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The House met at 2 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. CULBERSON).

———

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
July 6, 2004.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN
ABNEY CULBERSON to act as Speaker pro tem-
pore on this day.

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

———

PRAYER

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

Lord our God, having been refreshed
by the celebration of the independence
of this Nation and having been renewed
in the spirit of those who planted the
seeds of liberty and equal justice in the
soul of America, let this summer ses-
sion of the 108th Congress of the United
States begin with Your blessing.

As Members return to Capitol Hill,
fill this place with the divine vision of
Ezekiel, the prophet. May this lofty
view shape our future.

On this day, may Your all-powerful
hand come upon this Chamber and this
country, that the long-term building of
an everlasting city of truth and justice
be realized. The dream of America, the
last best hope for the world, seems uto-
pian only if we rely solely on ourselves
or our own power.

But with You and in You all things
are possible. So we place our trust in
You, Lord God. Help us build with Your
vision in mind, now and forever. Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the

last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

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

———
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina led the
Pledge of Allegiance 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.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed with
amendments in which the concurrence
of the House is requested, bills of the
House of the following titles:

H.R. 4200. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2005 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe
personnel strengths for such fiscal year for
the Armed Forces, and for other purposes.

H.R. 4613. An act making appropriations
for the Department of Defense for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 2005, and for other
purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed bills of the following
titles in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

S. 2401. An act to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2005 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, to prescribe per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year for the
Armed Forces, and for other purposes.

S. 2402. An act to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2005 for military construction,
and for other purposes.

S. 2403. An act to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2005 for defense activities of
the Department of Energy, and for other pur-
poses.

PRIVATE CALENDAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is
Private Calendar Day. The Clerk will
call the first individual bill on the Pri-
vate Calendar.

———
TANYA ANDREA GOUDEAU

The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 530)
for the relief of Tanya Andrea
Goudeau.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill as follows:

H.R. 530

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. IMMEDIATE RELATIVE STATUS FOR
TANYA ANDREA GOUDEAU.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Tanya Andrea Goudeau
shall be classified as a child under section
101(b)(1)(E) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act for purposes of approval of a rel-
ative visa petition filed under section 204 of
such Act by her adoptive parent and the fil-
ing of an application for an immigrant visa
or adjustment of status.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Tanya An-
drea Goudeau enters the United States be-
fore the filing deadline specified in sub-
section (c), she shall be considered to have
entered and remained lawfully and shall, if
otherwise eligible, be eligible for adjustment
of status under section 245 of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act as of the date of
the enactment of this Act.

(c) DEADLINE FOR APPLICATION AND PAY-
MENT OF FEES.—Subsections (a) and (b) shall
apply only if the petition and the application
for issuance of an immigrant visa or the ap-
plication for adjustment of status are filed
with appropriate fees within 2 years after the
date of the enactment of this Act.

(d) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BER.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
visa or permanent residence to Tanya An-
drea Goudeau, the Secretary of State shall
instruct the proper officer to reduce by 1, for
the current or next following fiscal year, the
worldwide level of family-sponsored immi-
grants under section 201(c)(1)(A) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act.

(e) DENIAL OF PREFERENTIAL IMMIGRATION
TREATMENT FOR CERTAIN RELATIVES.—The
natural parents, brothers, and sisters of
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Tanya Andrea Goudeau shall not, by virtue
of such relationship, be accorded any right,
privilege, or status under the Immigration
and Nationality Act.

SEC. 2. ELIGIBILITY FOR CITIZENSHIP.

For purposes of section 320 of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act, Tanya Andrea
Goudeau shall be considered to have satisfied
the requirements applicable to adopted chil-
dren under section 101(b)(1) of such Act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

———

RICHI JAMES LESLEY

The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 712)
for the relief of Richi James Lesley.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill as follows:

H.R. 712

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR
RICHI JAMES LESLEY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act, Richi James
Lesley shall be eligible for issuance of an im-
migrant visa or for adjustment of status to
that of an alien lawfully admitted for perma-
nent residence upon filing an application for
issuance of an immigrant visa under section
204 of such Act or for adjustment of status to
lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Richi
James Lesley enters the United States be-
fore the filing deadline specified in sub-
section (c), he shall be considered to have en-
tered and remained lawfully and shall, if oth-
erwise eligible, be eligible for adjustment of
status under section 245 of the Immigration
and Nationality Act as of the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(c) DEADLINE FOR APPLICATION AND PAY-
MENT OF FEES.—Subsections (a) and (b) shall
apply only if the application for issuance of
an immigrant visa or the application for ad-
justment of status is filed with appropriate
fees within 2 years after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(d) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BER.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
visa or permanent residence to Richi James
Lesley, the Secretary of State shall instruct
the proper officer to reduce by 1, during the
current or next following fiscal year, the
total number of immigrant visas that are
made available to natives of the country of
the alien’s birth under section 203(a) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act or, if appli-
cable, the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of the alien’s birth under section
202(e) of such Act.

(e) DENIAL OF PREFERENTIAL IMMIGRATION
TREATMENT FOR CERTAIN RELATIVES.—The
natural parents, brothers, and sisters of
Richi James Lesley shall not, by virtue of
such relationship, be accorded any right,
privilege, or status under the Immigration
and Nationality Act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

———

DURRESHAHWAR DURRESHAHWAR,
NIDA HASAN, ASNA HASAN,
ANUM HASAN, AND IQRA HASAN
The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 867)

for the vrelief of Durreshahwar
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Durreshahwar, Nida Hasan, Asna
Hasan, Anum Hasan, and Iqgra Hasan.

There being no objection, the Clerk

read the bill as follows:
H.R. 867

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR
DURRESHAHWAR DURRESHAHWAR,
NIDA HASAN, ASNA HASAN, ANUM
HASAN, AND IQRA HASAN.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act,
Durreshahwar Durreshahwar, Nida Hasan,
Asna Hasan, Anum Hasan, and Igra Hasan
shall each be eligible for issuance of an im-
migrant visa or for adjustment of status to
that of an alien lawfully admitted for perma-
nent residence upon filing an application for
issuance of an immigrant visa under section
204 of such Act or for adjustment of status to
lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If
Durreshahwar Durreshahwar, Nida Hasan,
Asna Hasan, Anum Hasan, or Iqra Hasan en-
ters the United States before the filing dead-
line specified in subsection (c), she shall be
considered to have entered and remained
lawfully and shall, if otherwise eligible, be
eligible for adjustment of status under sec-
tion 245 of the Immigration and Nationality
Act as of the date of the enactment of this
Act.

(c) DEADLINE FOR APPLICATION AND PAY-
MENT OF FEES.—Subsections (a) and (b) shall
apply only if the application for issuance of
an immigrant visa or the application for ad-
justment of status is filed with appropriate
fees within 2 years after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(d) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BER.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
visa or permanent residence to
Durreshahwar Durreshahwar, Nida Hasan,
Asna Hasan, Anum Hasan, and Iqra Hasan,
the Secretary of State shall instruct the
proper officer to reduce by 5, during the cur-
rent or next following fiscal year, the total
number of immigrant visas that are made
available to natives of the country of the
aliens’ birth under section 203(a) of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act or, if applica-
ble, the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of the aliens’ birth under section
202(e) of such Act.

(e) DENIAL OF PREFERENTIAL IMMIGRATION
TREATMENT FOR CERTAIN RELATIVES.—The
natural parents, brothers, and sisters of
Durreshahwar Durreshahwar, Nida Hasan,
Asna Hasan, Anum Hasan, and Igra Hasan
shall not, by virtue of such relationship, be
accorded any right, privilege, or status under
the Immigration and Nationality Act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

———
LINDITA IDRIZI HEATH

The Clerk called the Senate bill (S.
103) for the relief of Lindita Idrizi
Heath.

There being no objection, The Clerk
read the Senate bill as follows:

S. 103

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR
LINDITA IDRIZI HEATH.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section
101(b)(1) and subsections (a) and (b) of section
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201 of the Immigration and Nationality Act,
Lindita Idrizi Heath shall be eligible for
issuance of an immigrant visa or for adjust-
ment of status to that of an alien lawfully
admitted for permanent residence upon fil-
ing an application for issuance of an immi-
grant visa under section 204 of that Act or
for adjustment of status to lawful permanent
resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Lindita
Idrizi Heath enters the United States before
the filing deadline specified in subsection (c),
Lindita Idrizi Heath shall be considered to
have entered and remained lawfully and
shall, if otherwise eligible, be eligible for ad-
justment of status under section 245 of the
Immigration and Nationality Act as of the
date of enactment of this Act.

