who 
have invested in the stock market and 
somehow that that is going to be 
turned around. There is no guarantee 
this is going to create jobs in the short 
term. 

Madam Speaker, like the Bush eco-
nomic blueprint, the House GOP plan is 
also fiscally irresponsible because of 
the debt that it would create, saddling 
our children with debt and hurting 
long-term economic growth. This is 
such a reversal of fortunes from what 
we witnessed before the President took 
office under the Clinton administra-
tion. The economy was growing; we 
had a surplus rather than a deficit. 
Now, under the Bush economic plan, 
the deficits keep mounting. 

When the Bush administration came 
into office, there was a projected $5.6 
trillion 10-year surplus. With this lat-
est tax package that we will probably 
vote on this Friday, coupled with the 
huge tax cut in 2001, Republicans will 
produce a record $1.4 trillion deficit 
over the next 10 years. That is a $7 tril-
lion reversal in our country’s fortunes 
from where we were 2 years ago in the 
last few months of the Clinton admin-
istration. 

What I really do not understand is 
how the Republican leadership in the 
House is no longer concerned about 
deficits. Madam Speaker, I remember a 
time when I was first elected here, 
which is about 15 years ago now, when 
I would come down on the House floor 
to do a Special Order, and there were a 
group of Republican Congressmen who 
used to bring a huge clock. It was 
about the length of the entire desk 
here where the House Clerks are sitting 
behind me; and it was so heavy and 
long they used to have the pages to 
come down and carry the digital clock. 
It recorded the level and the increase 
in the deficit on a daily basis or a 
weekly basis and the Republicans 
would harangue about the problem 
that the Nation faced because of in-
creasing deficits. Where is that con-
cern? It does not seem to exist any-
more on the GOP side. 
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Back in 1995, the current majority 

leader, the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
DELAY), voiced concern that President 
Clinton’s economic policies would lead 
to record deficits; and he said, ‘‘By the 
year 2002, we can have a Federal Gov-
ernment with a balanced budget or we 
can continue down the present path to-
wards fiscal catastrophe.’’ Well, the 
gentleman was correct about a fiscal 
catastrophe, but he was wrong about 
the culprit. He has nobody but himself 
and President Bush to blame for the 
fiscal crisis our Federal Government 
now faces, and they are trying to make 
it worse with this latest round of tax 
cuts. 

Today, based on the tax proposal this 
House will debate, as I said, this Fri-
day, it is clear that House Republicans 
have changed their tune. No longer are 
skyrocketing deficits a priority. This, 
despite the fact that Federal Reserve 
Chairman Alan Greenspan last week 
agreed that huge deficits will threaten 
economic growth. He stated before a 
committee in the Congress, ‘‘If, 
through tax cuts, you get significant 
increases in deficits which induce a 
rise in long-term interest rates, you 
will be significantly undercutting the 
benefits that would be achieved from 
the tax cuts.’’ That is Alan Greenspan 
whom the President says that he is 
going to reappoint, basically saying 
that the President and the Republican 
economic policies are essentially going 
to continue the economic downturn 
over several years, not just now but 
down the road. 

So how can they talk about how 
these tax cuts will have a long-term 
benefit to the economy? They will not. 
They will only make the economy 
worse. 

Finally, Madam Speaker, the Repub-
lican tax plan is full of what I call gim-
micks designed to hide the true cost to 
taxpayers. In fact, the only proposals 
within the Republican plan that are 
beneficial to America’s middle class, 
the marriage penalty relief and the 
child tax credit, which the previous 
speaker, the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. WYNN), mentioned, both of these 
would expire after 2005. So, of course, 
nobody thinks that would actually 
happen. Instead, the Republicans would 
come back and extend the benefits 
which then would raise the total cost 
of the package to at least $760 billion 
through 2013 over the next 10 years. 
Again, The Washington Post editorial 
page called these gimmicks tax-cut 
trickery this morning. 

So the Republican leadership is not 
even being honest about what they are 
doing here. They are suggesting that 
they are going to put these important 
proposals, the marriage penalty relief 
and the child tax credit, into play. 
They do not even talk about the eco-
nomic costs of them over the 10-year 
period that we are discussing. 

I want to say, and I have to say be-
cause I think it is always important 
that the party in opposition put for-
ward proposals that are different if we 

do not like what the majority is pro-
posing, the Democrats have proposed a 
true economic stimulus plan that 
meets the test of being fair, fast act-
ing, and fiscally responsible. Our plan 
would create one million jobs this year, 
provide an extension of unemployment 
benefits to millions of Americans still 
looking for jobs, provide tax relief to 
small businesses to invest in new 
equipment this year, and provide as-
sistance to cash-strapped States and 
municipalities. 

Let me explain that. As we all know, 
in my home State of New Jersey as an 
example, States have to balance their 
budgets. They cannot go into debt the 
way the Federal Government does; and 
so State after State and Governor after 
Governor, both Democrats and Repub-
licans, across the country over the last 
few years, because of the economic 
downturn, have had to make major 
cuts in their expenditures because they 
cannot go into debt. What is the con-
sequence of that? Less and less money 
is being spent by State and local gov-
ernments in real terms, and so what 
that means is that there is not the 
money out there to generate the jobs 
and the economic opportunities. 

Rather than giving the wealthy a big 
tax cut, what the Federal Government 
should do is take some of that money 
and give it back to the States so that 
they are not withdrawing funding and 
programs and infrastructure needs 
from the economy that cause the econ-
omy to contract. That is what the 
Democrats would like to do, take some
money from the Federal Government, 
give it back to the States so that they 
do not have to cut their budgets the 
way that many of them have had to do, 
which has a negative impact on the 
economy. 

Of course, our Republican colleagues 
do not want to do that. They just want 
to cut taxes; and again, that problem 
really goes to wealthy individuals and 
corporate interests. Not only are the 
Republicans attempting to trick the 
American people with their tax pro-
posal, but unfortunately, President 
Bush is also misleading Americans all 
over this country as to why we may 
once again face budget deficits as far 
as the eye can see. 

I talked about the budget deficits. 
They are primarily caused by Repub-
lican economic policies, i.e., the tax 
cuts; but again, Mr. Bush says the op-
posite. The President says the oppo-
site. This morning’s Washington Post 
editorial says, ‘‘And then there’s Mr. 
Bush, peddling a woefully incomplete 
account of how the deficit got so large 
and dangerously misstating the impact 
of his tax cut on future deficits.’’

According to The Washington Post 
editorial again, ‘‘In Arkansas yester-
day, for example, Mr. Bush attributed 
the deficit to the recession and to his 
decision to send troops into combat. 
Both have indeed helped turn projected 
surpluses into deficits. But so has 
something Mr. Bush’s account omits,’’ 
and that is his first $1.35 trillion dollar, 
that is trillion dollar, tax cut. 

The Post editorial continues, and 
says, ‘‘Budget Director Mitchell E. 
Daniels, Jr. Acknowledged to the 
House Budget Committee in February 
that next year’s deficit would be more 
than one-third smaller were it not for 
the tax cut. So the President is simply 
misleading Americans when he says we 
have a budget deficit either because of 
the war or because of a recession. The 
fact of the matter is the tax cuts he en-
acted into law in 2001 are the main rea-
son for the deficits we now face. And, 
unfortunately, those deficits will get 
even larger if we enact either the 
President’s plan or the House Repub-
lican plan.’’ 

Madam Speaker, over the last 2 
weeks, the President has toured the 
country trying to sell his tax cuts, 
even as congressional Republicans dis-
agree among themselves about the pro-
posal, delaying action to fix an econ-
omy that is badly broke. As the Presi-
dent has tried to convince the country 
of the merits of his proposal, it is clear 
that his rhetoric bears little resem-
blance to the facts. 

Let me give my colleagues a couple 
of the best example of the President’s 
rhetoric as opposed to the reality of 
the situation. In Canton, Ohio, on April 
24, President Bush claimed that ‘‘end-
ing the double-taxation of dividends, 
according to many economists, will 
help the stock market. If getting rid of 
the double taxation of dividends in-
creases the markets, it will be good for 
millions of investors all across Amer-
ica. It will be good for our economy. 
And it will reduce the cost of capital, 
which means jobs.’’ That was the Presi-
dent’s statement. 

Based on those statements by the 
President, a likely listener in Canton, 
Ohio, understandably would have be-
lieved the tax cuts on dividends would 
lead to jobs; but, again, the President’s 
claim, in my opinion, is simply false. 
In fact, economists have rated this pro-
posal the one with the least bang for 
the buck in jump-starting the economy 
of all the different proposals that have 
come forward in the Congress. 

For example, Song Won Sohn, chief 
economist with the Wells Fargo Com-
pany said, ‘‘A dividend tax change is 
not the best tool to stimulate the econ-
omy. Joe Sixpack does not have much 
in the way of dividends.’’

Similarly, according to Jonathan 
Rauch of the Brookings Institute, 
‘‘Few economists believe that the gains 
from efficiency would offset more than 
a small portion of the increases in defi-
cits.’’

The President continues to talk 
about stock dividends as the way to 
solve the economic problem. There is 
no economist who will tell us that. 

During this same Canton, Ohio, 
speech, the President blasted away at 
those of us who have rightly called his 
tax proposal a tax cut for the wealthy. 

Madam Speaker, I have said it many 
times tonight, and I will continue to 
say that that is what it is; but the 
President told the crowd in Canton, 
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‘‘So when you hear politicians say it’s 
a tax cut for the rich, they’re talking 
about you. Tax relief is good for the av-
erage citizen.’’ Well, the President says 
that, and it is nice rhetoric; but it is 
not the facts. 

Under the Bush plan, 25 percent of 
families with children would get no tax 
cut at all and half of all Americans 
would get less than $100. Half of all 
Americans, Madam Speaker, would get 
less than $100. In contrast, as I said 
earlier, under the President’s plan, 
someone making $1 million a year 
would get a tax cut of $90,222.

b 2030 

Overall, just 17 percent of the Bush 
tax cut goes to families with income 
under $75,000. If we want to talk about 
fuzzy math, how can the President say 
all Americans are going to benefit 
when only 17 percent of the tax cuts go 
to the overwhelming majority of Amer-
icans who make under $75,000 a year. 
This is not something that is going to 
help the little guy, it just helps the 
wealthy; and primarily it helps the 
very wealthy, the millionaires and 
even billionaires. 

Madam Speaker, as the President 
continues to travel around the country 
in an attempt to rally support for a 
failed tax proposal, critical education, 
health care and homeland security pro-
grams are being ignored by this admin-
istration and the Republican Congress. 

The point I want to make tonight is 
that not only are these tax proposals 
not going to help the economy, but at 
the same time critical programs, edu-
cation, health care, homeland security, 
the very things that President Bush 
has talked about, are being ignored and 
neglected by this administration. 

Let me talk about that. Both the 
President and the House Republican 
tax plans crowd out investments im-
portant to long term economic growth, 
like education, training, research and 
transportation. 

Let me talk about the education ini-
tiative. When President Bush signed 
the bipartisan No Child Left Behind 
Act in 2002, and I commend the Presi-
dent for it, it was a great piece of legis-
lation that we passed on a bipartisan 
basis. But the President promised to 
write a healthy check for education. 
We cannot just pass a bill like that and 
not provide the funding that is going to 
provide for the education programs 
mentioned in the bill. So he said he 
was going to write a healthy check for 
education and it was nice words, but 1 
year later when the President had an 
opportunity to support historic edu-
cation reform with funding in his 2004 
budget, he widened what I call his 
credibility gap by providing $9.7 billion 
less than what was promised in the No 
Child Left Behind Act. 

I am hearing from educators and 
teachers that are telling me that they 
are not getting the funding promised 
under the No Child Left Behind Act. 
The President signs this legislation, he 
says he will leave no child behind, but 

he does not back it up with the appro-
priate funding. It is a credibility gap, 
essentially. 

The simple fact is that the President 
cannot provide the critical education 
funds because of his huge tax cut for 
the wealthy. It is not that he does not 
want to do it, it is because he has this 
huge tax cut and once that is put in 
place, there is no money to fund the No 
Child Left Behind initiative. The sim-
ple fact is that the tax cut precludes 
that. 

Now we see thousands of teachers 
being given pink slips in California, 
class sizes increasing all over the coun-
try, and one of the Teachers of the 
Year in South Carolina was being laid 
off because the State was forced to 
make cuts in education. If we really 
want to make something or do some-
thing that is going to be meaningful in 
terms of education reform, we have to 
fully fund No Child Left Behind so it 
can become a reality; but that is not 
possible if the Republicans are success-
ful on Friday and in the next few weeks 
in passing their tax bill and sending it 
off and the President signs it. 

Madam Speaker, let me also talk 
about another need that the President 
talked about in his State of the Union 
Address in January, and that is health 
care. The President and the Repub-
licans will also find it difficult to ad-
dress the health care needs of seniors 
and low-income Americans if they are 
successful in passing their tax pro-
posal. 

President Bush’s rhetoric was in high 
gear earlier this year when he stated in 
his State of the Union Address that 
‘‘Medicare is the binding commitment 
of a caring society.’’ Unfortunately, in 
my opinion, Madam Speaker, that bond 
would break if the President’s inten-
tions of turning Medicare into a vouch-
er program became reality. Again, I do 
not know whether or not he is ideologi-
cally driven in saying he wants to 
make Medicare into a voucher pro-
gram. 

The bottom line is because of deep 
tax cuts he may not have a choice be-
cause there is not the money to fund 
the Medicare program in the tradi-
tional way. That is why I believe the 
President is seeking a voucher-type 
system for Medicare because he will 
not be able to afford to continue to 
fund Medicare in the traditional way 
with these tax cuts. 

The President has a so-called mod-
ernization proposal for Medicare that 
would limit the government’s responsi-
bility and shift costs to seniors under 
this voucher plan, ending the Medicare 
program seniors have depended on for 
25 years. I know he is going to say it is 
not ending Medicare, it is a different 
type of Medicare. It is more of a privat-
ization. If it is not the type of Medicare 
that seniors have traditionally relied 
upon where they have guaranteed bene-
fits, then it is not really Medicare any 
more. 

Furthermore, President Bush’s pre-
scription drug proposal goes so far as 

to essentially force seniors into HMOs 
if they want to receive prescription 
drug coverage. There again it is a form 
of privatization. He is saying if you 
want to get prescription drugs as part 
of your Medicare program, you have to 
purchase private insurance, move to 
some type of system where you are pro-
vided prescription drugs, but you have 
to go under an HMO. 

Again, not traditional Medicare. If 
seniors have to be forced into an HMO 
in order to get prescription drug cov-
erage, then I think the promise of 
Medicare that they would be able to 
choose their own doctor, be able to 
choose their own hospital, goes 
unfulfilled. Again, these are all cost-
cutting measures that become nec-
essary because the money is not there 
as a result of tax cuts. 

Madam Speaker, I do not think when 
it comes to Medicare there is really 
any credibility any more on the part of 
the President when he continues to ad-
vocate these kinds of changes. He is es-
sentially dismantling the Medicare 
program the way we know it by giving 
the impressions to seniors that he is 
somehow strengthening it. 

The other thing that these tax cuts 
will have a devastating impact on is 
Medicaid which unlike Medicare which 
is mostly for seniors, Medicaid is the 
health care program for low-income 
Americans. I think the huge tax cuts 
will make it almost impossible for Re-
publicans to address the health care 
needs of seniors under Medicaid and 
low-income people in general under 
Medicaid. 

Earlier this year the President pro-
posed a plan to shift responsibility of 
the Medicaid program to the States in 
the form of block grants. Again, this is 
a recipe for disaster considering most 
States now face severe fiscal problems. 
The President would cap the amount of 
Federal funding States receive from 
Medicaid, requiring States to either 
spend more out of their own budgets or 
face the difficult decision of dropping 
beneficiaries or cutting social services. 
So what we are going to see is fewer 
and fewer people becoming eligible for 
Medicaid and the needs of low income 
individuals not being met. 

Madam Speaker, the Federal Govern-
ment I do not think can ignore its re-
sponsibility to these 44 million low in-
come children, adults and elderly 
Americans who depend on Medicaid 
services. The President and Repub-
licans would not have to propose again 
these changes in Medicaid, this block 
granting and ultimately reduction in 
funds to the States if they scrapped 
their current tax proposal that pri-
marily benefits the wealthiest Ameri-
cans. Maybe in the case of Medicaid it 
is the worst juxtaposition because it is 
giving tax cuts to primarily wealthy 
people and taking away health care in 
many cases for the most needy under 
Medicaid. 

Madam Speaker, at a time when our 
economy needs a true jolt to reverse 
American’s fears of losing their jobs, 
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the Republican leadership once again 
plans to give a huge tax cut to the 
wealthiest Americans, and the plan 
that they put forth offers very little to 
families and middle class Americans 
and instead sacks them with a huge 
deficit, a deficit that risks the future 
of Social Security and Medicare and 
means likely future interest rate in-
creases. 

I know I sound like doomsday today, 
but frankly for 2 years we have seen 
the Republican economic policies in ef-
fect, and I think it is only fair to say 
they have been a failure. The economy 
has gotten worse. More jobs have been 
lost. The debt continues to pile up. So 
there is no reason to believe that these 
continued economic policies that are 
basically in the form of tax cuts are 
going to do anything more than con-
tinue the economic downturn.

Democrats, on the other hand, have 
proposed what I consider a true eco-
nomic stimulus plan that is fair, fast 
acting and fiscally responsible. Again 
what we are essentially doing is put-
ting more money in people’s pockets, 
and we are giving money back to the 
States so they can spend the money on 
infrastructure, health care, education, 
and other needs. It would mean that 
more jobs would be created because 
there would be transportation projects 
and infrastructure projects in general 
that would need new people to go on 
the job. 

Also, we say that we want to provide 
an extension of unemployment benefits 
to millions of Americans still looking 
for jobs and tax relief to small busi-
nesses to invest in new equipment. We 
would target tax relief for small busi-
nesses, assuming that they turn it 
around and they spend it for new 
means of production, new opportuni-
ties, new jobs. 

Most important, we would provide as-
sistance to cash-strapped States and 
municipalities which right now be-
cause of the fact that they are con-
tracting their spending are also, I 
think, contributing to the economic 
downturn. 

I know that many of my colleagues 
on the Democratic side have talked 
about and contrasted what the Repub-
licans would like to do and what we 
would like to do on the economy, and 
we will continue to talk about that 
this week as we move forward with this 
Republican proposal that is supposed 
to come up for a vote on Friday. 

But I would just say to anyone who 
says why would I believe the Demo-
cratic proposal is better, I would say 
look at what has happened over the 
last 2 years under the President and 
the Republican proposal. It has not 
worked. I frankly do not think we can 
go on another 2 years with the same 
failed economic policies. It is time to 
do something different, and we should 
be looking at some of the Democratic 
alternatives instead of just saying we 
are going to continue with the Repub-
lican tax cut. 

ENCOURAGING INDIA-PAKISTAN TALKS 
Madam Speaker, I did want to change 

the subject for just another 5 minutes 
tonight before I end this Special Order, 
and go to another topic which relates 
to foreign affairs because I do think 
that what we have been witnessing the 
last few days, particularly over the 
weekend with regard to the potential 
for bilateral talks between India and 
Pakistan, is a very optimistic develop-
ment in an area of the world which has 
a great potential for future war. 

Anything the United States can do to 
encourage negotiations, talks, between 
India and Pakistan I think are very im-
portant, and this is an opportune time 
for the Bush administration and the 
Congress to urge support for those 
kinds of negotiations and eventual 
peaceful settlement. 

Madam Speaker, I was encouraged 
over the last week by Indian Prime 
Minister Vijpayee’s leadership in seek-
ing peace with Pakistan. Vajpayee’s ef-
forts to reinstate full Indo-Pakistani 
diplomatic relations and to restore 
cross-border transportation between 
the two countries exemplifies his will-
ingness and commitment to finding a 
permanent peace settlement within 
South Asia. 

I would like to express my praise for 
the Prime Minister’s recent brave 
steps, given the incessant cross-border 
terrorism in Kashmir. In the past, 
India was insistent that an end to 
cross-border terrorism had to occur 
prior to any renewal of talks between 
India and Pakistan. Unfortunately, any 
efforts by President Musharraf of Paki-
stan to curb terrorism in Kashmir have 
been superficial and Pakistani militant 
violence in Kashmir has continued to 
no end. 

I would urge President Bush and Sec-
retary of State Powell to pressure 
Musharraf to end the cross-border ter-
rorism into Kashmir and India in gen-
eral. I would also like to note, even as 
we have had these murders take place 
by terrorists in Kashmir, this has been 
aggravated by the fact that the 
Taliban continue to find safe refuge in 
many of the border towns of Pakistan 
near Afghanistan. The U.S. worked so 
hard to remove the Taliban from power 
in Afghanistan, and to learn that 
Taliban members continue to receive 
moral and financial support from par-
ties within the Pakistani government, 
including the Pakistani military, is by 
far the greatest hypocrisy. 

Again, the Bush administration must 
do more to pressure President 
Musharraf to end support within Paki-
stan for the Taliban. 

Madam Speaker, I also wanted to say 
that I am very encouraged by the fact 
that Deputy Secretary of State Rich-
ard Armitage is visiting both Prime 
Minister Vajpayee and Prime Minister 
of Pakistan Jamali, and I know he is 
going to recognize the recent positive 
developments from both sides. Again, 
the United States must do whatever it 
can to encourage negotiations between 
India and Pakistan that would lead to 
long-term peace in South Asia. 

Madam Speaker, Congress also can 
play a role in encouraging the peaceful 
settlement of disputes between India 
and Pakistan.
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I have at least two proposals that I 
would like to mention in that regard. 
First with bilateral dialogue already 
resuming, the Congress should provide 
funding for projects that cross the two 
countries’ borders. This could be done 
as an effort to provide confidence-
building measures for the future sta-
bility of this region. For example, we 
could include infrastructure projects, 
such as roads, railroads or water 
projects that cross the borders between 
Pakistan and India. Second, Madam 
Speaker, if negotiations lead to a set-
tlement that is agreed upon by both 
India and Pakistan, the Congress 
should provide funding in the form of a 
peace dividend that could bring the two 
countries together and all of South 
Asia together as one economic union. 

Madam Speaker, the peace dividend 
could take the form of economic devel-
opment projects that tie the two coun-
tries together for trade and other busi-
ness purposes. I think the United 
States itself would also benefit from 
increased trade with all of South Asia. 

So, Madam Speaker, I just wanted to 
say in conclusion, I look forward to 
successful dialogue between India and 
Pakistan and ultimately peace in 
South Asia. Again, I think that the 
President, the administration and Con-
gress must together encourage negotia-
tions and not lose what in effect is a 
golden opportunity, not let this pass by 
because we might not see another op-
portunity like this where these two na-
tions, both of which have nuclear weap-
ons, seem to be willing to move for-
ward toward peaceful negotiations. Let 
us not let the opportunity slip by. Let 
us do whatever we can to encourage 
the two countries to get together and 
ultimately bring peace to the South 
Asian area. 

f 

ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida). Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. TANCREDO) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I 
rise tonight to bring to the attention 
of the body an addition to the list of 
homeland heroes that we periodically 
bring forward to focus a little atten-
tion on because these folks face an in-
credible task. They have been waging a 
battle on their own property and their 
open land for quite a number of years 
now. I simply believe that it is deserv-
ing of our attention. 

Tonight I want to talk about Larry 
and Toni Vance. These are homeland 
heroes residing near Douglas, Arizona. 
Larry Vance lives only one mile from 
the Arizona border and three miles 
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west of the border town and port of 
entry of Douglas. Larry is the son of a 
legal Mexican immigrant. He and his 
wife Toni have lived in the area for 29 
years. The Vance family has seen many 
changes in that nearly 30 years that 
they have lived a mile from the border. 

Among the changes they have wit-
nessed is the character of the illegal 
aliens crossing their land. In the 1970s 
and 1980s, they told us when we were 
visiting down there not too long ago, 
there were very few drug smugglers, 
that most groups coming across their 
land were small, three or four or five 
people; that they were polite and often 
asked to stop for directions or ask for 
water. The Vances were friendly and 
accommodating. There were periods 
during the late 1970s and early 80s when 
bandits posed a real danger to the resi-
dents along the border and burglaries 
were common. The Vance home was 
burglarized twice. There was a crack-
down on the border crossings, the bor-
der patrol was beefed up; and the crime 
problem was brought under control. 

But in the mid-1990s they noticed 
that groups of illegal trespassers were 
getting larger and that there were 
many more of them. By 1997, the Vance 
family was seeing a daily pattern of 20 
groups of 20 or more people passing 
through at all hours of the day and 
night. 

I want to say here that this is some-
thing that we heard over and over 
again while we were visiting around 
the Douglas, Arizona, area, that is, 
that something is changing, something 
is happening in the character of the 
immigrants coming through, illegal 
immigration into this country. It is 
certainly not a pleasant thing for the 
people who live in the area. The groups 
were not only men. Now they were 
women and children and also some-
times pregnant women and elderly peo-
ple. Groups were coming through their 
property so close to the house that 
they could not sleep at night because 
the dogs would bark so much. In fact, 
the dogs literally would lose their 
voice, become hoarse, I suppose, is one 
way to say it, from barking night after 
night. 

In September of 1999, his two dogs 
were poisoned, the Vances’ two dogs 
were poisoned. One of them eventually 
died. Bandits from across the border 
preyed on helpless illegal aliens that 
were crossing. They robbed them, they 
beat them, they raped them. The 
screams of the victims were often 
heard across the desert at night. The 
Vances had to install a high chain link 
fence around their house and wrought 
iron window guards. Such measures 
were unheard of in rural Arizona until 
the mid-1990s, and it is traceable to the 
rising crime from illegal aliens cross-
ing their land. 

The illegal aliens often asked for 
rides to Tucson or Phoenix, and on sev-
eral occasions Larry Vance was offered 
$300 to $500 to transport people to 
Phoenix. The Vances’ horses often es-
caped and had to be chased the next 

day because their fences were knocked 
down or cut. Three years ago, he quit 
trying to keep horses; it became so dif-
ficult and expensive to keep the fences 
repaired. Larry Vance used to keep 
water troughs filled for the wildlife, 
but he cannot do that anymore because 
the illegal aliens constantly break the 
water lines. They do not merely drink 
the water. That would be okay. In fact, 
oftentimes I have seen where these 
ranchers along the border would actu-
ally put out cups, hang a cup along the 
water trough and along the water well 
for people to use themselves. But un-
fortunately they do not just take the 
cup and drink, now they destroy the 
water lines. The environmental damage 
to their land is tremendous. Trash is 
left in huge heaps and left everywhere. 
Both cattle and wildlife are killed be-
cause they eat the plastic bags and 
other trash. Traffic accidents caused 
by illegal aliens chasing other vehicles 
or just careening into a ditch have be-
come regular occurrences. Many local 
residents have been killed by crashing 
with rampaging cars and trucks driven 
by illegal aliens fleeing across the bor-
der. A young father of two children was 
killed in such an accident just a short 
time ago. 

In the weeks and months imme-
diately following the terrorist attack 
of September 11, 2001, there was a dra-
matic decrease in the flow of illegal 
aliens across the land. The ports of 
entry at Nogales, Naco, and Douglas 
had been strengthened and more border 
patrol agents added to the ranks. But 
by mid-2002, the flow had resumed. The 
groups merely went around the ports of 
entry and came across the miles of un-
guarded fence that opened onto private 
lands. I often talk about the very pecu-
liar and ironic view that we had from a 
helicopter when we were flying over 
this area, this area he is talking about 
here, Nogales, where there is a port of 
entry and there are large numbers of 
cars all lined up trying to come into 
the United States at that port of entry. 
We have got all these guards stationed 
where the cars come through, at these 
ports of entry; but you can, of course, 
see for many miles there, because it is 
just flat desert land, you can fly for a 
couple of miles either side of that port 
of entry and see people coming across 
at their will, driving cars right through 
the desert, walking across; but, of 
course, right there at the port of entry, 
they are checking IDs and all that sort 
of thing. It is ironic to say the least. It 
is a microcosmic look, if you ask me, 
of the entire system, of the entire prob-
lem. 

The groups merely went around the 
ports of entry, as I say. By late 2002, 
the drug smuggling had risen dramati-
cally and marijuana-laden trucks 
crossed the border regularly in the area 
far away from the ports of entry but 
right near Larry and Toni Vance’s 
home. During December of 2002 alone, 
there were 41 reported incidents of drug 
seizures. We can only imagine how 
many trucks got through the border 

patrol and made it to Phoenix and Los 
Angeles and elsewhere. 

The lives of ranchers like Larry 
Vance and his wife, Toni, have been 
radically altered in the last 10 years 
because their government, their own 
government, has failed to protect them 
and their property from the invasion 
across their land. Invasion is exactly 
what this is. That is the proper term to 
use to describe what is happening on 
the border and what these people along 
the border are facing. As I say, the 
Vances are just one of many couples, 
one of many families that we visited, 
that we became acquainted with just a 
month or two ago down on that border. 
I determined at that point in time that 
it would be important to bring their 
story to this body and to the Nation, 
because frankly, Madam Speaker, not 
many people know about them. Not 
many people beyond their immediate 
family and the immediate area around 
Douglas know of the Vances. But they 
should know, because these people are 
truly in a war zone. They are fighting 
a war and they feel like they have been 
abandoned, abandoned by their own 
government. And, in fact, they have. 

I could not bring them good news 
when I was down there. I could not say 
to them, not to worry, the government 
is going to come to your rescue. The 
Federal Government is going to do 
what it promises it should do and what 
it promises to do for every American 
citizen, and, that is, to protect their 
lives and property. I wish I could tell 
them that. I cannot do that in all can-
dor. I cannot say that. Because this 
government has chosen to ignore the 
Vances, ignore all of the families, all of 
the homeland heroes that I have 
brought to the attention of the body 
over the last several weeks. 

They have chosen to ignore the mil-
lions of people in this country who 
plead with us, plead with Members of 
Congress, to do something about illegal 
immigration, to try to stem the flow of 
illegal immigration into the country, 
to try to get a hold of this problem. 
Not to slam the door to people, not be-
cause anyone is doing this or is con-
cerned about the issue from racial lines 
or any of the ugly aspects of the immi-
gration debate. Certainly there are 
people like that on both sides out 
there. You can go to the Web sites on 
both sides of this issue and find people 
who are racially motivated. I guar-
antee you it is on both sides of this de-
bate. Racism can be a factor. It is not 
what motivates people like the Vances, 
I say, Mr. Vance himself, the son of a 
legal Mexican immigrant. He is de-
voted to his land. He is devoted to the 
country. He is devoted to the United 
States of America. He believes in the 
United States. He believes in the rule 
of law. All he asks is that the law be 
enforced, especially in his area, that 
his property be protected from this in-
vading force. Is that too much to ask, 
I wonder. I do not think so. I only wish 
the public officials of this Nation had 
as much courage as the Vance family. 
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We need to follow their example and 
take our responsibilities seriously. We 
need to gain control of our borders so 
citizens like the Vances can live their 
lives free of this constant threat. 

Madam Speaker, I am going to go on 
to another aspect of this discussion, be-
yond the Vances and the homeland he-
roes; and I want to talk a little bit 
about one other aspect of this whole 
immigration dilemma that we face. We 
have tried to break down the discus-
sion of the immigration debate into 
several component parts. Over the 
weeks I have come to the floor of the 
House with a discussion of one par-
ticular part of the immigration di-
lemma or debate. I have talked about 
the national security implications of 
open borders, of the porous borders 
that we now have, the fact that people 
can and do come into this country at 
their will, some of them to do great 
harm to the United States. It is to the 
credit of many of our agencies, many of 
the law enforcement agencies that are 
devoted to the task of protecting 
America that some events have not al-
ready occurred with people who have 
come into this country illegally for the 
purpose, as I say, of doing us great 
harm. 

But we have a significant national 
security problem because of open bor-
ders and because of our unwillingness 
as a Nation to actually secure our own 
borders. That was the first night that I 
focused on that. And then we talked 
about the cost to the Nation, the 
infrastructural costs to the Nation of 
massive immigration. I talked about 
the fact that there are hospitals all 
over the Southwest that are going 
broke. I talked about the fact that 
hundreds of billions of dollars are being 
expended by citizens of this country 
through the health care process in 
order to provide health care for illegal 
immigrants into the country. Some-
times situations occur where we actu-
ally see ambulances coming up to the 
ports of entry carrying people who 
need help and they are waved into the 
United States, go to a hospital, obtain 
the help they need, and then they go 
back to Mexico and, of course, pay no 
bills. I talked about the infrastructural 
costs of housing, of schools, of high-
ways, of imprisonment. Upwards of 25 
percent of the population in Federal 
prisons are noncitizens. There is an 
enormous cost to massive immigration 
into the country, both legal and illegal. 

People suggest that it is of benefit to 
the country to have massive immigra-
tion and that it is economically bene-
ficial, that these people pay a lot of 
taxes and that they do jobs no one else 
would do and so our economy prospers. 
In reality, the costs of immigration are 
far greater than the contributions in 
terms of either the labor or certainly 
the taxes that are paid. Another thing 
that I talked about was the damage to 
the environment. I mentioned a little 
bit in my discussion here tonight about 
the Vances, the amount of trash that 
despoils the land in this area, where 

people are coming through by the hun-
dreds of thousands, in fact, over time 
millions of people crossing the border 
on foot, sometimes, of course, in an 
automobile simply driving off the road. 
We could see it time and time again 
where people drove off the road right 
into the middle of the desert, right off 
the desert floor. Those tracks will not 
go away for generations. Not in my 
lifetime, anyway.
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We can see from the air where the 
footpaths go on and on and on, and 
they spread out like cobwebs over the 
land where people come walking across 
that land, thousands of feet, hundreds 
of thousands of feet, millions of feet, 
plodding the ground in areas that are 
quite pristine, and they destroy the en-
vironment. They affect the migration 
pattern of animals in the area, of en-
dangered species. They deposit trash in 
huge amounts. They congest in these 
areas called pickup sites where people 
dispose of the trash they have been car-
rying to get ready to be picked up by 
the next form of transportation, usu-
ally a car or a truck, moving them into 
the interior of the United States, into 
a city in the United States away from 
the rural areas where they are con-
gregated. But where they congregate in 
these pickup sites, the trash problem is 
enormous. I am going to talk about a 
little bit later and show something 
that we found in one of these trash 
sites, but there is that aspect, the envi-
ronmental damage to the land. 

I talked last week about the culture, 
about the danger immigration, massive 
immigration, poses to the culture and 
especially because it is connected, mas-
sive immigration is connected unfortu-
nately with something happening in 
the United States. The sort of cult of 
multiculturalism is the best way to de-
scribe what is going on here, where we 
teach our children that there is noth-
ing unique about the United States or 
Western civilization and if there is 
anything unique, it is uniquely bad, 
that there are no aspects of Western 
civilization worth mimicking. We tell 
our children they should not say the 
Pledge of Allegiance in schools. We ban 
it. We attempt to erase any sort of 
semblance of patriotism, any commit-
ment to the idea of America, and I 
talked about the implications of such a 
phenomenon, the very serious implica-
tions of this combination of massive 
immigration into the country, both 
legal and illegal, combined with the 
cult of multiculturalism. 

Tonight I want to talk about another 
aspect, and that aspect is the attack on 
citizenship that is represented by mas-
sive immigration into this country, es-
pecially illegal immigration into the 
country. It is an attack on the concept 
of citizenship. That is, I suppose, the 
best way for me to describe my con-
cern. 