(c) DEADLINE FOR APPLICATION AND PAY-
MENT OF FEES.—Subsections (a) and (b) shall
apply only if the application for issuance of
an immigrant visa or the application for ad-
justment of status is filed with appropriate
fees within 2 years after the date of enact-
ment of this Act.

(d) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BERS.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
visa or permanent residence to Lindita Idrizi
Heath, the Secretary of State shall instruct
the proper officer to reduce by one, during
the current or next following fiscal year, the
total number of immigrant visas that are
made available to natives of the country of
birth of Lindita Idrizi Heath under section
203(a) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act or, if applicable, the total number of im-
migrant visas that are made available to na-
tives of the country of birth of Lindita Idrizi
Heath under section 202(e) of that Act.

SEC. 2. ELIGIBILITY FOR CITIZENSHIP.

For purposes of section 320 of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1431; relat-
ing to the automatic acquisition of citizen-
ship by certain children born outside the
United States), Lindita Idrizi Heath shall be
considered to have satisfied the require-
ments applicable to adopted children under
section 101(b)(1) of that Act (8 U.S.C.
1101(b)(1)).

SEC. 3. LIMITATION.

No natural parent, brother, or sister, if
any, of Lindita Idrizi Heath shall, by virtue
of such relationship, be accorded any right,
privilege, or status under the Immigration
and Nationality Act.

The Senate bill was ordered to be
read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This
concludes the call of the Private Cal-
endar.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 4 of rule I, Speaker pro
tempore PENCE signed the following en-
rolled bill on Wednesday, June 30, 2004:

S. 2507, to amend the Richard B. Rus-
sell National School Lunch Act and the
Child Nutrition Act of 1966 to provide
children with increased access to food
and nutrition assistance, to simplify
program operations and improve pro-
gram management, to reauthorize
child nutrition programs, and for other
purposes.
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COMMUNICATION FROM LEGISLA-
TIVE DIRECTOR OF HON. J. DEN-
NIS HASTERT, MEMBER OF CON-
GRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Anthony Reed, legisla-
tive director of the Honorable J. DEN-
NIS HASTERT, Member of Congress:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, June 29, 2004.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you
formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules
of the House of Representatives, that I have
been served with a criminal subpoena for tes-
timony issued by the Superior Court of the
District of Columbia.

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is consistent with
the precedents and privileges of the House.

Sincerely,
ANTHONY REED,
Legislative Director.

————————

COMMUNICATION FROM STAFF AS-

SISTANT OF HON. J. DENNIS
HASTERT, MEMBER OF CON-
GRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Luke Hatzis, staff assist-
ant of the Honorable J. DENNIS
HASTERT, Member of Congress:

Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you
formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules
of the House of Representatives, that I have
been served with a criminal subpoena for tes-
timony issued by the Superior Court of the
District of Columbia.

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is consistent with
the precedents and privileges of the House.

Sincerely,
LUKE HATZIS,
Staff Assistant.

———

IRAQ BECOMES SOVEREIGN
NATION AND U.S. ALLY

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, last week on June 28, Iraq be-
came a sovereign nation as control was
handed over from coalition forces to a
new Iraqi Government headed by Prime
Minister Iyad Allawi and President
Ghazi al-Yawer. This is an extraor-
dinary achievement for President
George W. Bush, the American mili-
tary, and our coalition partners.

Despite attacks from political oppo-
nents, President Bush firmly acted to
protect American families from future
terrorist attacks by liberating Iraq
from one of history’s most brutal dic-
tators. Today, only 15 months after the
fall of Saddam Hussein’s regime, Iraq
has turned from an enemy to a devel-
oping democracy. No longer a sup-
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porter of international terrorism, to-
day’s Iraq, along with Afghanistan,
represents a beacon of hope in the Mid-
dle East for freedom and democracy.

As the Iraqi people continue their
struggle for a better future, our brave
men and women in uniform continue to
work with Iraqi forces to hunt down
and stop the depraved enemy who is
desperate to stop the march for free-
dom.

In conclusion, may God bless our
troops; and we will never forget Sep-
tember 11.

———

SENATORS KERRY AND EDWARDS
ARE OUT OF STEP WITH MOST
AMERICANS

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

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, so
Senator KERRY has picked Senator ED-
WARDS as his running mate. That
means the Senator with the most lib-
eral voting record has picked the per-
son with the fourth most-liberal voting
record. That does not sound like main-
stream to me, and certainly their views
do not represent the majority of the
American people.

Both Senators KERRY and EDWARDS
voted against the ban on partial birth
abortion. Both have opposed all of the
recent tax relief legislation.

Both Senators voted against sending
our troops in Iraq and providing them
with body armor, and both favor am-
nesty for illegal immigrants.

Mr. Speaker, Senators KERRY and
EDWARDS are out of tune, out of line,
out of touch, and out of step with most
Americans.

———————

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 8 of
rule XX.

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

————

RECOGNIZING THE MARSHALL
ISLANDS

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 410)
recognizing the 25th anniversary of the
adoption of the Constitution of the Re-
public of the Marshall Islands and rec-
ognizing the Marshall Islands as a
staunch ally of the United States, com-
mitted to principles of democracy and
freedom for the Pacific region and
throughout the world, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. REs. 410

Whereas the Marshall Islands were ruled

under a succession of colonial regimes, in-
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cluding under Spanish and German rule, fol-
lowed in the 20th century by Japanese rule
under the League of Nations system for gov-
ernance of territories;

Whereas military activities of Imperial
Japan based in the Marshall Islands before
and during Word War II established the stra-
tegic importance of the Marshall Islands in
the Pacific;

Whereas the Marshall Islands were liber-
ated from Japanese military occupation in
some of the most horrific battles of World
War II, during which brave Marshallese peo-
ple risked their lives to aid the Armed
Forces of the United States and its allies;

Whereas in 1947 Congress approved a trust-
eeship agreement with the United Nations
Security Council under which the United
States became the administering power with
plenary powers of government in the Mar-
shall Islands;

Whereas during the United Nations trust-
eeship period the United States fulfilled its
commitment to promote the progress of the
Marshall Islands toward democratic self-gov-
ernment and self-determination, leading to
the establishment of local self-government
that culminated in a constitutional conven-
tion in which delegates representing the peo-
ple of the Marshall Islands proposed that
they be constituted as a self-governing na-
tion;

Whereas in accordance with the enabling
measures adopted by the United States as
administering power of the Marshall Islands,
which encouraged and fully supported the
emergence of the Marshall Islands as a duly
constituted nation based on the freely ex-
pressed will of the people, in 1979 the people
of the Marshall Islands adopted their own
constitution and subsequently declared their
form of government to be a republic;

Whereas the Constitution of the Republic
of the Marshall Islands established a par-
liamentary governmental system with sepa-
ration of powers and a ‘‘Bill of Rights,”
guaranteeing democracy and freedom for the
Marshallese people based on the rule of law,
limited government, and individual liberty;

Whereas the United States and the duly
constituted Government of the Republic of
the Marshall Islands adopted a Compact of
Free Association to define government-to-
government relations between the United
States and the Marshall Islands as two sov-
ereign nations under mutually agreed terms
upon termination of the United Nations
trusteeship for the Marshall Islands;

Whereas the promulgation of a national
constitution made possible the termination
of the United Nations trusteeship in 1986 and
the emergence of the Republic of the Mar-
shall Islands as a sovereign nation in free as-
sociation with the United States under the
Compact of Free Association, forming an al-
liance that preserves the close and special
political, social, economic, and military re-
lationship between the two countries that
developed during the trusteeship period;

Whereas the United States has no closer
alliance with any nation or group of nations
than it does with the Republic of the Mar-
shall Islands under the Compact of Free As-
sociation, which continues the strategic
partnership and role of the Marshall Islands
in United States strategic programs based in
the Marshall Islands, which began at the end
of World War II and has continued under the
trusteeship and Compact to promote the mu-
tual security of the United States and the
Marshall Islands;

Whereas the Republic of the Marshall Is-
lands is a model for transition of formerly
non-self-governing territory ravaged by war
to a sovereign political status as a stable de-
mocracy, a success story for institution
building and recovery from conflict not only
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for the Pacific region but throughout the
world;

Whereas in light of the shared history of
the United States and the Republic of the
Marshall Islands and special relations under
the Compact of Free Association, it is en-
tirely fitting for Congress to recognize the
25th anniversary of the adoption of the Con-
stitution of the Republic of the Marshall Is-
lands, recalling the importance of duly con-
stituted self-government in the self-deter-
mination process leading to national sov-
ereignty for the Marshall Islands; and

Whereas the Republic of the Marshall Is-
lands has remained one of the staunchest al-
lies of the United States during the cold war
and the war on terrorism, and the voting
record of the Republic of the Marshall Is-
lands as a member state in the United Na-
tions General Assembly is unparalleled by
any other country, further demonstrating
the shared commitment of the two nations
to promote democracy and global peace:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Congress—

(1) recognizes the 25th anniversary of the
adoption of the Constitution of the Republic
of the Marshall Islands; and

(2) recognizes the Republic of the Marshall
Islands as a staunch ally of the United
States, committed to principles of democ-
racy and freedom for the Pacific region and
throughout the world.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the concurrent reso-
lution under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the United States and
the Marshall Islands share deep bonds
of history and friendship. We have en-
joyed the uniquely close alliance over
the past half century. The ties between
us stretch back to World War II when
we struggled together to liberate the
Marshall Islands from Japanese occu-
pation.

During the intervening decades,
these bonds of blood have grown into
an abiding alliance. The Congress re-
affirmed that alliance late last year
when we approved the amended Com-
pact of Free Association between the
United States and the Republic of the
Marshall Islands, which extended the
strategic and economic ties between
our two countries.

When the Marshallese people adopted
their Constitution in 1979, they formed
a democratic government, committed
to the rule of law and individual lib-
erty. It was a critical development in
their transition from the U.S.-adminis-
tered trust territory into a sovereign
independent nation.
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The people of the United States saw
our shared ideals of freedom and de-
mocracy take root among our friends
in the Pacific; and when full sov-
ereignty followed in 1986, we gained a
stalwart ally in the community of na-
tions.

I commend this effort to commemo-
rate that event and our continuing alli-
ance with the Republic of the Marshall
Islands, which deserves our unanimous
support.

Mr. Speaker, I have had the oppor-
tunity a couple of times now to visit
the Marshall Islands, once years ago
and again this January, and to be able
to visit with President Note and other
members of the Parliament and other
ministers as well and to visit a couple
of the islands and to witness the friend-
ship firsthand with the Marshallese
people.

It is significant to note that nearly a
hundred Marshallese citizens have ac-
tually been serving with our Armed
Forces in Iraq and other theatres of
war. They have been a very staunch
ally of ours, and I think it is also sig-
nificant to note that in the United Na-
tions, the United States has no better
friend and ally than the Marshallese.
The Marshall Islands votes with the
United States 99 percent of the time.
That is something that is not shared
with any other country or nation. So
we owe a debt of gratitude to the
Marshallese people; and to recognize
them for the adoption of their Con-
stitution 25 years ago, I think, is a sig-
nificant step. It means a lot to them,
and it should mean a lot to us.

There is also another reason that it
is important that we recognize the
Marshall Islands for what they do and
have done for us in the past. Our nu-
clear testing dates back to the 1950s
when we did Operation Bravo and in
other operations where we tested nu-
clear devices, and the Marshallese peo-
ple have cooperated and helped us in
that regard for over a half century; and
for that we owe a debt of gratitude.

From the military base at Kwajalein,
I was able to see our base there and see
what we are currently doing today; and
it is a great operation there, and we
have the full cooperation of the
Marshallese, which makes it much
easier to accomplish what we need to.

They have been a stable democracy
in the Pacific for over 25 years, and
this is due in part to the fact that the
United States during the U.N. trustee-
ship period fulfilled its commitment to
promote democratic self-government
and self-determination for the Mar-
shall Islands. These efforts led to the
establishment of local self-government,
and this culminated in a constitutional
convention in which delegates rep-
resenting the people of the Marshall Is-
lands proposed that they be con-
stituted as a self-governing nation.

This happened, and in 1979 the people
of the Marshall Islands adopted their
own Constitution and declared them-
selves a republic. This Constitution es-
tablished a parliamentary govern-
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mental system with separation of pow-
ers and a bill of rights guaranteeing de-
mocracy, freedom, and limited govern-
ment for the Marshallese people.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this resolution and would first like
to commend my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE), for
introducing this important measure as
well as the gentleman from Illinois
(Chairman HYDE), and the ranking
member, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS), for their strong
support for this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, House Concurrent Reso-
lution 410 recognizes the 25th anniver-
sary of the adoption of the Constitu-
tion of the Republic of the Marshall Is-
lands. Given the extremely close bilat-
eral relationship between our two na-
tions and the important role played by
the people of the Marshall Islands in
our Nation’s victory in World War II, it
is appropriate that we commemorate
this important day in the history of
the Marshall Islands.

The United States has no greater
friend in the Western Pacific than the
government of the Marshall Islands.
The United States maintains an impor-
tant military facility at Kwajalein
Atoll, and young Marshallese men and
women serve in the TUnited States
Armed Forces. The Marshall Islands
has been a strong supporter of Amer-
ican policy at the United Nations and a
good friend to an embattled ally of the
United States, the State of Israel.

The Marshall Islands is also a strong
and flourishing democracy, having re-
cently completed free and fair elec-
tions in 2003 for its legislature. In fact,
Members of Congress welcomed
Marshallese President Kessai Note to
Washington, D.C. a few weeks ago.
President Note discussed the future of
relations between the United States
and the Marshall Islands and the need
for the U.S. Congress to carefully ex-
amine the Changed Circumstances Pe-
tition submitted by the Marshall Is-
lands.

In short, Mr. Speaker, the Marshall
Islands is a strong, democratic ally of
the United States and a strategically
important position. We must do all we
can to further solidify relations be-
tween our two nations.

I urge my colleagues to support
House Concurrent Resolution 410.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she
may consume to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WATSON).

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, it brings me a great
deal of fulfillment and joy to recognize
the 25th anniversary of the adoption of
the Constitution of the Republic of the
Marshall Islands. Given the extremely
close bilateral relationship between
our two nations, and the important
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role played by the people of the Mar-
shall Islands in our Nation’s victory in
World War II, it is appropriate that we
commemorate this important day in
the history of the Marshall Islands.

On the personal side, I had the pleas-
ure to be the Ambassador to Micro-
nesia. As you know, Micronesia and the
Marshall Islands are right in the same
region, and the islands of Micronesia
are under a Compact of Mutual Agree-
ment, as are the Marshall Islands. As
they work their way into the 21st cen-
tury, it is with our support as they
build their democracy in islands that
are thousands of miles away. We can be
proud of the relationship we have had
with them for the past 20 years as they
build their nations into a brighter,
more prosperous future.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the gentle-
man’s comments and just to say again
that we had the opportunity, myself
and the gentleman from California
(Chairman PoMBO) of the Committee
on Resources, to travel with Secretary
Gale Norton, Secretary of the Interior,
to the Marshall Islands earlier this
year, and were able to meet with the
President and others. I know they ap-
preciate this gesture, and we have no
greater friend than the Marshall Is-
lands.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in strong support of H. Con. Res. 410,
to recognize the 25th anniversary of the Con-
stitution of the Republic of the Marshall Is-
lands and that the Marshall Islands is a
staunch ally of the United States. | want to
begin by commending my friend, the Gen-
tleman from Arizona Mr. FLAKE, for his leader-
ship in introducing this worthwhile resolution of
which | am an original cosponsor.

The Republic of the Marshall Islands suf-
fered for 400 years under the colonial regimes
of Spain and Germany. In the 20th century,
under the League of Nations system for gov-
ernance of territories, Japan governed the
Marshall Islands. During World War I, the
Marshall Islands were liberated from Japanese
rule through the cooperation between the
Marshallese people and the Armed Forces of
the United States.