There have been several very good 
books written about this and a lot of 
articles. I will quote liberally from one 

book in particular by Georgie Anne 
Geyer. It is called ‘‘Americans No 
More,’’ and, Mr. Speaker, I certainly 
suggest it to anyone who wants an in-
teresting read on this particular sub-
ject. We start out talking about the 
importance of citizenship. Does it mat-
ter? Does the idea of citizenship mat-
ter? Is it an important element of our 
society, of any society? Citizenship is 
more than just banding together for 
protection against enemies. Citizenship 
particularly as it has evolved through-
out the Western world, as Georgie 
Anne said, is the unique and ennobling 
story of the post-feudal modern rela-
tionship of the individual human to the 
state, of the state to the individual, 
and of the human being to his fellow 
man. It is a dignified component of re-
spect, responsibility, even friendship 
and love. 

Citizenship I think is important. We 
are seeing everywhere, however, that 
the whole concept of citizenship is 
being attacked, as I say. It is being 
eroded by a variety of actions, by a va-
riety of different kinds of laws that are 
being adopted, by States and localities 
and certainly even by this body. It is 
being eroded by the aggressive actions 
of other nations. 

I want to talk about one specific as-
pect of this. There is today a card that 
is being used by several governments 
distributed to their nationals, to their 
citizens and their nationals, and it is 
the Matricular Consular. It is a card 
given out by foreign governments to 
their people. It is an identification 
card that is provided by a foreign gov-
ernment to their nationals. Interest-
ingly, this is not a new phenomenon. It 
has been available for a long time, but 
only recently have governments real-
ized that it can be used, this process, 
this idea of the Matricular Consular, 
can be used as a way of avoiding and 
getting around the roadblock that the 
Congress of the United States has pre-
sented in the form of an opposition to 
amnesty, to amnesty for all people liv-
ing here who came in illegally, which is 
an assault on citizenship as far as I am 
concerned. 

The desire of many people, Mr. 
Speaker, the desire of many people 
even in this Congress, is to eventually 
eliminate anything that would distin-
guish a citizen of the country from 
someone who is not a citizen of the 
country. How do we do that? We do 
that by providing all of the benefits of 
citizenship to people who are simply 
here, to people who are residents, and 
pretty soon it simply becomes impos-
sible to tell the difference. We just do 
not know, and that is the desired goal 
of many people, foreign governments, 
and the Government of Mexico is heav-
ily involved in this process, certainly 
Members of the Congress of the United 
States. Even others I think in the ad-
ministration want to push this concept 
that there is nothing that really should 
distinguish an American citizen from 
someone who is here ‘‘illegally’’ or 
someone who is here legally but not a 
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citizen. Eventually they want to reach 
a point where there is nothing that dis-
tinguishes any of those people from 
each other, and so one of the things 
that has happened is that they begin to 
push this Matricular Consular. 

Here is how it works. It is inter-
esting. I have to give them credit. This 
was a smart move on the part of the 
Government of Mexico now being fol-
lowed by four or five others, most re-
cently Honduras. As I say, every gov-
ernment is allowed to do whatever they 
want, to provide their citizens with 
whatever kind of I.D., identification, 
that they want; but only recently have 
they found out that this can be used to 
advance the whole concept of amnesty 
or of the elimination of a 
distinguishment of citizenship. By giv-
ing the Matricular Consular, this I.D. 
card, to all of their nationals now liv-
ing in the United States illegally, and 
frankly that is the only type of person 
that would actually need the 
Matricular Consular or this card from 
the Government of Mexico and four or 
five other South American/Central 
American countries. The only people in 
this country, I repeat, the only people 
in this country who need a form of 
identification provided by some other 
country is someone living here ille-
gally because if they are here legally 
they have a document that the United 
States gave them, a visa, green card, or 
a passport given to one by the Nation 
that they came from. But they have 
something. They have an I.D. given to 
them, and that is a legitimate form of 
identification. They do not need the 
Matricular Consular, but they are now 
handing them out in the thousands. 
One can go to almost every Mexican 
consulate in America, the 40 some 
Mexican consulates in America, and 
one will usually see a line of people 
sometimes around the block. This is 
just recently happening because they 
are now handing out the cards to peo-
ple who are here illegally; then the 
Mexican consulate goes out and lobbies 
States, cities, police departments, 
school districts, lobbies them to get 
them to accept the Matricular Con-
sular for the provision of services as 
identification, and they have been 
quite successful. Scores of cities have 
done this. Many, maybe in the hun-
dreds, police departments have agreed 
to accept the Matricular Consular as 
an identification. We have already, by 
the way, arrested people carrying mul-
tiple Matricular Consulars with their 
picture on it but with a whole bunch of 
different names, easily forged of 
course, but the desire is to establish a 
different immigration policy from the 
one that the United States Federal 
Government runs and to get a local 
government, a city or a State, to ac-
cept these cards. It is happening all 
over. 

In my own State of Colorado, four 
cities, Denver, Colorado Springs, Glen-
dale, and Boulder all agreed to accept 
the Matricular Consular for the provi-
sion of services and for identification 

purposes. Police departments all said 
yes, sure, we will do it. Some of them, 
not knowing exactly what the implica-
tions of this were, looking at it in a 
very short-sighted way, saying we need 
something to identify these people, not 
realizing that once they use that, once 
they say that we have accepted this 
form of I.D. that is provided by a for-
eign government, they have imme-
diately conferred status upon the per-
son who has it, a status that that per-
son does not deserve because that per-
son is here illegally. 

Colorado, to its credit, was the first 
State in the Nation, I think just a cou-
ple of days ago, I think no longer ago 
than last week, passed legislation to 
stop this thing, to say no entity of the 
State of Colorado, no city, no depart-
ment in the State of Colorado could ac-
cept the Matricular Consular, or what I 
think the legislation was that they 
could not accept any card that was not 
issued by the Federal Government or 
by the State for purposes of identifica-
tion. 

I hope other States do this. I under-
stand that there are at least two other 
States that are looking at this, and I 
certainly hope that that legislation 
will progress. I believe Iowa and Ari-
zona are the other two States that are 
looking at this. 

Banks are using these cards to allow 
people to open up bank accounts. Re-
member, if one is here illegally they do 
not have a true Social Security num-
ber. I always wonder, when the bank 
allows someone to open up an account 
using these Matricular Consular cards 
for identification purposes, whether or 
not they are actually listing the Social 
Security numbers because of course 
they cannot because they are here ille-
gally. So what happens to the interest 
on that account? How does that get 
identified come income tax time? 

This Matricular Consular is a tool 
that is being used, as I say, to acquire 
what they could not get through this 
Congress, and that is amnesty, and 
that is a an attack on citizenship. It is 
part of the movement to eliminate the 
whole concept of citizenship. Mexico 
and the Mexican government, as I say, 
has tasked these consular officials, and 
we have tons of documentation to show 
where Mexican consular officials have 
gone out to lobby. 

Let me ask the Members, Mr. Speak-
er, what do they think would happen if 
an American consular official would go 
to an official in the State of Chihuahua 
in Mexico and say, ‘‘Look, we need 
your help in allowing people from the 
United States to come down here and 
violate the law?’’
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We would like you to help us out. 
Would you please accept an ID given by 
our government? Even though people 
are here illegally in Mexico, we would 
like you, nonetheless, to accept our ID 
for all the services that might be ren-
dered to an illegal American citizen 
living in Mexico.’’ 

What do you think would happen? 
First of all, the Mexican Government 
would throw you out on your ear. The 
Governor of Chihuahua is, by the way, 
now visiting, as I understand it, the 
Governor of Colorado to get him to be 
a little more lenient with regard to the 
immigration issues. 

That is another interesting aspect of 
this. We see all this communication 
now between the Government of Mex-
ico and State governments, this ongo-
ing lobbying activity with States and 
localities, on immigration issues. 

Immigration is supposed to be 
uniquely a Federal responsibility; yet 
because of the fact that they cannot 
achieve their goals through this body, 
they are taking and doing the next best 
thing. And they admit this. They have 
stated on many occasions, Mexican of-
ficials have stated quite publicly that 
their desire is to obtain amnesty for, 
obtain all of the benefits of citizenship, 
for the people who are living here ille-
gally. Even though they cannot do it 
through this body, they will do it 
through things like the advancement 
of the Matricula Consular being ac-
cepted all over the place. 

But as I say, what do you think 
would happen? First of all, the Mexican 
Government would demand an apology 
from the State Department for having 
an American consular official go down 
to Mexico, or any other country on the 
planet, and try to lobby them, lobby 
their local government leaders, to get 
them to help people violate the na-
tional law. 

That is exactly what is happening 
here. Yet we have said nothing to the 
Government of Mexico. We have filed 
no protest. I brought this up to the 
Secretary of State, Colin Powell, in a 
hearing on the Committee on Inter-
national Relations on which I sit, and 
he said he was concerned. He was con-
cerned. He did say that. That is as far 
as it has gone. 

I want the American people to know, 
Mr. Speaker, that apparently the pol-
icy of this government is to allow the 
law of the land to be eroded; and in 
order to erode the law of this land, 
they conspire, our own government 
conspires with foreign governments to 
help them lobby State and local com-
munities to obtain what they cannot 
obtain through the Congress of the 
United States. 

The California Assembly last Monday 
approved legislation that would allow 
legal and illegal immigrants from Mex-
ico to obtain city and county services 
by displaying the identification card 
issued by the Mexican consulate. Under 
the terms of the legislation, these 
cards would enable illegal aliens to do 
everything from acquiring a marriage 
or business license, borrowing books 
from the public library, securing senior 
citizen or student discounts or public 
transportation, and on and on and on 
and on. 

According to a recent news article, 
few of the 5 million undocumented His-
panic immigrants had bank accounts 
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because they lacked sufficient identi-
fication. In late 2001 that changed for 
Mexicans when banks began accepting 
an ID issued by Mexican consulates, 
the Matricula Consular. Almost 2 mil-
lion Mexicans have already obtained 
the card, largely because it is a key 
into the banking system. 

Some immigrants arrive with $20,000 
in cash, according to this article. Bank 
of America often sends staff out to ply 
those waiting for the Matricula Con-
sular with brochures and coffee. The 
banks of the country are aiding and 
abetting people who are here violating 
the law in order to get them to be cus-
tomers. 

Interestingly, however, is that banks 
in Mexico do not recognize the 
Matricula as legal identification. It is 
far too easy to forge, for one thing. 

The Dominican consulate is planning 
a move that it says they hope will ease 
some of the lives of some of the Domin-
ican immigrants, because they are 
going to start issuing the card. They 
are going to start issuing Matricula 
Consular. With this ID, illegal immi-
grants would find it easier to open 
bank accounts, they say, and identify 
themselves to the police. There are 
tens of thousands of illegal Dominicans 
in New York City and Chicago alone, 
for example. 

The longer the government waits to 
develop a coherent policy on immigra-
tion, the longer we postpone efforts to 
improve border security, the more fre-
quently we will see thinly disguised at-
tempts at policy-making like the 
Matricula Consular cards emerge. 

That is certainly what is going to 
happen, because we do have a tendency 
to try to ignore this issue. In a way, I 
can understand why there is a desire to 
ignore it, because they are accom-
plishing their goals by ignoring it. By 
not dealing with it here, by this body 
refusing to deal with it, then I assure 
you, the people who support the con-
cept of amnesty and the people who op-
pose the concept of citizenship will 
achieve their goals. 

What else are we doing in this coun-
try to attack the whole concept of citi-
zenship? Well, recently both the State 
legislatures in Virginia and Maryland 
passed legislation that would give in-
state tuition to illegal immigrants; but 
they were met with vetoes, at least in 
Maryland. I do not know for sure about 
Virginia. Perhaps they have also ve-
toed the legislation. 

In fact, what happened in Virginia is 
this, that they passed a bill to stop 
anyone from providing illegal immi-
grants with in-state tuition, and that 
bill was vetoed, it is true. Unfortu-
nately, I should say, it is true. The 
issue has come to the State of Colorado 
also. 

A few States, California, Texas, New 
York and Utah, have already granted 
in-state tuition to children of illegal 
immigrants, this in violation, by the 
way, of the 1996 Illegal Immigration 
Reform and Immigration Responsi-
bility Act. It says specifically that 

States cannot offer in-state tuition to 
illegal residents, unless they also offer 
it to all legal residents, regardless of 
what State they come from. 

So, Mr. Speaker, a parent today pay-
ing out-of-state tuition prices for his or 
her daughter or son to go to school in 
California, Texas, New York or Utah, 
could, I believe, file a lawsuit on the 
basis of our 1996 Immigration Reform 
Act if California, Texas, New York, and 
Utah do not extend that same privilege 
to everybody. I am an American cit-
izen, a citizen of the State of Colorado, 
a legal resident; but I cannot send my 
child to those four States and get in-
state tuition. 

Unless they approve it for everyone, 
then they should not approve it for 
anyone. That is the law of the land. 
That is the 1996 act that we passed. But 
these States are doing it. I would sug-
gest, Mr. Speaker, that anyone out 
there who is in fact paying out-of-state 
tuition for their kids in these places 
should think about this very seriously 
and consider the possibility that they 
may have some legal action against 
these States to regain the tuition that 
they have spent. 

But this is another attack on the 
whole concept of citizenship. If in fact 
you can provide all of the services, all 
of the benefits, all of the things that 
the California legislation provides, 
cards that would enable illegal aliens 
to do everything, from acquiring mar-
riage licenses, business licenses, bor-
rowing books, securing senior citizen 
discounts, getting all kinds of social 
services, if you can do that, if you can 
send your child to school in any State 
in the Nation, or at least these four, 
and several others are proposing it, and 
get in-state tuition, if you can get driv-
er’s licenses, which are now being pro-
posed for illegal immigrants, do you 
not see, there is little if anything left 
that distinguishes you from a person 
who is here legally. 

If you can obtain all that by coming 
into the country illegally, then why in 
the world would you go through the 
brain damage and the expense of doing 
it the right way? Why would you spend 
the money or the time or the energy? 
You can get everything else, because, 
after a while, citizenship will not mat-
ter. It will be of no consequence. And 
that is the desired goal of the people 
who support this kind of State legisla-
tion and who refuse to take it up in 
this body. 

Luckily, there are some Members of 
this body who have been steadfast in 
their opposition to this kind of ma-
larky. They have been steadfast sup-
porters of immigration reform. They 
were laboring in this vineyard before I 
ever came to this body. One of them 
has joined me here this evening, my 
friend, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. ROHRABACHER). I yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
would just like to take this oppor-
tunity to point out to my fellow col-
leagues and those who are listening in 

on C-SPAN, as well as those reading 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, the tre-
mendous courage it takes for the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. TANCREDO) 
to be leading this effort. 

This is a thankless effort. The gen-
tleman just suggested that when you 
add up these various different ap-
proaches of things that are going on 
that it is minimizing the importance of 
citizenship, and that perhaps this is 
being done by design. 

Well, it is clear there is a coalition of 
a very powerful people in this country 
who do not really believe in the type of 
United States of America and the laws 
of the population we grew up with, but 
instead have more of a ‘‘global con-
cept’’ and are willing to basically ex-
periment with the rights, if not discard 
the rights, of American citizens in 
order to create this new dream. 

These are powerful people. These are 
people who have attacked the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. TANCREDO). 
They are people that have great deals 
of financial resources and political 
power. 

I personally am just rising tonight, 
when I saw the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. TANCREDO) here again trying 
to be like Paul Revere and spreading 
the word and talking about the danger 
ahead of us, I wanted to come down 
here and let everyone know what a risk 
the gentleman is taking, that he is 
doing this at great personal expense. 

The gentleman could be a ‘‘go-along, 
get-along’’ guy. Those of us who try to 
make waves here, I try to be very ami-
cable and I know the gentleman from 
Colorado does as well. He has a wonder-
ful laugh and smile. We try to be fun-
loving, good people, with good hearts 
and of good will; but at the same time, 
we are having to tackle issues that 
mean life and death to the people of 
the United States. It means whether 
our people are going to have their chil-
dren go to school or not, whether the 
standard of living of our people is going 
to decline. 

Why do we have a situation where 
dramatically during the 1990s, there 
was such a huge increase in the GNP in 
our country, and, yes, the top 20 per-
cent of our country did benefit, but the 
working people of this country, by and 
large, were kept behind? If you really 
trace it back, and the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. TANCREDO) has done this 
many times before, we have looked at 
the charts, illegal immigration, this 
overwhelming flood of illegal immigra-
tion in the 1990s dragged down the 
standard of living, dragged down any 
pressure for an increase in wages for 
the working people.

I know that I do not come from a 
wealthy family, and I am sure the gen-
tleman from Colorado does not either. 
We identify with working people. 

There is no doubt that in the Federal 
Government there are many people 
who come from the elite of our society. 
But our job is to watch out for the 
working people and the regular human 
beings who go off to fight the wars, and 
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go to work every day, and our good 
citizens by way of every race, of every 
ethnic group, of every religion. Amer-
ica, what we are so proud of, it is the 
fact we are a combination of the whole 
world; but we are working together, 
and because we have this love of lib-
erty and justice and these ideals that 
keep us together. 

That is why it is so ever-important 
to recognize that we are a unit, that 
Americans are a family; and if we have 
policies that are bringing in strangers, 
even though they may be very good 
strangers and very positive people, 
from the outside, but it is happening in 
such a magnitude as to prevent our 
people from sharing in this great pros-
perity that we had in the 1990s, keeping 
wages down, that it is wrong. It is a 
wrong thing. 

Ordinary people are having their 
standard of living brought down by 
helping strangers. Our first and fore-
most job is to watch out for America 
and Americans and do what is right. 
Sometimes it takes a very courageous 
person to do that, and the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. TANCREDO) has 
demonstrated that time and again. 