In a 1947 agreement between Congress
and the United Nations Security Council, the
United States assumed trusteeship of the Mar-
shall Islands. During the period from 1947 to
1979, the United States promoted democratic
self-government and self-determination in the
Marshall Islands. In 1979, the Marshall Islands
adopted their own constitution and declared
themselves the Republic of the Marshall Is-
lands.

Since that time, the Republic of the Marshall
Islands has proved itself a staunch ally of the
United States and a model for transition from
a non-self-governing territory ravaged by war
to a stable and democratic example of institu-
tion building for the Pacific region and the rest
of the world.

On June 17, 2004, President of the Repub-
lic of the Marshall Islands, Kessai Note wrote
to U.S. Senator DANIEL AKAKA expressing his
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continued concern for the people of Ailuk Atoll
near which the United States tested the ther-
monuclear weapon Bravo in 1954. The people
of Ailuk and others still suffer from the fallout
of those tests. | support President Note in his
desire to have the people of Ailuk receive the
support and assistance they badly need.

Mr. Speaker, this is worthy resolution, which
is deserving of all our support and | urge all
my colleagues to support its passage. And |
look forward to the continued friendship of the
United States and the Republic of the Marshall
Islands.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to recognize the 25th anniversary of the
adoption of the Constitution of the Republic of
the Marshall Islands, and to pay tribute to a
staunch ally of the United States and a people
committed to the principles of democracy and
freedom for all people of the Pacific region
and the world.

It is perhaps fitting that on May 29, 2004,
America dedicated the National World War Il
Memorial in recognition of the duty, sacrifices,
and valor of the members of the Armed
Forces of the United States who served in
World War 1l. The beginnings of our Nation’s
close relationship with the people of the Mar-
shall Islands are deeply rooted in that titanic
struggle. In 1944, risking their lives to aid the
Armed Forces of the United States and our Al-
lies, the Marshallese people joined with the
U.S. to liberate the Marshall Islands from Jap-
anese military rule. Some of the most horrific
battles of World War Il occurred on the Mar-
shall Islands before the Japanese military oc-
cupation was finally put to an end. The mo-
mentous events brought together the people
of these two great lands in a common bond
that has resulted in more than five decades of
friendship and strategic solidarity between the
Marshall Islands and the U.S. That relation-
ship is as strong today as it ever was.

Comprising 30 atolls and 1,152 islands, the
Republic of the Marshall Islands represents a
total land mass that is almost equivalent in
size to Washington, D.C., but covers roughly
770,000 square miles of the western Pacific
Ocean. Unfortunately, due to the vastness of
the world’s largest ocean, and the distance
between us, the culture, history, and people of
the Marshall Islands are largely unknown to
most Americans, except perhaps as the place
where the United States tested more than 67
nuclear weapons during the development of
our Nation’s strategic arsenal. Although that
testing left a legacy that we continue to ad-
dress to this day, it would prove critical to the
success of our country during the Cold War.

The United States nuclear testing program
put the people of these remote islands on the
front line in the Cold War struggle to preserve
international peace, promote nuclear disar-
mament, support nuclear nonproliferation, and
provide facilities critical to the development of
a deployable missile defense system. The
hardships and suffering endured by Marshall
Island citizens during the testing program di-
rectly contributed to the positive and peaceful
end to the Cold War. Their importance to the
emergence of democracy across the globe
cannot be understated. The people of the
United States, and indeed the entire Free
World, owe the people of the Marshall Islands
an enormous debt of gratitude for their sac-
rifices.

The Republic of the Marshall Islands has an
unmatched record of working in conjunction
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with the United States in the pursuit of inter-
national peace and security, the rights and
well-being of the peoples of the world, and in
the War on Terror. | have been fortunate to
have many great friends who hail from the
Marshall Islands, and | will never forget the
openness and kindness with which | was re-
ceived. | congratulate the people of the Mar-
shall Islands on the 25th Anniversary of their
Constitution; and | commend them for the un-
dying commitment to democracy and freedom.
The United States is fortunate to have such a
loyal friend and ally in the Pacific region. | look
forward to a long and mutually beneficial rela-
tionship between our two great Nations for
many more years to come.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, through-
out my tenure in Congress, | have worked
closely with the Republic of the Marshall Is-
lands (RMI) on many issues arising in the Pa-
cific region. The RMI has always been, and
continues to be, a great ally of the United
States and is dedicated to international peace
and freedom. Therefore, | rise today in support
of H. Con. Res. 410.

By the beginning of the 1900’s, the RMI was
annexed by Spain, Germany, and Japan. In
1934, the Allied invasion and occupation of
the RMI began. In 1947, the RMI became one
of six entities in the Trust Territory of the Pa-
cific Islands established by the United Nations
with the United States as the Trustee.
Throughout all these years of being occupied,
the people of RMI never lost their self-identity
or hope for their own country. This hope grew
in the decades after World War |l as a local
form of self-government was established. This
led to the convening of a constitutional con-
vention.

In 1979, the people of the RMI adopted a
constitution and chose their form of govern-
ment, a republic. With separation of powers
and a Bill of Rights listing guaranteed rights,
the RMI is based on the same principals and
freedoms that the United States was founded
on hundreds of years ago. Similar to our
founding, it was the will of the people driving
the process and making the decisions.

The RMI is now a sovereign nation. As a
sovereign nation, the RMI has aligned itself
closely with the U.S., particularly in a number
of defense and strategic issues. Recently, we
have renewed our mutually beneficial relation-
ship by reauthorizing the Compact of Free As-
sociation. This has guaranteed that our alli-
ance will continue for another 15 years.

| urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this resolution and recognize the 25th
anniversary of the adoption of RMI’s constitu-
tion. Their commitment and dedication to
peace and democracy should be commended.

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. FLAKE) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution, H. Con. Res. 410, as
amended.

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. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.



H5158

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.

——————

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Wanda
Evans, one of his secretaries.

——————

EISENHOWER EXCHANGE FELLOW-
SHIP PROGRAM TRUST FUND EN-
HANCEMENT ACT OF 2003

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2121) to amend the HEisenhower
Exchange Fellowship Act of 1990 to au-
thorize additional appropriations for
the Eisenhower Exchange Fellowship
Program Trust Fund, and for other
purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2121

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Eisenhower
Exchange Fellowship Program Trust Fund
Enhancement Act of 2003,

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) 2003 marks the 50th anniversary of the
establishment of the Eisenhower Exchange
Fellowship program.

(2) The Eisenhower Exchange Fellowship
program was founded to honor the 34th
President, Dwight D. Eisenhower, for his
character, courage, patriotism, and commit-
ment to international understanding
through exchange.

(3) Over the past 50 years the Eisenhower
Exchange Fellowship program has exposed
thousands of leaders throughout the world to
the values of American political institu-
tions, private sector commerce, educational
opportunities, and cultural and societal tra-
ditions.

(4) Eisenhower Exchange Fellows world-
wide have assumed positions of leadership in
their respective countries, whether in the
fields of government, industry, or civil soci-
ety, and they retain links to the United
States through their membership in Eisen-
hower Exchange Fellowships.

(5) The Eisenhower Exchange Fellowship is
developing a new program to broaden its geo-
graphic base to emphasize the relationship of
the United States with the Arab world.

(6) Congress has previously recognized the
importance of the work of the Eisenhower
Exchange Fellowship program when it grant-
ed the program a Federal Charter under sec-
tion 3(a) of Public Law 101-454.

(7) The Eisenhower Exchange Fellowship is
one of the best examples of public and pri-
vate partnerships.

(8) Additional resources are required to
achieve the goals and objectives of the Ei-
senhower Exchange Fellowship program in
the 21st century.

SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION OF ADDITIONAL APPRO-
PRIATIONS FOR THE EISENHOWER
EXCHANGE FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM
TRUST FUND.

Section 5 of the Eisenhower Exchange Fel-
lowship Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-454; 20
U.S.C. 5204) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘““To provide’ and inserting
‘“‘(a) INITIAL ENDOWMENT.—To provide’’; and
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(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

“(b) ENHANCED ENDOWMENT.—In addition to
the amount initially appropriated pursuant
to the authorization of appropriation under
subsection (a), there is authorized to be ap-
propriated to the Eisenhower Exchange Fel-
lowship Program Trust Fund $12,500,000 for
fiscal year 2004.”".

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 2121.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Chairman HYDE) I
am pleased to speak to a bill intro-
duced by the distinguished gentleman
from Kansas (Mr. TIAHRT). The meas-
ure authorizes an increase in the Eisen-
hower Fellows Trust Fund that was es-
tablished in 1992. The proceeds of this
trust fund finance this well-respected
exchange program. The increase will be
directed towards programs in the Mid-
dle East.

The Eisenhower Fellowships is a non-
partisan, nonprofit organization cre-
ated in 1953 to honor President Eisen-
hower. Eisenhower Fellowships pro-
mote international understanding and
productivity through the exchange of
information and ideas among emerging
leaders throughout the world. The pro-
gram brings rising leaders from other
countries to the United States and
sends American counterparts abroad
with a custom designed program for
each participant.

The fellowship program seeks to cre-
ate a network of leaders whose ties to
one another and the United States may
foster peace, productivity and progress.
This is accomplished by creating pro-
grams that enhance the capacities of
men and women leaders likely to have
an impact on their nation’s develop-
ment. Programs are designed to build
on the individual’s professional skills
as well as develop contacts within the
United States. These experiences are
devoted to the growth of the individual
Fellows, to the advancement of their
effectiveness as leaders, and to their
ability to contribute to progress and
reconciliation among diverse groups.

The advantage to the United States
in such interaction affords our citizens
the opportunity to understand the
aims, achievements and problems of
different countries through meeting
proven young leaders of these coun-
tries.

In closing, the Eisenhower Fellow-
ships promote international under-
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standing and productivity through the
exchange of information, ideas and per-
spectives among emerging leaders
throughout the world. This is impor-
tant and useful to our future as a mem-
ber of the globalized society.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this legislation and I urge my col-
leagues to do so as well. This legisla-
tion reauthorizes an important public
diplomacy program named after our
34th President, Dwight D. Eisenhower.
The Eisenhower Fellowship Program,
funded by both the private and public
sectors, has made an enduring con-
tribution to international under-
standing and furthering U.S. interests
around the globe by promoting inter-
national understanding through the ex-
change of information, ideas and per-
spectives among emerging leaders
worldwide. It brings rising foreign lead-
ers to the United States and sends
their American counterparts abroad,
with a custom designed program for
each participant.

Mr. Speaker, since its inception, over
1,500 fellows have become alumni of the
program. Among them are four heads
of government and 100 cabinet-level ap-
pointees. Numerous fellows have be-
come ambassadors, legislators, univer-
sity presidents, supreme court judges
and governors. They head major cor-
porations and nonprofit organizations
involving health, environment and cul-
ture.

Mr. Speaker, this is the type of pro-
gram that must be continued if we are
going to try to improve our stature
around the world and to change the
misunderstandings that are being prop-
agated by those who do not understand
our great Nation.

Indeed, we must increase these types
of programs if we are going to start to
make inroads on the increasingly nega-
tive view of the United States that has
been growing over the past 2 years.
Recognizing this need, the Eisenhower
program is developing an expanded pro-
gram for Middle East and the Arab
world.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support pas-
sage of this legislation, and urge my
colleagues to do so as well.

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
of H.R. 2121—the Eisenhower Exchange Fel-
lowship Trust Fund Enhancement Act. The Ei-
senhower Exchange Fellowship honors former
President Dwight D. Eisenhower for his char-
acter, courage and patriotism in both times of
war and peace. Its programs are designed to
advance international understanding by pro-
viding opportunities to emerging world leaders;
exposing them to diverse experiences. Each
year the program attracts approximately 45
leaders to the United States from countries
around the world. Eisenhower Fellowships
spend two months studying, learning and par-
ticipating in democratic institutions at all levels
of government.
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President Eisenhower believed that in-
formed professionals have the best oppor-
tunity to create international trust and coopera-
tion. Eisenhower Fellowships has followed this
vision. Since its founding in 1953 by private
citizens, Eisenhower Fellowships has built up
a distinguished alumni body of over 1,300
alumni in over 100 countries. There are 4
heads of state and over 100 cabinet appoint-
ments among them.

During its first 50 years, Eisenhower Fellow-
ships has proven the validity and impact of its
founding vision to bring together young lead-
ers from all over the world to pursue our mis-
sion, as Eisenhower saw it, of peace through
understanding. On October 3rd, 2003 Dr.
Henry Kissinger, Chairman of the Eisenhower
Exchange Fellowship, presented the Eisen-
hower Medal for Leadership and Service to
former Eisenhower Exchange Fellowship
Chairman and President George H.W. Bush.

The tragedy of September 11th and the
subsequent evidence of deep international
hatreds and misunderstanding have dem-
onstrated that Eisenhower Fellowships’ core
mission is even more relevant now than it was
in 1953. Since September 11th, almost daily
headlines have provided further evidence of
deep rifts along with misunderstanding and vi-
olence; conditions analogous to those that led
to the creation of Eisenhower Fellowships 50
years ago.

For Eisenhower Fellowships to continue to
have a meaningful impact globally, a signifi-
cant expansion of its programs is imperative.
World population has grown from 2.7 billion in
1953 to well over 6 billion; and there are now
192 independent nations versus a few dozen
when Eisenhower Fellowships was founded.

The Eisenhower Exchange Fellowship is
funded by a mix of private and Federal funds.
Congress granted a Federal charter in 1990
(P.L. 101-454) and created a permanent trust
fund to assist the fellowship program. The ini-
tial trust fund authorization has not increased
in over fourteen years while demands on the
program have increased substantially. This is
a fitting time to recognize the commitment of
the program to its original goals and to in-
crease trust fund investments. Under its fed-
eral charter, funds deposited into the trust
fund remain in the United States Treasury and
are invested in governmental securities. Only
proceeds from the trust fund are appropriated
to the Fellowship for operations. H.R. 2121
would increase trust fund assets by $12.5 mil-
lion. This is essential as the Eisenhower Ex-
change Fellowship is advancing plans for a
major new initiative with key countries in the
Middle East; including Egypt, Jordan and
Saudi Arabia.

Near the end of his first inaugural address,
President Eisenhower said, it is “our hope,
and our belief, that we can help to heal this di-
vided world.” That faith in the ability of Amer-
ica to help bring peace and justice to the
world was a fundamental part of Dwight Eisen-
hower. It is fitting that 50 years later the Ei-
senhower Exchange Fellowship is still pro-
moting these values and ideas in the name of
President Dwight David Eisenhower.

| support H.R. 2121 and commend the
Committee for bringing this critical bill to the
floor honoring an outstanding President and a
great Kansan.
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AUGUST 15, 2008.
Hon. DENNIS J. HASTERT,
Speaker, U.S. House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I learned recently that
the entire Kansas delegation joined together
on May 15th as original co-sponsors of H.R.
2121—The Eisenhower Exchange Fellowship
Trust Fund Enhancement Act. The purpose
of the bill is to increase the Federal Trust
Fund established by Congress that assists in
funding the work of the Eisenhower Fellow-
ships program. I commend Congressman Tod
Tiahrt for taking the lead on introducing
this legislation and encourage you to work
with him in getting this bill enacted into
law.

As the current Chairman of Eisenhower
Fellowships, I can attest to the need for in-
creased Federal support. The organization is
funded by a mix of private and Federal funds.
Congress granted a Federal charter in 1990
(PL 101-454) and created a permanent trust
fund to assist the fellowship program. The
initial trust fund authorization has not in-
creased in over thirteen years. Although we
have steadily increased the levels and pro-
portion of our private funding, demand for
our programs has increased far more rapidly
than our resources. This has been especially
true since September 11, 2001, an event that
strongly underlined the urgency of our mis-
sion: building understanding and progress
through dialogue among leaders from around
the world. Now in its fiftieth year of success-
ful operations, Eisenhower Fellowships re-
mains committed to this original goal and
poised to make a larger contribution.