For those of you who do not know, 
the gentleman has made every hit list 
of every radical group, and other polit-
ical groups, unfortunately. People that 
should know better have targeted the 
gentleman. 

I am very proud of him tonight, and 
I hope all of you who are looking at the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and are seeing 
this on C–SPAN and the rest of the col-
leagues here will give Mr. TANCREDO 
his due. 

I have my own Special Order later on 
tonight after the gentleman is done, 
but I thought I would make sure every-
one understands what a great job the 
gentleman is doing for our country and 
for each of them. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I am 
flattered, and I am humbled by my col-
league’s kind words. I sincerely appre-
ciate it. I have said this over and over 
again, because I know the gentleman 
feels this way, I know there are many 
other Members of the Congress who 
feel this way, and that is that massive 
immigration, combined with this sort 
of radical multiculturalism that per-
meates our society, this is so dan-
gerous. It will not only determine what 
kind of a Nation we are in the future, 
that is to say divided, Balkanized, or 
united, it will determine whether we 
will be a Nation at all. 

Those are the stakes that I think are 
on the table. Therefore, I feel com-
pelled to come here night after night, 
to stand up in any venue I am allowed 
to, and talk about this issue. I cannot 
think of anything that has more of a 
potential detrimental impact on the 
Nation than this massive uncontrolled 
immigration, combined, as I say, with 
this cult of multiculturalism.
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Because it does conspire to make, for 
instance, a severe and very, very dan-

gerous attack on citizenship itself, on 
the Nation itself. We talked about the 
various things that people are allowed 
to do now and that governments, State 
and local governments, are allowing to 
do who are living here illegally who are 
breaking our laws. And I mentioned 
that if you can come to the United 
States illegally, get your children edu-
cated for free, which you certainly can, 
K through 12, if you can now get your 
children educated at the state institu-
tion of higher education for in-state 
tuition, if you can obtain all the social 
services, all of benefits, if you can go 
to the hospital, get treatment for your 
ailments, get treatment for your chil-
dren, get health care paid for, if you 
can use public housing get subsidized 
housing, if you can get all of those ben-
efits, then there are very few things 
left that distinguish you as the citizen. 
One of those things is the ability and 
the right to vote. But guess what, this 
right to vote, this right to vote which 
we for a couple of centuries anyway 
held so dear, this right to vote is also 
being now threatened. And it is added, 
I should say, that right to vote is being 
added to the list of things that people 
can obtain here in the United States 
even if they are not citizens. 

In 1991, Tacoma Park, Maryland, not 
far from here, voted to give non-U.S. 
citizens the right to vote in city elec-
tions. Several others by the way, sev-
eral other cities around here have fol-
lowed suit. Every time I say this people 
say no, that is impossible. That is not 
true. No, it is quite true. There are cit-
ies throughout the country, especially 
on the East Coast here, not too surpris-
ingly I guess, that say if you are a resi-
dent of the city, simply a resident of 
the city, show us your utility bill, show 
us your driver’s license, you can vote. 
Your citizenship will not be a question. 

Now, there was a former state dele-
gate in Maryland by the name of 
Thomas Mooney. He wrote an article in 
the Prince George’s Journal. He was on 
the opposite side of this vote. He said, 
‘‘Never have I heard of anything so ri-
diculous, so devoid of merit and so bla-
tantly anti-American as the recent 
proposal to allow illegal aliens the op-
portunity to vote in city elections. If I 
went to Mexico or El Salvador I would 
not expect to be involved in their elec-
toral process. I am an American cit-
izen. My allegiance is to the United 
States. Voting is much more than sup-
porting one candidate over another. It 
is a positive affirmation of our system 
of government. It is an act of involve-
ment, a rite of passage for defining 
American citizenship. It is a vital piece 
of our common culture. It is under in-
tense, strident attack by the Hate 
America First crowd. By allowing 
aliens to vote we demean that act 
which legitimizes our government and 
is one of the essential unifiers of our 
society.’’ 

Absolutely true. Now, Tacoma Park, 
as I say, was not the only one, has not 
been the only one who has ever done 
this. Even in the late 1960s a radical 

move occurred in New York City where 
the decentralization of the New York 
City schools, all parents, legal or ille-
gal residents, were given the right to 
vote in 32 community school board 
elections. In New York City citizens 
were voting not only in elections for 
school boards, but, interestingly, on 
policy boards that were in charge of 
distributing anti-poverty funds to com-
munity groups. 

In Chicago not too long ago a tele-
vision station there, WLS–TV, did a 
comprehensive investigation of illegal 
aliens and the vote. It was a 5-part se-
ries in the early 1980s. They found that 
illegal voting was rampant. People 
were questioned on air and asked about 
it and they all said, yeah, sure, I vote. 
Robert Baskin states, ‘‘Carlos is a cit-
izen of Mexico, but he had no trouble 
registering to vote in Chicago.’’

In California there have been bills up 
before the state legislature to allow 
anyone to vote. Time and again we 
have seen where people have actually 
set up stalls and set up tables in park-
ing areas in California especially that 
are frequented by people who are here 
illegally, day centers where people 
come to get jobs and things of that 
sort. They set up these tables to reg-
ister illegal aliens in parking lots and 
then tell them how to vote. They com-
plete absentee ballots by hundreds and 
thousands and give them to illegal 
aliens to sign them and send them in. 
They transport van loads of illegal 
aliens to multiple voting locations in 
various names. This has gone on for 
quite some time. 

Again, when you add it to all of the 
factors, when you add it to all of the 
things that I have said people can ob-
tain by simply being here and not nec-
essarily being a citizen, you can see 
why there is concern, why there is 
great concern for what is happening to 
the United States of America. 

Theodore Roosevelt said in his speech 
on true Americanism in 1894, ‘‘We have 
no room for any people who do not act 
and vote simply as Americans and as 
nothing else. We demand that all citi-
zens shall have fair treatment in every 
way. They all alike shall have the 
rights guaranteed them. The mighty 
tide of immigration to our shores has 
brought in its train much of good and 
much of evil. And whether the good or 
evil shall predominate depends mainly 
on whether these newcomers do or do 
not throw themselves heartily into our 
national life, cease to be aliens and be-
come Americans like the rest of us. 
But where immigrants or sons of immi-
grants do not heartily and in good 
faith throw in their lot with us, but 
cling to the speech, the customs, the 
ways of life, and the habits of thought 
of the nation which they have left, 
they hereby harm both themselves and 
us. If they remain alien elements, 
unassimilated, and with national inter-
ests separate from ours, they are mere 
obstructions to the current of our na-
tional life and get no good from it 
themselves, and they are who really 
suffer the most.’’
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‘‘It is an immense benefit to the im-

migrant to change him into an Amer-
ican citizen. To bear the name of 
American is to bear the most honor-
able title. From his own standpoint it 
is beyond question that the wise thing 
for the immigrant is to become thor-
oughly Americanized. Moreover, from 
our standpoint we have the right to de-
mand it. We freely extend the hand of 
welcome and of good fellowship to 
every man no matter what his creed or 
birthplace who comes here honestly, 
intent on becoming a good United 
States citizen like the rest of us. But 
we have the right and it is our duty to 
demand that he indeed shall become so. 
Above all, the immigrant must learn to 
talk and think and be the United 
States.’’

Not too long ago I had an oppor-
tunity to have a breakfast meeting 
with a Bishop Gomez, Bishop of the 
Catholic Church in the Denver arch-
diocese. And he did not agree with my 
concerns about immigration and about 
what is happening in the country with 
the lack of interest in citizenship and 
the attack on citizenship. And he said 
to me, Congressman, I do not know 
why you are so concerned about this, 
he said. He said, Most of the people 
coming here from Mexico today do not 
want to be Americans. And I said, Well, 
of course, Bishop, that is exactly the 
problem, is that they do not want to be 
and, by and large, they are not coming 
to be, we are witnessing, by the way, 
something else. Even people who are 
here legally are choosing not to be-
come citizens at a far higher rate than 
ever before. Two-thirds of the people 
living here legally but who are not citi-
zens of the United States have chosen 
not to pursue the citizenship route. 
That is another new phenomenon. And, 
again, I guess I could say, why should 
they? What is the benefit of citizen-
ship? Why should anybody go through 
it? Everything obtainable under citi-
zenship can be obtained if you simply 
walk across these borders. It is a dan-
gerous thing. 

There is a celebration for the His-
panic community in the United States 
referred to as Cinco de Mayo. It was 
over the weekend. It is an enjoyable 
celebration many people attend and 
certainly a large number of Hispanics 
in Colorado attend and enjoy it. I was 
listening to a radio talk show and they 
were talking to several of the vendors 
on the street. I thought it was inter-
esting the vendor who was doing the 
biggest interest at Cinco de Mayo in 
Denver, according to this radio pro-
gram on National Public Radio so it 
certainly had to be accurate, right, but 
the stall that was doing the most busi-
ness was the stall selling Mexican 
flags. And later on that evening I saw 
a short clip on television show Cinco de 
Mayo and they were, of course, waving 
thousands and thousands of flags. All 
Mexican flags. I did not see a single 
American flag there. 

Now, there is every reason to be 
prideful in the country that you are 

from. I certainly am proud of my 
Italian heritage. I do not wave the 
Italian flag on any particular holiday 
of Italy, and I certainly never would
have thought of doing so. And if I did 
ever put out an Italian flag for some 
reason, I think I would put out an 
American flag next to it or above it to 
show my commitment and loyalty is to 
the United States. It is just a little 
thing. It is not a huge thing. You can-
not draw a lot of conclusions from it. I 
thought it was an interesting thing 
that that was the one stall doing the 
most business and it was the promi-
nently displayed flag during this cele-
bration. 

Why should anyone care? We encour-
age them not to in many ways, not to 
care about being an American, not to 
care about the fact that citizenship is a 
privilege, conferred upon people who 
have strived to come to the United 
States, overcome tremendous obsta-
cles, devoted their lives in many cases 
to attaining that wonderful goal, being 
so excited when they were able to do 
so, when they were able to raise their 
hands and take that oath of allegiance 
to the United States of America. 

Interestingly enough, now that oath, 
even the citizenship ceremony, the INS 
is letting individual groups, some reli-
gious groups, actually determining who 
will pass the test. They put out little 
brochures talking about how easy it is 
to pass the test, so that you do not 
have to worry anymore. They are not 
going to ask you any really tough 
questions. We will give you the tests in 
your own language. Doing everything 
possible to simply eliminate anything 
that is sort of a hardship to becoming 
an American citizen. 

Well, I think anything that is given 
away is not valued. And I think that 
we should begin to be concerned about 
where we are going as a Nation, and 
how massive immigration combined 
with this multiculturist phenomenon 
in the United States has the tendency 
to tear us apart and to do great dam-
age to this country. 

My friend, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER), when he 
stood up he talked about courage and 
that sort of thing to say these things, 
but really it is imperative that all of us 
address these issues. 

I came across this, and I will just end 
with this. This is a speech given by 
Enoch Powell in England, 1968, on the 
issue of immigration. He said, 

The supreme function of statesmanship is 
to provide against preventable evils. In seek-
ing to do so it encounters obstacles which 
are deeply rooted in human nature. One is 
that by the very order of things such evils 
are not demonstrable until they have oc-
curred. At each stage in their outset there is 
room for doubt, for dispute, whether they be 
real or imaginary. By the same token they 
attract little attention in comparison with 
current troubles which are both indisputable 
and pressing. Once the besetting temptation 
of all politics is to concern itself with the 
immediate present at the expense of the fu-
ture. Above all, people are disposed to mis-
take predicting troubles for causing trouble, 

and even for desiring trouble. ‘‘If only,’’ they 
love to think, ‘‘if only people wouldn’t talk 
about it, it probably wouldn’t happen.’’ Per-
haps this habit goes back to the primitive 
belief that the word and the thing, the name 
and the object are identical. At all events, 
the discussion of future grave, with effort 
now avoidable, evils is probably the most un-
popular and at the same time the most nec-
essary occupation for the politician. Those 
who knowingly shirk it, deserve, and not in-
frequently receive, the curses of those who 
come after.

I choose to avoid that particular en-
vironment. I do not want to have to 
look back and think, I wonder how this 
all happened? I wonder what happened 
to the Nation that I knew? And I do 
not want to have to try to explain to 
my children and to my grandchildren 
that it happened on my watch and that 
I did nothing, I did absolutely nothing 
to prevent it.
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I want to convince them that I tried 
my best and so I will come back to this 
well of the House and as long as I am 
able, on as many occasions as I pos-
sibly can, to discuss this topic and to 
try and get our colleagues and the 
American people, to get our colleagues 
to reflect the attitudes and the opin-
ions of the American people, 70 percent 
of whom agree with everything we are 
saying here tonight who are asking our 
own government for help, like this 
family that I brought to my colleagues’ 
attention earlier and like the millions 
of others who are seeking to deal with 
the massive immigration and the nega-
tive effects it has had on their lives. 

The people of this country know 
there is something wrong. I do not 
think there is a bigger divide between 
what the people of this country want 
and what the government is willing to 
give them than it is on this immigra-
tion issue. 

So we will do everything we can; and 
as I say, I certainly appreciate the ef-
forts of those who have labored in this 
particular environment long before I 
came here, like my friend, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER), the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GALLEGLY), and others who 
I know have been sounding this alarm 
for a long time. I join them in that 
chorus, and I ask for my colleagues’ 
support. 

f 

LESSONS LEARNED SINCE 9/11 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HENSARLING). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) is recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
tonight, I thought that I would discuss 
some of the lessons learned since 9/11 
and discuss some of the current events 
that we are seeing happen on a daily 
basis and put them into some histor-
ical perspective. 

First of all, 9/11. Let us note that 9/11 
was not an unavoidable natural occur-
rence. 9/11, an attack upon the United 
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States by an organized group of terror-
ists, happened because past American 
policies toward Afghanistan were 
wrong and because during the Clinton 
administration our general policy of 
weakness led our enemies to the con-
clusion that they could attack the 
United States of America and murder 
our people by the thousands and that 
there would not be the type of reper-
cussions that they have had to endure 
since they did attack our country on 9/
11. 

I have spoken extensively about the 
past policies about Afghanistan which 
led to the establishment of a Taliban, 
an extremist Islamic state in Afghani-
stan, which then was used as a base of 
operations for a terrorist organization 
that was committed to attacking the 
United States of America and killing 
as many of us as possible. 

I have also spoken in the past about 
9/11 representing not only a mistake in 
policies but also a major, major screw-
up on the part of America’s intel-
ligence organizations. 9/11, while the 
policies that we had as a country 
helped lead us to that situation, we 
should have at least been protected by 
our CIA, the FBI, and the national se-
curity administration. But what hap-
pened? 

We were blind-sided. We were blind-
sided not just in an attack that cost 
the lives of thousands of Americans, 
but we were attacked by an organiza-
tion, the al Qaeda, which had already 
been declared the number one enemy of 
the United States and the number one 
target of our intelligence community. 
The number one target of America’s in-
telligence community, a community 
made up of organizations: the CIA, the 
FBI, the NASA, DIA and many others. 
These people receive tens of billions of 
dollars a year in order to protect us; 
yet the number one target of American 
intelligence carried off an extremely 
complicated plot against the United 
States that spent tens of millions of 
dollars putting a minimum of 100, if 
not hundreds, of people in the field who 
must have known about this; yet they 
were able to carry it off and to bring 
down the Trade Towers in New York 
and killing 3,000 of our fellow Ameri-
cans. Let me add, had this happened a 
half an hour later or an hour later, it 
would have been tens of thousands of 
Americans and not 3,000 Americans. 

Let me just note that we have 
learned a lesson from 9/11. The CIA 
since 9/11, I am happy to report, has 
gone to great lengths to make up for 
their shortcomings prior to 9/11. The 
same with the FBI. The same with 
NASA. Apparently they learned the 
lesson. 

I remember when I worked in the 
Reagan administration back in the 
1980s; and in 1983, almost just about 20 
years, a little more than 20 years ago, 
right as we speak, Ronald Reagan put 
America’s military forces on alert and 
sent them to the island country of Gre-
nada in the Caribbean, which was going 
through a turmoil when a radical group 

of Communists took over that country. 
I remember that inside, that was a vic-
tory supposedly for the Cold War, and 
we did return democracy to Grenada; 
but the liberation of Grenada itself was 
a catastrophe. 

All of our military forces found that 
they could not communicate with one 
another. Most of the casualties we suf-
fered, and we suffered almost as many 
casualties in Grenada as we suffered in 
taking on Iraq and Afghanistan and 
Grenada was just a tiny little country, 
but most of the casualties in the lib-
eration of Grenada were friendly fire 
casualties. Most of those who died in 
our military, it was because our own 
military people were not cooperating. 
They learned that lesson, I might add. 

The leaders of our military took it to 
heart what they had seen and how em-
barrassed they were that they were not 
being serious about their job, and they 
reconfigured our national military; and 
today we have such a superb military, 
headed by, I might add, a man of vision 
and a decisive leader, Mr. Rumsfeld; 
and Secretary Rumsfeld and the leader-
ship of our military have just given us 
one of the most profound military vic-
tories, one of the most astounding 
military victories in the history not 
only of the United States but of the 
world. 

We took on, with very few casualties 
on our part, fewer than 200 casualties, 
we liberated Afghanistan, and we liber-
ated the people of Iraq and the people 
of Iraq and Afghanistan was, of course, 
thousands of warriors against us and a 
terrorist army of thousands. Then in 
Iraq, we had one of the 10 biggest ar-
mies in the world, one of the biggest 
armies in that region who were cer-
tainly a major force; yet we took them 
on in just a matter of weeks. That is 
because we did what was necessary to 
reform our system back in the 1980s 
and to equip our people with the tech-
nology they needed. 