I therefore ask for your support of the Hi-
senhower Exchange Fellowship Program
Trust Fund Enhancement Act of 2003 by
scheduling this bill as soon as possible after
Congress returns from the August break. The
timing of this is critical to me and to all the
supporters of the Eisenhower Fellowships,
since I will be chairing its 50th Anniversary
Board meeting on October 3, 2003, and pre-
senting the Eisenhower Medal for Leadership
and Service to former President George H.W.
Bush—my predecessor as Chairman of Eisen-
hower Fellowships. The Congressional ex-
pression of support for our mission by enact-
ing this bill into law will be a key factor in
strengthening this very fine example of pub-
lic/private endeavor in a mission critical to
the U.S. national interest.

Sincerely,
HENRY A. KISSINGER.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
FLAKE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2121.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

JAMES E. WORSHAM POST OFFICE
AND JAMES E. WORSHAM CAR-
RIER ANNEX BUILDING

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 3340) to redesig-
nate the facilities of the United States
Postal Service located at 7715 and 7748
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S. Cottage Grove Avenue in Chicago,
Illinois, as the ‘“James E. Worsham
Post Office” and the ‘“James E.
Worsham Carrier Annex Building’’, re-
spectively, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3340

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. JAMES E. WORSHAM POST OFFICE.

(a) REDESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 7715
S. Cottage Grove Avenue in Chicago, Illinois,
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘James
E. Worsham Post Office”.

(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 this section shall be deemed to
be a reference to the James E. Worsham Post
Office.

SEC. 2. JAMES E. WORSHAM CARRIER ANNEX
BUILDING.

(a) REDESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 7748
S. Cottage Grove Avenue in Chicago, Illinois,
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘James
E. Worsham Carrier Annex 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 this section shall be deemed to
be a reference to the James E. Worsham Car-
rier Annex Building.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. CLAY) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Mrs. MILLER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on H.R. 3340.

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

There was no objection.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker on behalf of the Com-
mittee on Government Reform, I rise
in support of H.R. 3340. This bill redes-
ignates two postal facilities in Chi-
cago, Illinois, as the James E.
Worsham Post Office and the James E.
Worsham Carrier Annex Building, re-
spectively. My esteemed colleague, the
gentleman from Chicago, Illinois, in-
troduced this legislation and all mem-
bers of the Illinois State Congressional
delegation have cosponsored this bill. I
share their support of H.R. 3340, and I
urge all of my colleagues to likewise
support this bill.

James Worsham was a native of Chi-
cago and enjoyed an admired career as
a letter carrier and a leader of a postal
employees union. After bravely serving
our Nation for 4 years, Worsham began
his postal career as a letter carrier in
1963. He ultimately joined the National
Association of Letter Carriers and he
rose to the ranks of Branch President
and National Trustee.
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Today, we honor Mr. Worsham’s sus-
tained diligence within the postal com-
munity.

Mr. Speaker, again I urge support of
H.R. 3340.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
Committee on Government Reform, I
am pleased to join my colleague the
gentlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. MIL-
LER) in the consideration of H.R. 3340,
legislation redesignating the Grand
Crossing Postal Station in Chicago, I1-
linois, after James E. Worsham.
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This measure, which was introduced
by the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
RUSH) on October 20, 2003, was unani-
mously reported by our committee on
June 24, 2004. H.R. 3340 enjoys the sup-
port and cosponsorship of the entire I1-
linois delegation.

Mr. Worsham, a native of Chicago,
began his postal career in 1963 as a let-
ter carrier assigned to the Grand Cross-
ing Postal Station. His hard work and
dedication was quickly noticed by his
coworkers, and he was drafted to be-
come shop steward. From that point
on, Mr. Worsham was a man on the
move. His leadership qualities were
recognized not only by his coworkers
but from the branch president and oth-
ers in the local National Association of
Letter Carriers’ office. Mr. Worsham
was subsequently slated to run for the
sergeant at arms position. He later be-
came an auditor and chief steward for
Branch 11.

A career milestone occurred in 1979
when Mr. Worsham was elected presi-
dent of Branch 11. He served in that po-
sition until his retirement. Upon his
retirement, President Worsham be-
came director of Retired Members for
NALC, a position he held here in the
Nation’s Capital. He later returned to
Chicago to serve again as president of
Branch 11.

Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-
league, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. RUSH), for seeking to honor the il-
lustrious and stellar career of James E.
Worsham, and I urge the swift passage
of H.R. 3340.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS).

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank the gentleman from
Missouri for yielding me this time.

I am very pleased to join with my
colleague, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. RUSH), who introduced this legis-
lation to rename a post office formerly
known as the Grand Crossing Post Of-
fice for Mr. James Worsham.

James Worsham is synonymous with
development of the letter carriers
union in the city of Chicago and in the
State of Illinois. He has provided tre-
mendous leadership to the extent that
the Illinois Letter Carriers are actually
one of the most effective organizations
of letter carriers in America. As a mat-
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ter of fact, the Chicago local has a bevy
of activities in which they are con-
stantly involved, not only in terms of
protecting the rights and privileges of
union members but also being greatly
involved in civic, community, and pub-
lic interest activity.

Mr. Worsham has been honored by
his local union. As a matter of fact,
they have actually renamed the union
hall the James Worsham Union Hall,
and now with redesignating these post-
al facility buildings. He had actually
retired from local leadership, became a
national employee of the union, and
then came back and was petitioned by
his members to run again after having
been away from the union for a number
of years in terms of local leadership.

So I commend my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH), for
having the foresight and understanding
of how we recognize someone who has
given practically all of their adult life
to a movement. So I am pleased to join
in support of this resolution. I urge its
passage. I want to commend Mr.
Worsham for an outstanding career as
a postal worker, a union leader, and as
a great American.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. RUSH).

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from Missouri for
yielding me this time.

I certainly want to also thank my
colleague, the gentleman from the ad-
joining district in Illinois (Mr. DAVIS),
for his kind remarks, his gracious com-
ments on this resolution, and for all
that he does for the entire State of Illi-
nois and the Nation, particularly for
the 7Tth Congressional District.

Additionally, Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentlewoman from Virginia
(Mrs. Jo ANN DAVIS) and others for
their efforts in bringing this legislation
to the floor today. I owe a great debt of
gratitude to the entire Illinois delega-
tion for their cosponsorship of this
worthy piece of legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to rise in
support of H.R. 3340, a bill that I intro-
duced back in September of last year,
which designates the U.S. post office
located at 7715 and 7748 South Cottage
Grove Avenue in my hometown of Chi-
cago as the James E. Worsham Post Of-
fice Building.

This bill pays fitting tribute to Mr.
James E. Worsham, who has served the
Chicago community with considerable
distinction as a hard-working and dedi-
cated postal worker. Before joining the
postal service, Mr. Worsham served in
the U.S. Air Force for 4 years and then
the city of Chicago as a traffic court
clerk for 4 years.

Mr. Worsham began what would be-
come an illustrious postal career on
the southeast side of Chicago at the
Grand Crossing Station on January 16,
1963, the station that we are proposing
to name after him today.

Mr. Speaker, back on January 16,
1963, it was an infamous day in the city
of Chicago. On that particular day in
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the city of Chicago, the actual air tem-
perature reached 27 degrees below zero;
and Mr. Worsham, a new letter carrier,
having no experience as a letter car-
rier, was sent out into the elements to
deliver the mail. It was his first day,
and he was not appropriately dressed
for the prolonged exposure to the se-
vere weather conditions in Chicago;
and as a result, he suffered extreme
frost bite to his ears. Undaunted by
this initial experience, he returned to
work the next day and adhered to the
literal meaning of a carrier’s creed:
neither rain nor snow, heat nor cold,
nor frost-bitten ears shall stay a car-
rier from his appointed rounds.

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Worsham’s cowork-
ers were first to recognize his leader-
ship skills and his fiery and staunch
determination to get the work done.
Because of this, his coworkers elected
him to become their shop steward, and
Mr. Worsham continued to climb the
professional and leadership ladder. He
held numerous high-profile positions
such as sergeant at arms, auditor and
chief steward for Branch 11. In January
of 1979, while holding these positions,
he ran for the president of Branch 11
and won overwhelmingly.

Mr. Speaker, as president, his skills
became known throughout the Nation
and the national president of the asso-
ciation recruited him to become a na-
tional trustee at the same time that he
maintained his position as president of
Branch 11.

Upon retirement, Mr. Worsham did
not stop there, nor did he slow down.
He became director of Retired Members
for the Letter Carriers here in Wash-
ington, D.C. for the last 4 years. Mr.
Worsham continues to fight for the
rights of postal employees, and he con-
tinues to ensure that the public re-
ceives the services that they are enti-
tled to.

Mr. Speaker, again, I believe that
this legislation is a fitting tribute to
Mr. James Worsham, and I strongly en-
courage my colleagues to support H.R.
3340.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Illinois for his com-
ments and the colorful tale that he
told us.

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

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I urge all Members to support
the passage of H.R. 3340, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 3340.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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VITILAS ‘VETO’ REID POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 4327) to des-
ignate the facility of the United States
Postal Service located at 7450 Natural
Bridge Road in St. Louis, Missouri, as

the ‘‘Vitilas ‘Veto’ Reid Post Office
Building”’.
The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4327
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. VITILAS “VETO” REID POST OFFICE
BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 7450
Natural Bridge Road in St. Louis, Missouri,
shall be known and designated as the
“Vitilas ‘Veto’ Reid 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 Vitilas “Veto” Reid
Post Office Building.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. CLAY) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Mrs. MILLER).

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the bill under consider-
ation.

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

There was no objection.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4327 is a great trib-
ute to the service of one of St. Louis,
Missouri’s favorite sons. This legisla-
tion designates the St. Louis postal fa-
cility as the Vitilas ‘““Veto” Reid Post
Office Building.

Mr. Speaker, longtime Postmaster
Veto Reid of St. Charles, Missouri, en-
joyed a postal career that spanned over
5 decades. He started his career in 1951
as a substitute clerk and ultimately
rose to be the postmaster in Godfrey,
Illinois, from 1980 until 1983. He then
moved to St. Charles, Missouri, where
he served as postmaster for 18 years
until his retirement in 2001.

Beyond his postal career, Reid is ac-
tive in his community and sits on the
boards of St. Charles County YMCA,
the St. Louis branch of the NAACP, the
Habitat for Humanity, and Lindenwood
University. Veto and his wife, Bessie,
reside in St. Charles; and on behalf of
my distinguished colleague, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. CLAY), I
want to congratulate him for this de-
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served post office designation. After
all, it is highly appropriate to name
this postal facility in St. Louis after a
great individual and a postal institu-
tion in St. Louis like Veto Reid. I com-
mend the gentleman from Missouri for
advancing H.R. 4327 to the floor today.
I support this meaningful honor of
Veto Reid.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. I
want to thank the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) for her Kkind
words. Hopefully, she will come to St.
Louis one day and meet Mr. REID.

Mr. Speaker, I rise as a sponsor of
H.R. 4327, a bill to honor Mr. Vitilas
“Veto” Reid by permanently desig-
nating the Normandy Post Office lo-
cated at 7450 Natural Bridge Road, St.
Louis, Missouri, the Vitilas ‘Veto”
Reid Post Office.

As we have heard, Veto Reid has had
a U.S. Postal Service career that
spanned over 50 years. He started his
career on August 20, 1951; and it cul-
minated with his retirement as post-
master on September 1, 2001.

His first assignment was ‘‘indefinite
substitute clerk,” which included
working in the mail processing and
special-delivery sections. After 18 years
as a clerk, he received his first man-
agement promotion to mail supervisor
in December of 1969. That promotion
was indeed a significant accomplish-
ment and was a first for an African
American. Affectionately known to his
family and friends as Veto, he has been
throughout his life a man of many
firsts. Some of his many accomplish-
ments are as follows:

Superintendent of station and
branches in Berkeley, Missouri; deliv-
ery program branch supervisor in Chi-
cago, Illinois; officer-in-charge, in Ha-
zelwood, Missouri Post Office; officer-
in-charge in St. Charles, Missouri;
postmaster of Godfrey, Illinois; post-
master of St. Charles, Missouri.

Veto Reid’s outstanding record of ac-
complishments as a postal service em-
ployee was recognized in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD on October 21, 2001. He
is an honor graduate of the historic
Vashon High School located in St.
Louis, and attended Stowe Teachers
College and the University of Missouri
at St. Louis. He is also a trustee and
chairman of the board of Prince of
Peace Missionary Baptist Church,
where he has been a member for more
than 65 years.
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He also has long-lasting memberships

with the Albert Holman Masonic
Lodge, Eureka Consistory, and
Medinah Temple representing the

Shriners of Eastern, Missouri.

Veto Reid served on the boards of
many advisory committees throughout
the St. Louis community. In January
of 1995 he was appointed President of
the Advisory Board of St. Joseph’s Hos-
pital SSM, St. Charles, Missouri. In
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July of 1999, he was elected President
of the Rotary Club of St. Charles, Mis-
souri. In both cases he became the first
African American to hold such posi-
tions.

Mr. Reid was also the first African
American station manager at the
South St. Louis City, Chouteau
Branch, and he was also the first Afri-
can American to be appointed station
manager at the Godfrey, Illinois, and
St. Charles, Missouri post offices.

Vitilas Reid has received many
awards, including the First Post-
master’s Leadership Award, which was
presented at the 1992 National Associa-
tion of Postmasters of the TUnited
States convention in Nashville, Ten-
nessee. In January 2002, he received the
State of Missouri Martin Luther King,
Jr. Distinguished Service Award. He
was inducted into the historic Vashon
High School Hall of Fame in 1990, and
was inducted into the St. Louis Gate-
way Classic Walk of Fame in August of
2003.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this measure in tribute to a
man whose life has meant so much to
his co-workers and his community.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I urge all Members to support
the passage of H.R. 4327.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 4327.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PERRY B. DURYEA, JR. POST
OFFICE

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 4427) to des-
ignate the facility of the United States
Postal Service located at 73 South Eu-
clid Avenue in Montauk, New York, as
the “Perry B. Duryea, Jr. Post Office”.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4427

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. PERRY B. DURYEA, JR. POST OFFICE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 73
South Euclid Avenue in Montauk, New York,
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Perry
B. Duryea, Jr. Post Office”’.

(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 Perry B. Duryea, Jr.
Post Office.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
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Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. CLAY) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Mrs. MILLER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on H.R. 4427.

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

There was no objection.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I am proud to support this legislation
that designates a U.S. postal facility in
Montauk, New York, as the ‘“‘Perry B.
Duryea, Jr. Post Office.” Every Mem-
ber of the New York State delegation
has cosponsored this bill. While State
cosponsorship is a formality for post
office designations to be reported from
the Committee on Government Reform,
in this case I think it reflects a great
deal of the sentiment from my New
York colleagues.

Mr. Perry Duryea remains one of the
most highly respected Speakers of the
New York State Assembly in history.
Speaker Duryea represented the people
of Long Island with considerable dedi-
cation. First elected as a State Assem-
blyman in 1960, Perry Duryea exhibited
extraordinary leadership for nearly two
decades in the New York State legisla-
ture, spending 12 years as Republican
leader. He held the distinguished posi-
tion of Assembly Speaker from 1969 to
1973, and he served as Minority Leader
from 1966 through 1968 and again from
1974 to 1978.

We all deeply regret that Speaker
Duryea passed away in January fol-
lowing a car accident near his home in
Montauk. I hope this post office des-
ignation provides a wonderful reminder
of Perry Duryea’s legacy as a public
servant and as a great American to his
friends, his family, and to all New York
residents.

I thank the gentleman from New
York for his work on H.R. 4427 that
honors Perry Duryea. I strongly urge
all of the Members of this House to
support this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
House Committee on Government Re-
form, I am pleased to join my colleague
in the consideration of H.R. 4427, legis-
lation designating the postal facility in
Montauk, New York, after Perry
Duryea. This measure which was intro-
duced by the gentleman from New
York (Mr. BISHOP) on May 20, 2004, was
unanimously reported by our com-
mittee on June 24, 2004. H.R. 4427 en-
joys the support and cosponsorship of
the entire New York delegation.