The CIA, the FBI, the NSA are now 
going through that same kind of re-
form and soul-searching that took 
place in the 80s after Grenada. Already 
there have been some major successes. 
Many of them have not been announced 
to the public, but our CIA, for example, 
I know thwarted an assassination at-
tempt on King Zahir Shah of Afghani-
stan, and there were no praises sung for 
this; but yet people in the know real-
ized that since 9/11 and over these last 
few months and last years we have seen 
a new attitude emerge. 

Perhaps it is due to the leadership 
our President, President Bush, is giv-
ing; and I would certainly say that our 
President has risen to the occasion and 
since 9/11 has shown himself to be a 
world-class leader and historic leader 
of our country. 

This President has learned we should, 
when possible, have our local allies do 
the fighting for us. Let them fight for 
their freedom, and let us be there to 
help them. This is what President 
Bush, the strategy he laid forward in 
Afghanistan; and it is very similar to 

the strategy that Ronald Reagan laid 
down and was called the Reagan doc-
trine and how he ended the Cold War. 
Reagan’s doctrine was let us not just 
do it just with the American military 
might, but let us depend on helping 
local people win their own freedom; 
and that is what we did in Afghanistan, 
and President Bush also made sure 
that the people of Iraq knew that our 
purpose was there to help them lib-
erate themselves, not to occupy their 
country. 

Of course, we learned, and it was con-
firmed, that America’s investment in 
weapons technology was well worth it, 
and we did go through a time in the 
1990s in our predecessor’s administra-
tion when there were dramatic de-
creases in the defense budget; and yes, 
certain decreases in the defense budget 
were warranted after the Cold War, but 
we managed to keep those technology 
weapons alive; and those developments 
of the laser systems that are offshoots 
of missile defense and other types of 
programs, we managed to keep them in 
the budget and not just is the defense 
budget being used as a social welfare 
distributing system for different sys-
tems for different groups that were pre-
ferred that our people wanted to make 
political fronts with. Instead, we kept 
it a fighting unit; and that was one of 
the accomplishments of this Congress, 
as well as working with the Clinton ad-
ministration. 

What did that lead us to? It led us to 
fewer than 200 American deaths in lib-
erating Afghanistan and Iraq. What an 
enormous achievement that was. 

Let us now make sure that we pay at-
tention to what was learned; also what 
have we learned from what we have 
gone through, what we should have 
learned that we should not pay atten-
tion to the liberal whiners who always 
have seemed to be around. 

There is a myth that during the 
Reagan years the Cold War was ended 
because of some kind of bipartisan co-
operation. I will tell my colleagues 
from the inside of the White House, we 
did not see much bipartisan coopera-
tion. Yes, there were about one-fourth 
of the Democrats who were willing to 
stand by the administration when the 
fighting was hardest with the Com-
munists; but by and large, every time 
Ronald Reagan tried to make a stand 
against the Communists during his 8 
years as President, there was an active 
group of people on the other side of the 
aisle who were doing their best to fight 
those who were fighting Communism. 
They were anti-, anti-Communists; and 
it is a miracle that the President was 
able to succeed in the way he did with 
the type of people who were under-
mining his efforts.

The Communists invested in a whole 
bunch of intermediate range missiles 
they put into Europe and immediately 
said let us have a freeze and left them 
in a position of superiority, and then 
we have the nuclear freeze movement 
which was supported by, unfortunately, 
many people on the other side of the 
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aisle; and Ronald Reagan stepped for-
ward and said, no way, we are not 
going to freeze them into a superior po-
sition, and then offered, as Ronald 
Reagan always does and always did, a 
positive alternative, let us bring the 
number of missiles down to zero, let us 
agree to eliminate the class of inter-
mediate range of missiles in Europe 
which, by the way, he was called 
names. He was made fun of. They 
called him an amiable dunce. They 
were suggesting he does not know what 
he is talking about, the Russians will 
never agree to that; and of course, 
within 5 years there was an agreement 
signed with the Russians to do pre-
cisely that. 

These whiners have been with us 
every time America takes a stand, and 
it is not just against Communism. We 
are talking about, these are people pre-
dicting doom whenever we try to act. 
It seems there are people that are part 
of our political system, part of our po-
litical spectrum here that have a com-
pulsive lack of faith in America itself, 
and they were suggesting all kinds of 
horrible scenarios of what was going to 
happen if we took a stand and acted 
against Saddam Hussein; and they were 
the ones claiming within a very short 
period of time after Afghanistan start-
ed, oh, are we bogging down in Afghan-
istan. 

After 1 week of fighting, well, re-
member, let us not forget these pre-
dictions and let us learn from them. It 
was predicted that there would be a 
major tank battle, Saddam’s Repub-
lican Guard was going to engage us in 
a major tank battle outside of Bagh-
dad. Whatever happened to that? I will 
tell my colleagues what happened to it. 
We had the technology to destroy most 
of those tanks before they started mov-
ing up to any position where they 
could threaten our troops. What tank 
battles there were were limited. Our 
people were very brave; but by and 
large, that major tank battle, historic 
tank battle that would be on the scale 
of El Alamein and all the rest never 
happened.

b 2200 

What about the gas attacks and the 
nuclear attacks that were going to va-
porize our soldiers, this fear which im-
mobilized so many people. We have to 
stop our President from putting our 
troops in or they were going to be 
gassed and vaporized by nuclear weap-
ons. That, of course, never happened. 

Some ask what happened to the 
weapons of mass destruction the Presi-
dent was talking about? Let me just 
note I have been a strong supporter of 
the President from the very beginning. 
I have called for eliminating Saddam 
Hussein for many years. When I was 
first elected is when we went to the 
war in the Gulf and I told DICK CHENEY 
and Colin Powell then not to start this 
fight unless we are going to finish it. 
And yes, I have been critical of Presi-
dent Clinton, and now let us be critical 
of President Bush’s father. He did not 

finish the job. He left us vulnerable, 
and left a homicidal maniac in charge 
of the country of Iraq. Well, that was 
not the responsible course of action, 
just like many things that Clinton did 
were not responsible, but we had to 
make up for it. 

I have never suggested that Saddam 
Hussein had to have weapons of mass 
destruction for us to justify joining 
with the people of Iraq or helping lib-
erate the people of Iraq from this dic-
tator or monster because he had a 
blood grudge against us. It was prudent 
for us to eliminate that dictator before 
he was able to amass these mountains 
of money that were predicted because 
of the oil revenues that Iraq could ex-
pect in the future years, these tens of 
billions of dollars. He would have 
bought himself a chemical, biological 
or nuclear weapon. He would not have 
to build it; he would have bought 
chemical and biological weapons. He 
would have overthrown the Saudis with 
the tens of billions of dollars of oil 
money that he was about to reap. No, 
it made no sense to leave that man 
there. 

We can be proud our President made 
the stand, even while everyone was 
throwing up their hands and nitpicking 
and naysaying and predicting horrible 
things. How many times did we hear: 
Why did we rush to this? The President 
took month after month after month 
trying to work it out peacefully, and 
then he was castigated as if he was 
rushing into war. 

We should remember that because 
those who were predicting weeks of 
house-to-house combat, building by 
building would have to be taken, and 
urban fighting. That never material-
ized. It never materialized. We kept 
saying the people of Iraq do not want 
to live in a dictatorship. And yes, 
President Saddam Hussein did have his 
gang of thugs that were somewhat of a 
threat, but the people of Iraq have by 
and large been on our side. 

What about the massive demonstra-
tions that were going to be precip-
itated by America’s adventurism over-
seas? And of course as the war ran its 
course, opposition actually declined. 
The number of people going into these 
demonstrations and saying and having 
all of these very negative thoughts 
about our country and troop deploy-
ment, they decreased over the days of 
this military operation. And of course 
now that it has ended in a very suc-
cessful way, no one is out dem-
onstrating. 

Remember if we did this, there were 
predictions that there would be chaos 
and destabilization throughout the 
Arab world and the region and there in 
the Persian Gulf. Oh, the instability 
this would create. There would be wars 
springing up everywhere and regimes 
falling and it would create a much less 
safe world. That did not happen, did it? 

But we heard all of these predictions. 
Let us not forget them. Let us not for-
get who was making those predictions 
and the speeches we heard right here 

on this floor by people making these 
very same predictions and doing their 
best to make sure that the American 
people had no confidence in their Presi-
dent’s leadership during this vital mo-
ment in our history. 

So what about the chaos and desta-
bilization? It did not happen. What 
about the urban fighting that was sup-
posed to go on for weeks? It did not 
happen. What about the vaporization of 
our troops with gas and nuclear weap-
ons? That did not happen. 

What about the Shiites rising up? 
There have been a few Shiite dem-
onstrations, and most have been reli-
gious marches because under Saddam 
Hussein they were restricted from dem-
onstrating their faith for 20 years. Fi-
nally, there are hundreds of thousands 
of them marching for their religious 
faith; but the left wing of this country, 
the news media, ends up characterizing 
that as being anti-American. No, the 
power play by some Shiites who are po-
litically motivated in that direction 
numbered a couple thousand people, 
and we have made it clear to the people 
of Iraq that they are going to elect 
their own leaders and we are going to 
set up a system, we are going to work 
with them for a couple of years, and set 
up the institutions necessary for them 
to elect their own leaders. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt some 
Shiites are going to be elected, but 
they are not going to be elected in the 
name of establishing a theocracy like 
Iran. They just got rid of their dicta-
torship. Clearly the people of Iraq 
would like to live in freedom; and yes, 
there are some powermongers there, 
but we are not going to let them get 
away with it, and the people of Iraq are 
not going to let them pressure their 
way into power. 

Remember the predictions about the 
Turks. They were going to invade the 
Kurdish areas in the northern part of 
Iraq. These Turks were going to come 
in and grab the oil and there would be 
bloodshed and chaos. Funny thing, that 
prediction did not come true either. 
Just remember who made these pre-
dictions. 

All I am suggesting is let us learn, 
America, from what we have just gone 
through so when people get up in the 
future and undercut a President who is 
trying to make a tough stand to secure 
the blessings of peace and liberty for 
future Americans we will be able to 
stick behind him and we will know 
that the naysayers will always be with 
us, and the naysayers will always try 
to undercut a President that is acting 
on the behalf of the United States of 
America perhaps because psycho-
logically they just down deep have 
such little faith in our own system be-
cause they only see the flaws in Amer-
ica.

I see the flaws. There is no doubt 
that America has a multitude of flaws. 
Look, we had slavery in this country. 
We had slavery long after Great Brit-
ain eliminated slavery. We have had 
racism in this country over the years. 
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Let me point out that race relations to 
almost all of the other countries in the 
world in those days, they were just as 
bad as we were; but that does not ex-
cuse us, a country that Thomas Jeffer-
son wrote down such wonderful found-
ing principles as ‘‘Rights are given by 
God to every person.’’ These are chil-
dren of God, and we have not done 
right by many people here. 

American Indians were not treated 
well, we know that. We know over the 
years we have had our share of corrup-
tion, but we know we, as Americans, 
have other things that we can be so 
proud of, that the average person has 
had so much more freedom here than in 
other countries. Even though there has 
been racial discrimination, we are 
going to try to work to end that. We 
have made a lot of progress in this. 

Our Army during the Gulf War, if we 
look at who made up that Army, it was 
a little bit of America. Every American 
was there and represented, the leader-
ship of the Army and the leadership of 
our country with Colin Powell and Don 
Rumsfeld standing side by side along 
with our President, George Bush. 

We have throughout the administra-
tion and in Congress seen these great 
examples of progress, and throughout 
the countryside and cities throughout 
our country, there is not the racial ha-
tred and animosity that there was. I 
personally sense since 9/11 a wonderful 
rebirth, if not a rebirth, maybe it is a 
birth for the first time, of a feeling of 
goodwill among all Americans. We 
have gone through these times before, 
but I think 9/11 has unified us as never 
before, and we are building upon that. 
This President is building upon that 
goodwill to try to help us improve this 
country. 

One day in the Los Angeles Times, 
when we talk about what the President 
has put up with and the pessimism, and 
this is the day before yesterday, they 
had a front-page story talking about 
the quagmire that we are in in Iraq. 
Talk about naysayers. But what hap-
pened just today, look at the Los Ange-
les Times. The very next day they have 
a story detailing the emergence of new 
leadership in Iraq. 

Something is wrong here. We cannot 
have a story one day where we are in 
the middle of a quagmire and the next 
day have a new democratic leadership 
emerging in a country that has been 
under a dictatorship for so long. The 
problem is we had critics and 
naysayers who have been speaking out 
in loud voices and repeatedly they have 
been wrong, they have been wrong, and 
they have been wrong. 

What we need to do tonight and what 
we must do in the weeks and months 
and years ahead is not forget what they 
have been saying and how wrong they 
have been so we will not listen to them 
and take their advice and base it on 
pessimism, on just undue pessimism in 
the future. 

America in the future, as we have 
had now, and thank God we have had a 
President that is not afraid to act, we 

cannot be afraid to act if we are to be 
a prosperous people and if we are to 
live at peace and if our freedom is to be 
protected. We should have no apologies 
about acting in our own country’s in-
terest. 

Let me repeat that because many of 
the people who are attacking our Presi-
dent are doing it based on some global 
strategy or some notion of what is 
going to happen in the world. We 
should have no compulsion about hold-
ing back when it is our country’s inter-
est, and I mean long-term interest. In 
the long-term interest of our country 
supporting the cause of freedom, sup-
porting the cause of peace and freedom 
in this world, of liberty and justice for 
all as we say, this is in America’s in-
terest. 

Ronald Reagan demonstrated that 
acting on the behalf of freedom, acting 
on behalf of liberty and justice, helping 
to support the various people strug-
gling against the Soviet Union and sup-
porting those people that believed in 
democracy, that helped end the Cold 
War; and now President Bush has clear-
ly demonstrated that America’s most 
powerful and successful strategy is not 
based on coalition building and some 
international acceptance or global 
strategy. Instead, our most powerful 
and successful strategy is one that is 
based on promoting human freedom. 

Look at what happened in the last 
few months. Our foreign policy estab-
lishment seems obsessed with pleasing 
the international foreign policy estab-
lishment. Our own State Department, 
these are the people who are supposed 
to be doing our bidding, their liberal 
allies in the press and the leadership of 
the Democratic Party, had George W. 
Bush jumping through hoops. And as 
President of the United States, they 
had him going from here to there 
groveling before the United Nations 
and begging our NATO allies to join 
with us or to at least give us your ap-
proval. 

Why should we need the approval of 
the United Nations or of our NATO al-
lies to go forward and to do what is in 
our national security interest as long 
as that is consistent with promoting 
the cause of human freedom? By the 
way, again, if we are not furthering the 
cause of freedom and democracy, we 
probably should have second thoughts 
about what we are doing. But our en-
emies are the enemies of freedom. The 
Taliban in Afghanistan, al Qaeda in Af-
ghanistan, Saddam Hussein in Iraq, 
these people are enemies of the United 
States because we represent what is 
best in Western civilization.

b 2215 

We do not and should not need the 
approval of the United Nations to de-
fend ourselves and to support other 
people who are struggling for freedom 
and democracy in far-off lands. Unfor-
tunately, this has almost become a cli-
che about the United Nations. People 
think of the United Nations as our best 
hope. The United Nations is not our 

best hope. The United Nations is our 
worst nightmare. I hope the American 
people after looking at what has hap-
pened these last few months will under-
stand that too is a lesson that we need 
to have learned. The United Nations is 
still with countries that are vicious, 
ugly dictatorships at the same level of 
Saddam Hussein. The world’s worst 
human rights abuser, Communist 
China, has a veto power over anything 
the United Nations will do. We see the 
United Nations putting countries up 
that are dictatorships and human 
rights abusers. Fidel Castro ends up on 
the Human Rights Commission; and we 
end up being removed. Syria, you name 
it, these countries that do not have 
democratic governments, do not permit 
political opposition, end up in pivotal, 
decision-making positions. 

Let us note that if we depend on the 
United Nations, we are going to pay a 
price anytime we have to do anything; 
and in this case it took so long, it al-
most undermined our entire effort in 
Iraq because it was just taking so 
much time, it would have put us in the 
middle of the summer and it would 
have compromised the entire military 
operation. But our President, trying to 
prove that he is going to do everything 
he can to bend over backwards in order 
to convince our allies and convince the 
United Nations that we respected their 
institutional prerogatives. 

But what does it mean when you get 
the U.N. behind what you are doing? 
What it means is you have had to buy 
off the Communist Chinese. I do not 
know if we made any agreement, if our 
government ended up making an agree-
ment with Communist China. I do not 
know. But I will tell you in the future, 
look very closely when people have a 
United Nations-based strategy. Per-
haps in order for us to do something in 
our national security, they may de-
mand that we never mention Tibet 
again. So we just write off the people of 
Tibet. Or how about other religious be-
lievers in China? Is that worth the 
price of getting their little approval in 
a vote in the United Nations? I say 
that is baloney. I say that is not worth 
it at all. There is no trade-off there. To 
get them to vote in the United Nations, 
that is worthy of us giving up millions 
of people in China who believe in God 
and so we will never mention it be-
cause we do not want to break our 
word to them that we are going to let 
them run their internal affairs now? 

And then there are people in our 
State Department and throughout aca-
deme and the press who are trying to 
build this global strategy for America, 
yes, based on the United Nations 
which, as I say, very precarious, but 
then they want to, of course, set up an 
economic organization, the world trad-
ing organization, that will control 
trade and economic decisions so that 
we will have economic harmony, an-
other great dream just like the United 
Nations. But if you look real close, it is 
a disaster. It is a disaster waiting to 
happen. We will have panels set up that 
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will be making decisions for what? It 
will be making decisions on whether or 
not our economic policies are con-
sistent with the international agree-
ments. Who will be on the policy 
boards and the commissions? And who 
will be running these structures and 
making these determinations? People 
from third-world countries, like 
Burma. How about Nigeria? How about 
Bolivia or Colombia? Do we really want 
countries like this to be making deter-
minations if we are in compliance with 
international economic regulations 
and agreements? The people who will 
be serving on these boards from those 
countries will be bought off in a heart-
beat by the Communist Chinese. We 
will not buy them off because we are 
moral. We want to go by the system. 
But they will not think twice; our en-
emies and the thugs of the world will 
not think twice about this. 

You do not want to go through the 
U.N., and you do not want to set up a 
world organization run by countries 
that are not democratic in order to de-
pend on a prosperity and a peace for 
the people of the United States of 
America. We also do not want to rely 
on NATO and our NATO allies any-
more. NATO served its purpose, and its 
purpose was to deter the Soviets from 
invading western Europe and that is 
done. That is totally done. The Soviet 
Union is gone. Now we have a demo-
cratic Russia, a Russia who is strug-
gling to be democratic. We do not need 
NATO to protect the peace. NATO is a 
bureaucracy, and now we find that our 
NATO allies whom we believe that we 
can depend upon are not dependable al-
lies. We find out that NATO is worth-
less, that France, Germany and Bel-
gium and even our neighbor Canada are 
fair-weather friends, fair-weather 
friends who we cannot depend upon to 
help us when our liberty is being 
threatened and when we feel compelled 
to act.

We have just spent in the last decade 
billions of dollars to help these NATO 
allies out in the Balkans, which is part 
of Europe, part of their responsibility. 
Yet we spent billions of dollars, put our 
military people at risk, and they in re-
turn gave us the back of their hand. By 
the way, we still have thousands of 
troops in Kosovo, thousands of troops 
in Kosovo. Yet our German, our 
French, our Belgian and other allies 
cannot get themselves to help us at a 
time like this. We did have, and I will 
say something inspiring, a new con-
cept. As the President moved forward, 
he said we will have an alliance of the 
willing. That was extraordinarily in-
spiring. Great Britain, of course, stood 
with us. Yes, I think Tony Blair should 
be given an honorary citizenship in the 
United States of America. He and the 
rest of the British people are our great 
friends. But the people of Spain stood 
with us. Poland. We found our friends 
in Bulgaria and the Czech Republic 
and, yes, we found that our Aussie 
friends, the Australians, stood by us 
and proved themselves to be there 
when it counted. 

Let me note, when the Australians 
come to us, I may be a bit suspicious 
about the World Trade Organization 
and setting up a grand alliance with 
everybody in the world, democratic or 
not, and having those rules apply and 
be applied by an international organi-
zation controlled by all these coun-
tries. I have no problem with the free 
trade agreement with Australia. They 
have proven themselves to be our 
friends and they are democratic. 

What about one other country that I 
have not mentioned here a bit, a lesson 
that we may have learned in these last 
few months? What about Russia? They 
were not with us, were they? I have 
paid close attention to Russia; and I 
have separated it out from the rest in 
terms of an analysis of their potential 
and how we should relate to them. The 
Russians, I believe, first and foremost 
wanted to be on our side in the crisis 
from which we have just emerged. They 
requested, however, that if they would 
be on our side in any attack on Iraq, 
that the $8 billion that Iraq owes to 
Russia should not be canceled. They 
have a very weak economy right now. 
They are struggling in Russia. It was a 
very reasonable request for them to 
make, that if they were going to stand 
side by side with us, that we not let 
their economy take the $8 billion hit of 
a cancellation of the debt the Iraqis 
owed the Russians. They also said, let 
us be part of rebuilding Iraq. Those 
were two reasonable requests. We did 
not follow through.

We could have had Russia and the 
United States standing together. It 
would have been an awesome picture to 
the world. It would have presented a 
picture of strength that would have 
been very difficult for anyone ever to 
ignore. It would have shown a new alli-
ance for democracy in the world. It was 
just a very sad thing; and I believe that 
if the administration has made mis-
takes, and all of us do, it was a mis-
take in passing up this opportunity and 
not following through on it and putting 
the energy into making it work with 
Russia as we could have. Just as I say, 
the vision of Russia and the United 
States standing there would have so 
overshadowed the French and the Ger-
mans and the other whiners in Belgium 
and elsewhere, that everyone would 
have known it is a totally new world. 
But with Russia, sort of playing games 
with them and being sort of part of 
their team, it did give a greater image 
of strength to those opposing us than 
need be. 

Let me just note this. That does not 
mean we had to just go along. We could 
be creative. We could just go along and 
say, The Iraqis can’t cancel their debt 
to Russia. I understand some of our 
diplomats were saying that, saying if 
they end up having to pay the debt to 
Russia, that is, if they end up paying 
the debt, it will be a burden around the 
new democratic Iraqi government’s 
neck. We cannot burden the Iraqi peo-
ple with having to pay back Russia so 
that is why we did not take them up on 

that offer. That is what I have heard. 
That is just a one-dimensional look at 
this issue. If we honestly felt that we 
wanted to have a democratic Iraq that 
was capable of acting without having 
to have that type of burden around 
their neck, we should have then told 
Russia, we will support your cancella-
tion of Soviet-era debts to the German 
and French banks. That has been a bur-
den around their neck all this time. We 
could have fulfilled their desire in a 
different way using a creative approach 
by letting the Russians cancel the debt 
to the German and French banks. That 
would have sent a very good message 
and at the same time protected the 
new democratic government in Iraq 
from having too much debt and a mill-
stone around its neck. But we did not 
do it. As I say, it is something that is 
past now; but we are going to have to 
work to make up for that what, I be-
lieve, is a mistake. 

There are ways that we can work 
with Russia. We need to help the re-
formers in Russia. I know that just a 
couple of weeks ago there was a liberal 
reformer who was assassinated in Rus-
sia, showing us that we have got to 
stand by the good people in Russia who 
are struggling and even putting their 
lives at risk to try to build a more 
democratic and more decent place in 
what was the Soviet Union. So let us 
give the Russians a way to work in 
partnership with us and not to be con-
sidered an outsider. We did not do that 
during this Gulf War, this Gulf War II; 
we did not go out of our way to do that 
as we should have. The Columbia shut-
tle disaster, however, let me note, I am 
not only on the Committee on Inter-
national Relations but I am also the 
chairman of the Space and Aeronautics 
Subcommittee of Science, so I oversee 
NASA. 

Let me say, the Columbia shuttle dis-
aster, yes, it was a horrible thing and 
sometimes, as the Chinese say, oppor-
tunity and challenges are part of the 
same word. We have great opportuni-
ties in how we are going to deal with 
the shuttle disaster Columbia. It per-
mits us a chance to work even closer 
with Russia in the satellite area and in 
the area of the international Space 
Station and space transportation. They 
have rocket engines in Russia that are 
superior to the rocket engines of the 
United States. We need not spend 
money to develop rocket engines in the 
United States when we can buy that 
type of capability from the Russians 
themselves. Let us let them get into 
the game of selling their services to 
the world; and when they do have 
something to sell, let us not cut them 
out by protecting our own industries. 
Our industries have to compete with 
them. Instead of spending money repli-
cating what the Russians can do, let us 
spend our research dollars developing 
newer technologies and leapfrog tech-
nologies that will put us ahead of the 
game. 

I know that there are some restric-
tions on Russia, especially in cooper-
ating with Russia in this arena, in the 
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space arena, because Russia is building 
a nuclear power plant for the Iranians. 
I agree, they should not be doing that. 
The Iranians have oil and natural gas. 
They do not need a nuclear power 
plant. There is only one reason that 
they would want that and that would 
be to build a nuclear weapon and we 
will not permit that to happen. But we 
cannot just lay it on Russia, It is in 
our interest not to have the nuclear 
power plant built, and walk away, just 
like we were saying to them, you are 
going to have to join us and have the 
risk of losing that $8 billion in Iraq, 
you are going to have to absorb the 
cost. 

This is a country that is just strug-
gling to have a decent economy to help 
their people raise their standard of liv-
ing which has been going down for 
years. Now they have a chance to raise 
it. We should not be trying to undercut 
them, but let us use some creativity 
here. If they cannot build a nuclear 
power plant for Iran because Iran is 
controlled by hostile powers, let us 
help the Russians build a nuclear 
power plant for Turkey. Or how about 
Australia? Or how about the Phil-
ippines?

b 2230 

These are countries that need elec-
tricity. We could probably arrange and 
guarantee a loan from the World Bank, 
and it would not even cost us any 
money. We would just have to help 
guarantee it and arrange the business 
deal, and then the Russians could build 
that; and they would be building some-
thing that would not be a threat to us 
like it is in Iran, and then we could 
move forward with a number of space-
related projects in which both coun-
tries would benefit. But it takes cre-
ativity and a commitment to freedom 
in American foreign policy. And the 
struggle for freedom, the direction of 
Russia, is one of the pivotal fights in 
our time. If Russia goes in the way of 
democracy in the West and builds up 
these economic relations with the peo-
ple in the Western democracies, espe-
cially in the United States, our world 
will prosper and will live in peace. If it 
goes the opposite direction, if it begins 
to more align itself with China, which 
has an anti-view of Western Civiliza-
tion and is a belligerent country to de-
mocracy or if it starts to align itself 
with the thugs of the world, then there 
will be a lot of trouble in the world 
ahead and the Russian people and the 
American people will suffer because of 
it. So let us have a freedom-based pol-
icy and work with those people in Rus-
sia and elsewhere looking to promote a 
freer society. 

Unfortunately, that is not the basis 
of what our State Department uses to 
decide upon American foreign policy. 
After looking at the American State 
Department up close now for about 15 
years, actually probably more like 20 
years now because it has been 7 years 
in the Reagan White House, I would 
say that if there is one word that is the 

goal of the State Department, it is not 
globalism, it is stability. They believe 
in a foreign policy which they call a 
pragmatic foreign policy, which is 
based on a formula for stability. 

Ironically, and this is what is so iron-
ic, pragmatism as a strategy does not 
work. It is idealism and the ideals of 
freedom and democracy that work, 
that help to build a more stable world. 
We receive stability when we put free-
dom and liberty and justice into the 
equation while we are trying to figure 
out what we should be doing in various 
parts of the world; and it is only when 
we have liberty and justice as part of 
that decision-making concept that we 
will find that peace is possible. 

For example, in Kosovo here we are 
still. Years and years and years we 
have been in Kosovo. I remember when 
I was down on the floor predicting that 
it was going to be a decade before we 
got out of Kosovo, and we were assured 
by all those people who voted for this 
at President Clinton’s request, it will 
be 1 year, a 1-year deployment. Sure. 
We should not forget that either. We 
should remember all the lessons we 
have learned over these last few years. 
We are still in Kosovo, and do the 
Members know why we are in Kosovo? 
We have got thousands of troops in 
Kosovo because our State Department 
has basically convinced themselves 
that we cannot recognize Kosovo’s 
right to have their own country. In 
Kosovo 90 percent of them are Muslims; 
they are Albanian extraction. They 
want to have their own country just 
like the Croatians want their own 
country, just like the Slovenians want 
their own country, and they have got 
their own little country; and there is 
no reason why they cannot, except that 
would make the Serbs really mad. So 
in order for the Serbs not to get angry, 
to make sure that there is not a crisis, 
to ensure stability of the moment, we 
have kept our forces in Kosovo all of 
this time. 

We should have worked a long time 
ago in order to build a consensus and 
reach compromises within the Kosovo 
society for there to be free elections 
and there to be a referendum; and the 
people of Kosovo should decide with a 
vote, with their own vote, whether or 
not Kosovo should be independent. I 
have no doubt that they would vote for 
their independence, and then we should 
support them in building their own de-
fense forces to protect their borders 
and just let the Serbs know that, I am 
sorry, they cannot attack the 
Kosovars. They cannot attack the Mac-
edonians; and whatever they declare 
their national sovereignty, they cannot 
attack the Slovenians, the Bosnians. I 
am sorry, but Serbia has got to be 
enough for them. By the way, each one 
of those countries has a map of a great-
er Serbia or a greater Albania or a 
greater Croatia, claiming that their 
borders used to be way down here and 
thus they should control it even 
though the vast majority of the people 
in those areas are no longer Croatian 

or Serbian or whatever, no. Where the 
majority of people want to be part of a 
government, we let them vote on it; 
and if they want their independence, 
they have a right to declare their inde-
pendence. God gave them the right to 
control their own destiny through the 
ballot box. 

That is what the United States of 
America is supposed to be all about. We 
developed a system which works. It is 
practical, but the basis of the system is
an understanding that people have a 
right to control their own destiny 
through the ballot box, and they have a 
right to live in peace and freedom and 
dignity. 

In Afghanistan we are making the 
same kind of mistake as we are making 
in Kosovo. And our State Department 
has again proven itself totally incapa-
ble of appreciating America’s experi-
ence and America’s ideals of how we 
solve things. In Kosovo they will not 
let these people have their own country 
even though the vast majority of them 
want their own country because it 
might make the Serbs mad. In Afghani-
stan there are many, many different 
ethnic groups. And in Afghanistan the 
major ethnic groups, they call them 
the Northern Alliance right after we 
were attacked, and this Northern Alli-
ance is an alliance of ethnic groups, 
which compose about 50 percent of the 
population; they were the ones who 
fought the Taliban, those people, and 
they have militias. And their militias 
and their generals, which they call 
them warlords, which is very pejo-
rative, they fought the Taliban and 
kicked the Taliban out while a huge 
chunk of the population of Afghanistan 
did not fight the Taliban. They sort of 
sat it out. They are called Pashtans, 
and the Pashtans of course share Paki-
stan and Afghanistan. And guess what? 
Now our State Department, so we do 
not make the Pakistanis mad, we have 
to have the Pashtans in power in Af-
ghanistan. 

That is not what this is all about. We 
believe in democracy. We believe in 
people controlling their own destiny 
through the ballot box. Our State De-
partment is pushing the French model 
in Afghanistan. The French model is 
when there is a strong central govern-
ment and it appoints the police chiefs, 
the head of the local schools, the peo-
ple who provide local services; and they 
do not have local government really. 
They have a strong central govern-
ment. What do the Members think 
about these five ethnic groups that 
fought alongside the United States 
against the Taliban and we are telling 
them they have to disarm and basically 
let the strong central government, 
which is now dominated by another 
ethnic group who did not fight the 
Taliban, control them? 

I recently went to Afghanistan and 
helped work out a compromise, and the 
compromise is very easy. The warlords 
supposedly, their ethnic groups or their 
militias, will disband their armies. 
They will demobilize. They will dis-
arm. But they have to be guaranteed 
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the right to elect their own mayors and 
city councils, to elect their own pro-
vincial governors, just like here in the 
United States. Why is it the State De-
partment cannot understand what 
made America successful? This is what 
made America successful. We do not 
centralize power in order to bring 
about a more peaceful society. We dif-
fuse power and we let everybody share 
in it, and we have people electing the 
people who will most affect them. 

I will tell the Members I do not un-
derstand why the State Department 
does not understand, but they are push-
ing the wrong way in Afghanistan. It 
will not work there, and it is going to 
cause more trouble and it is not work-
ing. It is keeping us tied up in Kosovo. 
We need to make some decisions here, 
and we should not be leaving it up to 
the professionals of the State Depart-
ment. The professionals at the State 
Department, when they are negoti-
ating, they are not negotiating, as I 
have just pointed out, from the idea of 
what is best for America or even what 
is most consistent with the American 
way of government. Instead, they have 
an ideal of their own in mind. It is a 
worldwide pragmatic organized world 
based with United Nations, with the 
WTO, with all of these world health or-
ganizations, world trade organizations, 
and this is the dream of the people who 
are representing us. So when we go 
into negotiations and we try to have 
our government directed one way or 
the other, we end up not having Amer-
ica’s interest and America’s ideals in 
place. They are not part of the bar-
gaining table. The people on the other 
side of the bargaining table, they know 
that they are bargaining for what is 
good for their country. Our people are 
bargaining for what is good for the 
world, what is good for the global vi-
sion of the world. 

A few years ago the Euro was in trou-
ble. The Euro was in trouble. The dol-
lar of the European Economic Alliance 
was in trouble. Why is it in our interest 
to help them build an economic coali-
tion that is aimed at undercutting us? 
Why should we build our competitors 
up in Europe? Why should we help 
them build a currency that permits 
them to undercut the United States of 
America? Why did we do this? And this 
was about 4 years ago, the Euro was 
collapsing, and we took money from 
our own account here in the United 
States that should be aimed at stabi-
lizing the American dollar, and we 
took it over there and we stabilized the 
Euro. We should not want our competi-
tors to do well. Our job is to watch out 
for the people of the United States of 
America. Instead of these large gran-
diose worldwide treaties based on eco-
nomics, we should be going individ-
ually to countries like Australia, for 
example, and having agreements, 
Japan and elsewhere, having bilateral 
agreements that we will insist on being 
enforced with other democratic coun-
tries rather than putting ourselves at 
the mercy, at the mercy, of organiza-

tions that will be controlled by people 
from countries that do not share our 
ideals. Yet our own State Department 
has this type of world as their goal. 

Let me just note that during the 
time when our President was trying to 
do the bidding of the State Department 
and trying to jump through the hoops, 
trying to have a strategy based on 
what they wanted him to do, things 
seemed to bog down. It looked like we 
were weak and that our President lost 
his purpose and was not going to be fol-
lowing through. He kept saying that he 
was, but it became tiresome. It was 
frightening for a moment to think that 
he might back down. Instead, that all 
changed when the President gave a 
speech before the American Enterprise 
Institute, and that is when he outlined 
the moral basis, not just the pragmatic 
basis. They were going to have regime 
change. Remember? They were going to 
have regime change. That was their 
goal. When he spoke at the American 
Enterprise Institute, and I believe that 
was the end of February, he outlined 
for the people of the world and for the 
people of Iraq that our goal was free-
dom and justice for the people of Iraq 
and that we will only stay there long 
enough to help them build a demo-
cratic system. 

After that our effort was energized. 
After that there was no stopping the 
United States of America because we 
were the freedom fighters, and those 
who opposed Saddam Hussein and 
wanted democracy were our allies, and 
the President allied himself with those 
people all over the world who believed 
in freedom and justice and democracy, 
and most importantly he allied himself 
with the people in Iraq who believed in 
those things. 

Yes, it is when we stay true to our 
ideals, it is when we have a morally 
based, a freedom-based foreign policy 
that America becomes unstoppable be-
cause our goal is not to dominate the 
world but to create, yes, a better world 
that is based on freedom, not based on 
more bureaucratic organizations, but 
on freedom and on people treating each 
other decently, on liberty and justice 
for all, as we have said many times.

b 2245 

We would hope that as we face these 
challenges in the future, that the peo-
ple of the United States remember 
what we just went through and learn 
the lessons. Our military learned the 
lessons of the seventies and eighties. 
Our CIA and our intelligence agencies 
have learned the lessons of 9/11. But the 
American people need to learn the les-
sons of what we have just been 
through. 

There will always be naysayers. 
There will be pessimists, people who do 
not believe in our system. There will be 
people who believe in a global ap-
proach, but not believe in America as a 
leader. But we must lead the way. 

The President of the United States is 
doing a terrific job for us, but we as the 
American people must stand behind 

any President that is willing to act in 
the cause of freedom. We must lead the 
world, because, if we do not, there will 
be no courage on the part of the people 
who believe in freedom and justice any-
where in the world, unless they know 
that the United States is with them, 
and we are with everyone throughout 
the world who would side with liberty 
and justice and against tyranny.

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

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

Ms. CARSON of Indiana (at the request 
of Ms. PELOSI) for today on account of 
primary elections in the district. 

Mr. DINGELL (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today and May 7 on account 
of personal reasons. 

Mr. BONNER (at the request of Mr. 
DELAY) for today on account of trans-
portation delays. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California (at 
the request of Mr. DELAY) for today on 
account of illness.

f 

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. WYNN) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. FILNER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. HINCHEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. MALONEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. CONYERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. WYNN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. PAUL) to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material:) 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon, for 5 minutes, 
May 7. 

Mr. PAUL, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BASS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 

today, May 7, 8, and 9. 
Mr. NUSSLE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. HENSARLING, for 5 minutes, May 

8. 
Mr. GUTKNECHT, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. WICKER, for 5 minutes, May 8. 
Mr. OSBORNE, for 5 minutes, May 7. 
Mr. PENCE, for 5 minutes, May 7, 8, 

and 9.
f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 47 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, May 7, 2003, at 10 
a.m.
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

ETC. 

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

2040. A letter from the Chairman, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 
transmitting the Eighty-Ninth Annual Re-
port of the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System covering operations during 
calendar year 2002; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

2041. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting 
notification concerning the Department of 
the Air Force’s proposed Letter(s) of Offer 
and Acceptance (LOA) to Singapore for de-
fense articles and services (Transmittal No. 
03-12), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to the 
Committee on International Relations. 

2042. A letter from the Inspector General, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting a re-
port in response to the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for FY 2000, pursuant to 22 
U.S.C. 2778 Public Law 106—65, section 1402; 
to the Committee on International Rela-
tions. 

2043. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting certification of a proposed ex-
port license with Colombia [Transmittal No. 
DTC 030-03], pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(c); to 
the Committee on International Relations. 

2044. A letter from the Chair, Commission 
on International Religious Freedom, trans-
mitting the Commission’s 2003 Annual Re-
port, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 6412 Public Law 
105—292 section 102; to the Committee on 
International Relations. 

2045. A letter from the Chief Financial Offi-
cer, Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment, transmitting the Department’s 
inventory of commercial activities for the 
year 2002 as required by OMB Circular A-76 
and the Federal Activities Inventory Reform 
Act; to the Committee on Government Re-
form. 

2046. A letter from the Attorney/Advisor, 
Selective Service System, transmitting a re-
port pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Re-
form Act of 1998; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

2047. A letter from the Acting Director, Se-
lective Service System, transmitting the 
Performance Measurement Plan for FY 2004; 
to the Committee on Government Reform. 

2048. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Fish, Wildlife and Parks, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Endangered and Threatened 
Wildlife and Plants; Final Designations or 
Nondesignations of Critical Habitat for 101 
Plant Species From the Island of Oahu, Ha-
waii (RIN: 1018-AI24) received May 5, 2003, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Resources. 

2049. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Regulated Naviga-
tion Area; Reporting Requirements for 
Barges Loaded with Certain Dangerous Car-
goes, Illinois Waterway System within the 
Ninth Coast Guard District [CGD09-03-209] 
(RIN: 1625-AA11) received April 28, 2003, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

2050. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Drawbridge Oper-
ation Regulations; Atlantic Intracoastal Wa-
terway, Miles 1062.6 and 1064.0 at Fort Lau-
derdale, Broward County, FL [CGD07-03-048] 
(RIN: 1625-AA09) received April 28, 2003, pur-

suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

2051. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Drawbridge Oper-
ation Regulations: Mianus River, CT [CGD01-
03-031] received April 28, 2003, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

2052. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zones; Es-
corted Vessel Transits, Portland, Maine, 
Captain of the Port Zone [CGD01-03-028] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received April 28, 2003, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

2053. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Regulated Naviga-
tion Area; Reporting Requirements for 
Barges Loaded with Certain Dangerous Car-
goes, Inland Rivers, Eighth Coast Guard Dis-
trict [CGD08-03-014] (RIN: 1625-AA11) received 
April 28, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

2054. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Anchorage Grounds 
and Security Zones; Oahu, Maui, Hawaii, and 
Kauai, HI [CGD14-03-001] (RIN: 1625-AA00) 
[Formerly 2115-AA97] (Formerly RIN:1625-
AA01) received April 28, 2003, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

2055. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; St. 
Croix, United States Virgin Islands [COTP 
San Juan-03-047] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
April 28, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

2056. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; General Electric Aircraft Engines CT7 
Series Turboprop Engines [Docket No. 99-NE-
48-AD; Amendment 39-13090; AD 2003-06-03] 
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received April 28, 2003, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

2057. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Bell Helicopter Textron Canada Model 
407 Helicopters [Docket No. 2002-SW-54-AD; 
Amendment 39-13087; AD 2003-05-11] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received April 4, 2003, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

2058. A letter from the Regulations Officer, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s ‘‘Major’’ final rule — 
Hours of Service of Drivers; Driver Rest and 
Sleep for Safe Operations [Docket No. 
FMCSA-97-2350] (RIN: 2126-AA23) received 
April 29, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

2059. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Labor, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s report entitled, ‘‘2002 Findings on the 
Worst Forms of Child Labor’’; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows:

Mr. BOEHLERT: Committee on Science. 
H.R. 766. A bill to provide for a National 
Nanotechnology Research and Development 
Program, and for other purposes; with an 
amendment (Rept. 108–89). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. 

Mr. LINDER: Committee on Rules. H. Res. 
219. A resolution providing for consideration 
of the bill (H.R. 766) to provide a National 
Nanotechnology Research and Development 
Program, and for other purposes (Rept. 108–
90). Referred to the Whole House Calendar. 

Mr. NEY: Committee on House Adminis-
tration. H. Res. 148. A resolution providing 
for the expenses of certain committees of the 
House of Representatives in the One Hundred 
Eighth Congress, with an amendment (Rept. 
108–91).

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: 
H.R. 1953. A bill to revise the provisions of 

the Immigration and Nationality Act relat-
ing to naturalization through service in the 
Armed Forces, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER (for him-
self, Mr. COBLE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Mr. HASTINGS of Wash-
ington, Mr. ISSA, Mr. JENKINS, Mr. 
JONES of North Carolina, Mr. KELLER, 
Mr. CONYERS, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of 
Texas, and Mr. BERMAN): 

H.R. 1954. A bill to revise the provisions of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act relat-
ing to naturalization through service in the 
Armed Forces, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE (for himself, Mr. 
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. EVANS, Mr. WILSON 
of South Carolina, Mr. BOSWELL, and 
Mr. LEACH): 

H.R. 1955. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to allow soldiers to serve 
their country without being disadvantaged 
financially by Federal student aid programs; 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

By Mr. GREENWOOD (for himself, Mr. 
WAXMAN, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Mr. FRANK of Massachu-
setts, Mr. HOLT, Mr. FROST, Mr. 
MCNULTY, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. KILDEE, 
Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island, Mr. 
OWENS, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. 
PALLONE, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. COLLINS, 
Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
ENGEL, Mr. LEACH, Mr. NETHERCUTT, 
Mr. BISHOP of New York, and Mr. 
MORAN of Virginia): 

H.R. 1956. A bill to amend part B of title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to provide 
coverage of certain self-administered 
intramuscular and subcutaneous drugs under 
the Medicare Program; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: 
H.R. 1957. A bill to provide for renewal of 

project-based assisted housing contracts at 
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reimbursement levels that are sufficient to 
sustain operations, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. ANDREWS (for himself and Mr. 
SAXTON): 

H.R. 1958. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to mint coins in commemora-
tion of the 100th anniversary of the begin-
ning of Korean immigration into the United 
States; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: 
H.R. 1959. A bill to amend title 28, United 

States Code, to provide for individuals serv-
ing as Federal jurors to continue to receive 
their normal average wage or salary during 
such service; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

By Mr. BACA: 
H.R. 1960. A bill to provide benefits to pub-

lic safety officers who die or become disabled 
as a result of certain injuries; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COSTELLO (for himself and Mr. 
CALVERT): 

H.R. 1961. A bill to provide for the external 
regulation of nuclear safety and occupa-
tional safety and health at the Department 
of Energy; to the Committee on Science, and 
in addition to the Committees on Energy and 
Commerce, and Education and the Work-
force, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. ENGEL: 
H.R. 1962. A bill to amend the Consumer 

Product Safety Act to confirm the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission’s jurisdiction 
over child safety devices for handguns, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. FOLEY (for himself, Mr. TAN-
NER, Mr. HERGER, Mr. CAMP, Mr. GOR-
DON, Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, Mr. FLETCH-
ER, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. JOHN, Mr. 
BERRY, Mr. POMEROY, and Mrs. 
CAPPS): 

H.R. 1963. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for the fair 
treatment of certain physician pathology 
services under the Medicare Program; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN (for himself, 
Mrs. KELLY, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. 
HOEFFEL, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. GARRETT of 
New Jersey, Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. 
PALLONE, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. SHAYS, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. WALSH, Mr. 
BOEHLERT, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. GREEN-
WOOD, Mr. HOLT, Mrs. JOHNSON of 
Connecticut, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. ROTH-
MAN, Mr. SAXTON, and Mr. ENGEL): 

H.R. 1964. A bill to establish the Highlands 
Stewardship Area in the States of Con-
necticut, New Jersey, New York, and Penn-
sylvania, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Resources, and in addition to the 
Committee on Agriculture, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. GIBBONS: 
H.R. 1965. A bill to amend the Endangered 

Species Act of 1973 to limit the application of 
that Act with respect to actions on military 
land or private land and to provide incen-
tives for voluntary habitat maintenance, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Re-
sources. 

By Mr. HYDE (for himself, Mr. GREEN 
of Wisconsin, and Ms. HARRIS): 

H.R. 1966. A bill to establish the Millen-
nium Challenge Account and the Millennium 
Challenge Corporation in order to reduce 
global poverty through increased economic 
growth by supporting a new compact for 
global development; to the Committee on 
International Relations. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H.R. 1967. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on Allyl Pentaerythritol (APE); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H.R. 1968. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on Butyl Ethyl Propanediol (BEPD); to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H.R. 1969. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on BEPD70L; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H.R. 1970. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on Boltorn-1 (Bolt-1); to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H.R. 1971. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on Boltorn-2 (Bolt-2); to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H.R. 1972. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on Cyclic TMP Formal (CTF); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H.R. 1973. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on DiTMP; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H.R. 1974. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on Polyol DPP (DPP); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H.R. 1975. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on Hydroxypivalic Acid (HPA); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H.R. 1976. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on TMPDE; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H.R. 1977. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on TMPME; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H.R. 1978. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on TMP Oxetane (TMPO); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H.R. 1979. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on TMPO Ethoxylate (TMPOE); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. KILPATRICK: 
H.R. 1980. A bill to require government 

agencies carrying out surface transportation 
projects to conduct a cost-benefit analysis 
before procuring architectural, engineering, 
and related services from a private con-
tractor, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, and in addition to the Committee on 
Government Reform, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. LEE (for herself, Mr. CLYBURN, 
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. RANGEL, 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, 
Mr. BAIRD, Ms. NORTON, Mr. JEFFER-
SON, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, 
Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. HINCHEY, Ms. 
VELAZQUEZ, Mr. MEEK of Florida, Mr. 
WEINER, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. TOWNS, 
Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. MEEKS of New York, 
Mrs. MALONEY, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of 
Texas, Mr. ISRAEL, Mrs. MCCARTHY of 
New York, Mr. FROST, Ms. CARSON of 
Indiana, Mr. CLAY, Mr. WATT, Ms. 
WATERS, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. 
CAPUANO, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of 

Florida, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
OWENS, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, 
Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, 
Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. 
WYNN, Ms. WATSON, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 
BALLANCE, Mr. ENGEL, Ms. SOLIS, Mr. 
LEWIS of Georgia, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. 
LYNCH, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. SERRANO, 
Mr. SANDERS, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. 
DAVIS of Alabama, Mrs. JONES of 
Ohio, Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Mr. 
KUCINICH, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. SABO, Ms. 
WOOLSEY, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of 
California, Mr. DOYLE, and Mr. 
REYES): 

H.R. 1981. A bill to reauthorize the public 
and assisted housing drug elimination pro-
gram of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

By Mrs. MALONEY (for herself and Mr. 
SOUDER): 

H.R. 1982. A bill to amend title III of the 
Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949 to provide to contracting of-
ficers of the civilian agencies the same au-
thorities available to Department of Defense 
contracting officers to competitively evalu-
ate products offered by Federal Prison Indus-
tries, Inc., to assure that such products rep-
resent the best value for the taxpayer dollars 
being expended, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 1983. A bill to amend the Immigration 

and Nationality Act to facilitate the immi-
gration to the United States of certain aliens 
born in the Philippines or Japan who were 
fathered by United States citizens; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 1984. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to improve benefits for Filipino 
veterans of World War II, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California 
(for himself and Mr. FRANK of Massa-
chusetts): 

H.R. 1985. A bill to amend the National 
Housing Act to increase the maximum mort-
gage amount limit for FHA-insured mort-
gages for multifamily housing located in 
high-cost areas; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services. 

By Mr. NADLER: 
H.R. 1986. A bill to extend the period for 

temporary mortgage and rental payments 
under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act from 18 
months to 24 months for victims of the ter-
rorist attacks on the United States that oc-
curred on September 11, 2001; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

By Mr. PAYNE (for himself, Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. 
FERGUSON, Mr. GARRETT of New Jer-
sey, Mr. HOLT, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. 
PASCRELL, Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. 
SAXTON, and Mr. SMITH of New Jer-
sey): 

H.R. 1987. A bill to designate the air traffic 
control tower at Newark International Air-
port in Newark, New Jersey, as the ‘‘William 
J. ‘Whitey’ Conrad Air Traffic Control 
Tower‘‘; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. RAHALL: 
H.R. 1988. A bill to amend the Black Lung 

Benefits Act, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin (for himself 
and Mr. SAXTON): 

H.R. 1989. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow individuals to 
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defer recognition of reinvested capital gains 
distributions from regulated investment 
companies; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SANDERS (for himself and Mr. 
OBEY): 

H.R. 1990. A bill to establish a counter-cy-
clical income support program for dairy pro-
ducers; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Georgia: 
H.R. 1991. A bill to amend title 10, United 

States Code, to require a State to charge in-
State tuition rates to active-duty members 
of the Armed Forces domiciled or stationed 
on active duty in that State and to the de-
pendents of such members; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

By Ms. SOLIS: 
H.R. 1992. A bill to amend and improve the 

workforce investment and adult education 
systems of the Nation; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. STRICKLAND (for himself, Mr. 
HOLDEN, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. RANGEL, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 
FORD, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. PALLONE, 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. SCOTT of Geor-
gia, and Mr. LEWIS of Georgia): 

H.R. 1993. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to establish an Office of 
Correctional Health; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. STRICKLAND (for himself, Mr. 
HOLDEN, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. 
HOEFFEL, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. 
LEWIS of Georgia, and Mr. BROWN of 
Ohio): 

H.R. 1994. A bill to ensure that the incar-
ceration of inmates is not provided by pri-
vate contractors or vendors and that persons 
charged or convicted of an offense against 
the United States shall be housed in facili-
ties managed and maintained by Federal, 
State, or local governments; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UPTON: 
H.R. 1995. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 

Social Security Act to make a technical cor-
rection in the definition of outpatient 
speech-language pathology services; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in 
addition to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina (for 
himself and Mr. ANDREWS): 

H.R. 1996. A bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to clarify the exemp-
tion from the minimum wage and overtime 
compensation requirements of that Act for 
certain computer professionals, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan (for him-
self, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mrs. 
MILLER of Michigan, Mr. BARRETT of 
South Carolina, Ms. GINNY BROWN-
WAITE of Florida, Mr. TERRY, Mr. 
BALLENGER, Mr. PENCE, and Mr. 
PITTS): 

H. Con. Res. 160. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that the 
United Nations should remove the economic 
sanctions against Iraq completely and with-
out condition; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations. 

By Mr. OSBORNE (for himself, Mr. BE-
REUTER, and Mr. TERRY): 

H. Con. Res. 161. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the outstanding efforts of the indi-
viduals and communities who volunteered or 
donated items to the North Platte Canteen 
in North Platte, Nebraska, during World War 
II from December 25, 1941, to April 1, 1946; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. TURNER of Ohio (for himself, 
Mr. CHABOT, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. 
OXLEY, Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. STRICK-
LAND, Mr. HOBSON, Mr. BOEHNER, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Mr. KUCINICH, Mrs. JONES of 
Ohio, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, 
Mr. LATOURETTE, Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, 
Mr. REGULA, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, and 
Mr. NEY): 

H. Con. Res. 162. Concurrent resolution 
honoring the city of Dayton, Ohio, and its 
many partners, for hosting ‘‘Inventing 
Flight: The Centennial Celebration’’, a cele-
bration of the centennial of Wilbur and 
Orville Wright’s first flight; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

By Mr. HINCHEY (for himself and Mr. 
BROWN of Ohio): 

H. Res. 218. A resolution to express the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the Federal Communications Commission 
should not revise its media ownership rules 
without more extensive review and comment 
by the public; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. WU (for himself, Mr. BOEHLERT, 
Mr. HALL, and Mr. GORDON): 

H. Res. 220. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives relat-
ing to the achievements of the Expedition 6 
Crew aboard the International Space Sta-
tion; to the Committee on Science.

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 2: Mr. OSE. 
H.R. 23: Mr. BLUNT. 
H.R. 36. Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 49: Mr. MICHAUD and Ms. LOFGREN.
H.R. 58: Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr. WAL-

DEN of Oregon, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. LARSON of 
Connecticut, and Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon. 

H.R. 119: Mr. RENZI. 
H.R. 153: Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. 
H.R. 182: Mr. ENGEL. 
H.R. 188: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 218: Mr. PETRI, Mr. BROWN of South 

Carolina, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida, and Mr. REGULA. 

H.R. 220: Mr. HOEFFEL. 
H.R. 223: Mr. BEAUPREZ. 
H.R. 235: Mr. KELLER, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. 

BEAUPREZ, Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr. GRAVES, Mr. 
BILIRAKIS, Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, and 
Mr. BACHUS.

H.R. 241: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 
H.R. 250: Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. OWENS, and Ms. 

BALDWIN. 
H.R. 303: Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. ROGERS of Ala-

bama, Mr. MENENDEZ, and Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 333: Ms. PELOSI. 
H.R. 340: Mr. JANKLOW. 
H.R. 367: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 384: Mr. OTTER. 
H.R. 391: Mr. BILIRAKIS. 
H.R. 455: Ms. BALDWIN. 
H.R. 463: Mr. DOYLE, Mr. NEAL of Massa-

chusetts, and Mr. HOLT. 
H.R. 466: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina and 

Mr. BAKER. 
H.R. 496: Mr. TIAHRT. 
H.R. 501: Mr. DOYLE. 
H.R. 502: Mr. SHADEGG. 
H.R. 527: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 528: Mr. ENGEL and Mr. ALLEN. 
H.R. 545: Mrs. KELLY. 
H.R. 577: Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. DAVIS of Ten-

nessee, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. OWENS, 
and Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 584: Mr. MANZULLO and Mr. BISHOP of 
New York. 

H.R. 589: Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. INSLEE, 
Ms. HARRIS, and Ms. MCCARTHY of Missouri.

H.R. 655: Mr. SHADEGG. 
H.R. 660: Mr. NETHERCUTT, Mr. THOMAS, 

and Mr. TURNER of Texas. 
H.R. 687: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. PETER-

SON of Minnesota, Mr. MCKEON, Mr. ROYCE, 
and Mr. SHADEGG. 

H.R. 719: Mrs. CUBIN. 
H.R. 737: Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. CUMMINGS, 

and Mr. DOYLE. 
H.R. 765: Mr. UPTON, Mr. BEAUPREZ, Mr. 

MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida, and Mr. 
GOODLATTE. 

H.R. 766: Mr. SESSIONS and Mr. HOLT. 
H.R. 768: Mr. BALLANCE, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 

ACEVEDO-VILA, and Mr. TANNER. 
H.R. 781: Mr. ANDREWS and Ms. DELAURO. 
H.R. 786: Mr. MCINNIS and Mr. HUNTER. 
H.R. 792: Mr. JENKINS, Ms. LORETTA 

SANCHEZ of California, Mr. PRICE of North 
Carolina, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. NEY, Mr. DAVIS of 
Alabama, Mr. CASE, and Mr. OBERSTAR. 

H.R. 816: Mr. SIMMONS. 
H.R. 817: Mr. SAXTON and Mr. ISRAEL. 
H.R. 870: Mr. SCHROCK. 
H.R. 872: Mr. MANZULLO. 
H.R. 876: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois, Mr. 

HAYWORTH, Mr. OSBORNE, Mr. HAYES, Mr. 
REHBERG, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. SMITH of New Jer-
sey, Mr. JENKINS, and Mr. KELLER. 

H.R. 883: Mr. RUSH.
H.R. 898: Mr. MENENDEZ, MS. PELOSI, and 

Mr. WU. 
H.R. 906: Mr. TERRY and Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 919: Mr. GONZALES, Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. 

SOLIS, Ms. WOOLSEY. 
H.R. 936: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 937: Mr. OBERSTAR and Mr. SANDERS. 
H.R. 946: Mr. BILIRAKIS. 
H.R. 953: Mr. GONZALES. 
H.R. 973: Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut and 

Mr. FOLEY. 
H.R. 979: Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 991: Mr. SAXTON. 
H.R. 997: Mr. SESSIONS and Mr. BILIRAKIS. 
H.R. 998: Mr. ACEVEDO-VILA and Mr. GREEN 

of Texas. 
H.R. 1006: Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. UDALL of Col-

orado, Mr. ISSA, Mr. GALLEGLY, Mrs. CAPPS, 
Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. 
MARKEY, and Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 

H.R. 1046: Mr. STARK, Mr. ROTHMAN, and 
Mr. CUMMINGS. 

H.R. 1056: Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. 
H.R. 1061: Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mrs. 

MUSGRAVE, and Ms. BORDALLO. 
H.R. 1063: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. DOOLITTLE, 

Mr. HEFLEY, and Mrs. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 1068: Mr. WAMP, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 

SULLIVAN, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Mr. LARSON of 
Connecticut, Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, 
and Mr. MARKEY. 

H.R. 1070: Mr. DOYLE. 
H.R. 1083: Mrs. MALONEY and Mr. DAVIS of 

Alabama.
H.R. 1093: Mrs. MUSGRAVE. 
H.R. 1111: Mr. COLE. 
H.R. 1117: Mr. COLE. 
H.R. 1125: Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. NEY, Mr. 

CASE, Mr. GILCHREST, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, and 
Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire. 

H.R. 1137: Mr. BERRY and Mr. NETHERCUTT. 
H.R. 1148: Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. OWENS, Ms. 

EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. KIL-
PATRICK, and Mr. PASCRELL. 

H.R. 1157: Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon, Mr. 
ALLEN, and Mr. STUPAK. 

H.R. 1163: Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1168: Mr. BILIRAKIS. 
H.R. 1170: Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. 
H.R. 1193: Mr. RYUN of Kansas. 
H.R. 1196: Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 

BISHOP of New York, Mr. UDALL of Colorado, 
Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. SMITH of Washington, 
Mr. HINCHEY, and Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 

H.R. 1225: Mr. STRICKLAND, Mr. DICKS, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. ROSS, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. FORD, Mrs. JO 
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ANN DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. QUINN, Mr. 
MOORE, Mr. SNYDER, Mr. STARK, Mr. FARR, 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, Mr. ROGERS of 
Michigan, Mr. POMEROY, and Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina. 

H.R. 1244: Mr. CRENSHAW. 
H.R. 1250: Mr. MANZULLO.
H.R. 1260: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan and Mr. 

PUTNAM. 
H.R. 1264: Mr. HOLDEN. 
H.R. 1267: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. MEE-

HAN, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 
STRICKLAND, Mr. WU, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Mr. WYNN, and Mr. POMEROY. 

H.R. 1276: Mr. CANTOR. 
H.R. 1301: Mr. DUNCAN, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. 

MOLLOHAN, and Mr. GIBBONS. 
H.R. 1309: Mr. GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 1329: Mr. PUTNAM, Ms. HARRIS, Mr. 

UPTON, and Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 1336: Mr. JONES of North Carolina, Mr. 

HENSARLING, and Mr. QUINN. 
H.R. 1355: Mr. SABO and Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 1358: Mr. DAVIS of Florida. 
H.R. 1374: Mr. GUTIERREZ and Mr. DAVIS of 

Florida. 
H.R. 1377: Mr. GOODE, Mr. SMITH of New 

Jersey, Mr. DEUTSCH, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. 
DAVIS of Alabama, and Ms. JACKSON-LEE of 
Texas. 

H.R. 1385: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. LEWIS of 
Georgia, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. CASE, Mr. KIL-
DEE, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. WOLF, Mr. TERRY, 
Mr. WEXLER, and Mr. BASS. 

H.R. 1388: Mr. STRICKLAND, Ms. WOOLSEY, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. AKIN, and Mr. GALLEGLY. 

H.R. 1409: Mrs. CUBIN and Ms. BORDALLO. 
H.R. 1418: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas. 
H.R. 1421: Mr. SIMMONS.
H.R. 1429: Mrs. MALONEY and Mr. OLVER. 
H.R. 1430: Mr. LEACH, Mr. TIERNEY, and Mr. 

STARK. 
H.R. 1442: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mrs. 

MALONEY, Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mr. SWEENEY, 
Mr. NUNES, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. GINNY BROWN-
WAITE of Florida, and Mrs. MILLER of Michi-
gan. 

H.R. 1466: Mr. HOLT. 
H.R. 1470: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. ESHOO, 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, and Mr. GUTIERREZ. 
H.R. 1472: Mr. WELLER, Mr. BLUMENAUER, 

Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. 
ISAKSON, Mr. LEACH, Mr. LINDER, Mr. NEAL of 
Massachusetts, and Mr. SHERMAN. 

H.R. 1478: Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 1510: Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. BROWN of 

Ohio, Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, and Mr. 
GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 1523: Mr. MCCRERY, Mr. DAVIS of Illi-
nois, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. ENGEL, and Mr. 
DAVIS of Tennessee. 

H.R. 1532: Mr. FARR and Mr. KOLBE. 
H.R. 1539: Mr. RANGEL and Mr. BERRY. 
H.R. 1540: Mr. MARKEY. 
H.R. 1580: Mr. OBERSTAR and Mr. HOEFFEL. 
H.R. 1582: Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. LATOURETTE, 

and Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon. 
H.R. 1606: Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. 
H.R. 1613: Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. 

WELDON of Pennsylvania, Mr. DICKS, Mr. 
MEEKS of New York, and Mr. WHITFIELD. 

H.R. 1614: Mr. SIMMONS. 
H.R. 1615: Mr. ENGLISH. 
H.R. 1616: Ms. MAJETTE and Mr. SCOTT of 

Georgia. 
H.R. 1638: Mr. WICKER and Mr. ACEVEDO-

VILA. 
H.R. 1643: Mrs. BIGGERT, Mrs. CAPITO, and 

Mr. BACA. 
H.R. 1659: Mr. DOOLEY of California, Mr. 

FARR, Mr. THOMPSON of California, and Mr. 
THOMAS. 

H.R. 1662: Mr. TURNER of Texas, Mr. 
HEFLEY, and Mr. ISSA. 

H.R. 1673: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 1675: Mr. NUNES, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 

OBERSTAR, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. SANDERS, and 
Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. 

H.R. 1682: Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Illinois, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. ETHERIDGE, Mr. 
FROST, Mr. SCHROCK, Ms. GINNY BROWN-
WAITE of Florida, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. MCIN-
TYRE, and Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 1685: Mr. DREIER and Mr. PASTOR. 
H.R. 1690: Ms. MCCOLLUM and Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 1692: Mr. ISRAEL. 
H.R. 1700: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. SNYDER, Mr. 

SANDLIN, Mr. CASE, Mr. WOLF, Ms. LEE, and 
Mr. TERRY. 

H.R. 1708: Mr. FROST, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. 
BOEHLERT, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. DAVIS of Ala-
bama, Mr. ALEXANDER, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. 
GONZALEZ, Ms. MCCARTHY of Missouri, Mr. 
MARKEY, Ms. LEE, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 
ACEVEDO-VILA, Mr. SHAYS, Ms. JACKSON-LEE 
of Texas, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 
COOPER, and Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. 

H.R. 1710: Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. OBERSTAR, 
Mr. HOEFFEL, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. 
PAUL, Mr. LEACH, and Mr. CAPUANO. 

H.R. 1711: Mr. LIPINSKI and Mrs. KELLY. 
H.R. 1713: Mr. GUTIERREZ and Mr. DAVIS of 

Florida. 
H.R. 1714: Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina, 

Mr. FOLEY, Mr. CASE, and Mr. GOSS. 
H.R. 1718: Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 1721: Mr. BAIRD. 
H.R. 1754: Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr. 

CARSON of Oklahoma, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. 
KENNEDY of Minnesota. 

H.R. 1758: Mr. OWENS and Mr. LUCAS of 
Kentucky. 

H.R. 1779: Mr. GOODE, Mr. JONES of North 
Carolina, Mr. SCHROCK, Ms. GINNY BROWN-
WAITE of Florida, and Mr. ENGLISH. 

H.R. 1780: Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1787: Mr. UPTON, Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. 

HOUGHTON, Mr. WOLF, Mr. UDALL of Colo-
rado, Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin, Mr. FROST, 
Mrs. KELLY, and Mr. BOEHLERT. 

H.R. 1814: Ms. PELOSI, Mr. KENNEDY of 
Rhode Island, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. LOFGREN, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
BACA, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, 
Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. 
HOLT, Mr. ACEVEDO-VILA, Mrs. MALONEY, and 
Mr. SCHIFF. 

H.R. 1819: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. 

H.R. 1835: Mr. COLE. 
H.R. 1838: Mr. FILNER, Mr. REYES, Ms. 

CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. BROWN of 
Ohio, and Ms. LEE. 

H.R. 1860: Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. STARK, Mr. 
ACEVEDO-VILA, Mr. KILDEE, and Mr. FROST. 

H.R. 1873: Mr. GOODE, Mr. ACEVEDO-VILA, 
Mr. TERRY, and Mr. GRAVES. 

H.R. 1874: Mr. NORWOOD, Mr. ISAKSON, and 
Mr. DINGELL. 

H.R. 1886: Mr. RODRIGUEZ. 
H.R. 1887: Mr. GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 1902: Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Mr. 

FRANK of Massachusetts, Ms. CARSON of Indi-
ana, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, 
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Mr. WEINER, Mr. 
CONYERS, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. KILDEE. 

H.R. 1905: Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. GARRETT of New 
Jersey, Mr. MOORE. 

H.R. 1906: Mr. FILNER, Ms. CORRINE BROWN 
of Florida, Mr. STRICKLAND, Mr. BROWN of 
Ohio, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. TOWNS, 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New 
York, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. FROST, and Mr. 
ACEVEDO-VILA. 

H.R. 1935: Mr. ISRAEL and Mr. EVANS. 
H.J. Res. 4: Mr. RAMSTAD. 
H.J. Res. 22: Ms. HARRIS. 
H.J. Res. 36: Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. OSBORNE, Ms. 

SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Mr. THOMP-
SON of California, Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Vir-
ginia, and Mr. CARSON of Oklahoma. 

H.J. Res. 44: Mr. SHADEGG. 
H.J. Res. 52: Ms. PRYCE of Ohio and Mr. 

PORTMAN. 
H. Con. Res. 19: Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 
H. Con. Res. 21: Mr. GOODE, Mr. HULSHOF, 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE, and Mr. SNYDER. 
H. Con. Res. 56: Mr. KUCINICH and Mr. 

ACEVEDO-VILA. 
H. Con. Res. 78: Mr. MORAN of Virginia. 
H. Con. Res. 91: Ms. NORTON. 
H. Con. Res. 99: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. RUSH, Mr. 

ALLEN, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Ms. WA-
TERS, Ms. NORTON, Mr. BERMAN, Mrs. 
MALONEY, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, and Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA. 

H. Con. Res. 117: Mr. WELLER, Mr. FORBES, 
Mr. WATT, Mr. SCHIFF, and Mrs. MUSGRAVE. 

H. Con. Res. 130: Mr. GUTIERREZ. 
H. Con. Res. 151: Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. 

MORAN of Virginia, and Mr. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H. Con. Res. 152: Mr. WELDON of Pennsyl-

vania. 
H. Con. Res. 154: Mr. ROYCE, Mr. LANTOS, 

Ms. LEE, and Mr. MEEKS of New York. 
H. Con. Res. 158: Mr. KUCINICH and Mr. 

RANGEL. 
H. Res. 60: Mr. LEACH, Mr. JENKINS, Mr. 

OLVER, Mr. BOSWELL, and Ms. CARSON of In-
diana.

H. Res. 136: Mr. SAXTON and Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE. 

H. Res. 141: Ms. SOLIS. 
H. Res. 167: Mr. CARSON of Oklahoma, Mr. 

RAHALL, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, and 
Mr. MCINTYRE. 

H. Res. 180: Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. BROWN of 
Ohio, Mr. FROST, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. 
BALLANCE, and Mr. OXLEY. 

H. Res. 193: Mr. ALLEN, Mr. BACA, Mr. 
BASS, Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mr. FOLEY, Mr. LI-
PINSKI, Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, Mr. 
RUSH, Mr. SHIMKUS, Ms. HARMAN, Mr. COX, 
Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin, Mr. 
GEPHARDT, Mr. GREENWOOD, and Mr. CON-
YERS. 

H. Res. 208: Mr. SHAW. 

f 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows:

H.R. 766

OFFERED BY: MR. BELL

AMENDMENT NO. 1: In section 3(b)(5), strike 
‘‘environmental concerns’’ and insert ‘‘toxi-
cological studies, environmental impact 
studies,’’. 

H.R. 766

OFFERED BY: MR. BELL

AMENDMENT NO. 2: In section 3(b)(1), insert 
‘‘, including research on the potential of 
nanotechnology to produce or facilitate the 
production of clean, inexpensive energy,’’ 
after ‘‘nanotechnology research and develop-
ment’’. 
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