Perry Duryea, a lifelong resident of
Montauk, New York, was a political
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legend. For 18 years, from 1960 to 1978,
Mr. Duryea served as the Republican
Assemblyman from the First District.
While serving in the State Legislature,
Mr. Duryea served as Minority Leader
and Speaker of the Assembly.

Mr. Duryea was known for being bi-
partisan and recognized as a commu-
nity leader. He worked tirelessly for
the people of New York State and Long
Island. Sadly, he passed away in Janu-
ary of this year.

Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-
league for seeking to honor the legacy
of Perry Duryea, and I urge the swift
passage of this bill.

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

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker I have no further requests for
time, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs.
MILLER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4427.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF CON-
GRESS THAT THE PRESIDENT
POSTHUMOUSLY AWARD THE
PRESIDENTIAL MEDAL OF FREE-
DOM TO HARRY W. COLMERY

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the concurrent resolution
(H. Con. Res. 257) expressing the sense
of Congress that the President should
posthumously award the Presidential
Medal of Freedom to Harry W.
Colmery.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 257

Whereas the life of Harry W. Colmery of
Topeka, Kansas, was marked by service to
his country and its citizens;

Whereas Harry Colmery earned a degree in
law in 1916 from the University of Pittsburgh
and, through his practice of law, contributed
to the Nation, notably by successfully argu-
ing two significant cases before the United
States Supreme Court, one criminal, the
other an environmental legal dispute;

Whereas during World War 1, Harry
Colmery joined the Army Air Service, serv-
ing as a first lieutenant at a time when mili-
tary aviation was in its infancy;

Whereas after World War I, Harry Colmery
actively contributed to the growth of the
newly formed American Legion and went on
to hold several offices in the Legion and was
elected National Commander in 1936;

Whereas in 1943, the United States faced
the return from World War II of what was to
become an active duty force of 15,000,000 sol-
diers, sailors, airmen, and Marines;

Whereas Harry Colmery, recognizing the
potential effect of the return of such a large
number of veterans to civilian life, spear-
headed the efforts of the American Legion to
develop legislation seeking to ensure that
these Americans who had fought for the
democratic ideals of the Nation and to pre-
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serve freedom would be able to fully partici-
pate in all of the opportunities the Nation
provided;

Whereas in December 1943, during an emer-
gency meeting of the American Legion lead-
ership, Harry Colmery crafted the initial
draft of the legislation that became the
Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944, also
known as the GI Bill of Rights;

Whereas the GI Bill of Rights is credited
by veterans’ service organizations, econo-
mists, and historians as the engine that
transformed postwar America into a more
egalitarian, prosperous, and enlightened Na-
tion poised to lead the world into the 21st
century;

Whereas since its enactment, the GI Bill of
Rights has provided education or training for
approximately 7,800,000 men and women, in-
cluding 2,200,000 in college, 3,400,000 in other
schools, 1,400,000 in vocational education,
and 690,000 in farm training and, in addition,
2,100,000 World War II veterans purchased
homes through the GI Bill;

Whereas as a result of the benefits avail-
able to veterans through the initial GI Bill,
the Nation gained over 800,000 professionals
as the GI Bill transformed these veterans
into 450,000 engineers, 238,000 teachers, 91,000
scientists, 67,000 doctors, and 22,000 dentists;

Whereas President Truman established the
Presidential Medal of Freedom in 1945 to rec-
ognize notable service during war and in
1963, President Kennedy reinstated the medal
to honor the achievement of civilians during
peacetime;

Whereas pursuant to Executive Order No.
11085, the Medal of Freedom may be awarded
to any person who has made an especially
meritorious contribution to ‘(1) the security
or national interest of the United States, or
(2) world peace, or (3) other significant pub-
lic or private endeavors’’; and

Whereas Harry Colmery, noted for his serv-
ice in the military, in the legal sector, and
on behalf of the Nation’s veterans, clearly
meets the criteria established for the Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom: Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of
Congress that the President should post-
humously award the Presidential Medal of
Freedom to Harry W. Colmery of Topeka,
Kansas.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. CLAY) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Mrs. MILLER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on H. Con. Res. 257.

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

There was no objection.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to offer my
support for House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 257. This resolution expresses the
sense of Congress that the President
should posthumously award the Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom to Harry W.
Colmery.

Mr. Speaker, countless remarkable
Americans have contributed great
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sums to the building and development
of our great Nation. Today we cele-
brate Harry Colmery, truly one of the
most remarkable of all Americans.
Harry Colmery had the awesome vision
and the practical brilliance to compose
“The Servicemen’s Readjustment Act
of 1944,” or much better known as the
GI bill.

Harry Colmery grew up and attended
school in Pennsylvania before earning
a law degree in 1916. When the U.S. en-
tered World War I, Colmery left to
serve America as a first lieutenant in
the Army Air Service. When he re-
turned safely home after the war, he
developed a successful law practice,
eventually arguing two cases before
the United States Supreme Court. He
also became involved in the emerging
American Legion and was elected Na-
tional Commander in 1936.

As the head of the American Legion,
Colmery had the foresight to see be-
yond the second great war and to un-
derstand that at its completion nearly
15 million servicemen and service-
women would be returning home look-
ing to continue their lives. Many would
probably want to go back to work,
many more would want to go on to col-
lege. Colmery addressed both interests
at an emergency meeting of the Amer-
ican Legion leadership in December of
1943. There Colmery drafted the initial
draft of what became the Servicemen’s
Readjustment Act. President Franklin
Roosevelt signed the law the following
year, and it is credited with almost sin-
gle-handedly jump-starting the modern
American economic engine.

Mr. Speaker, the G.I. Bill provided
educational benefits that more than 2
million men and women utilized to at-
tend college after coming home from
World War II. Furthermore, an addi-
tional 5 million veterans received job
training and other preparation through
the G.I. Bill. Indeed, the G.I. Bill be-
came one of the most directly influen-
tial acts of Congress in American his-
tory. It is impossible to measure the
benefit to our national economy and
general welfare from the fruits of all of
this education.

Harry Colmery’s work in authoring
the G.I. Bill make him one of the great
Americans about whom many peobple
today actually know very little.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution requests
the President to posthumously award
the Nation’s highest civilian award to
Harry Colmery. On behalf of the chair-
man, the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
ToMm DAVIS), and the rest of the Mem-
bers of the Committee on Government
Reform, I want to make clear that this
is not a frivolous request, nor do we be-
lieve that the Presidential Medal of
Freedom is an honor that should be
awarded lightly. But we believe that
Harry Colmery deserves the Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom for the mil-
lions of lives that he helped improve
through the G.I. Bill.

I want to applaud the distinguished
gentleman from Kansas (Mr. RYUN) for
bringing this legislation forward on be-
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half of Harry Colmery and his momen-
tous contributions to our Nation. I be-
lieve this legislation deserves the full
support of the House.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs. MIL-
LER) for her remarks on Mr. Colmery.

Mr. Speaker, it is never too late to
honor someone who has done a great
deed for our Nation. Harry W. Colmery
should be honored with the Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom because mil-
lions of Americans are better off today
as a result of his vision and the hard
work he put in to making his dream a
reality.

After returning from duty in the Air
Service during World War I, Mr.
Colmery was struck by the financial
and emotional hardships he and his fel-
low veterans encountered when they
returned home. These hardships in-
cluded trouble adjusting to civilian life
and the inability to find adequate jobs.

Holding a law degree and therefore in
better shape than most veterans, Mr.
Colmery immediately became involved
in the newly formed American Legion,
where he helped fellow veterans who
were less fortunate than he was. He
held several legion posts before being
named National Commander in 1936.

As more and more young men were
drafted into service during World War
II, Harry Colmery began to think of his
own experiences and how he could im-
prove the lives of American veterans
when they returned from war. He led
efforts to make sure that these fine
young men who had risked their lives
for the freedom America enjoys would
best benefit from that freedom when
they returned.

In December 1943, Colmery called an
emergency meeting of the American
Legion leadership. Colmery drafted leg-
islation that would become the Serv-
icemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944,
known today as the G.I. Bill of Rights.

The G.I. Bill of Rights is considered
to be one of the core reasons that the
15 million U.S. soldiers active during
World War II were able to return to
America and lead productive lives.

Since its enactment, the G.I. Bill of
Rights has provided education and
training for 7.8 million men and
women. For the first time some of our
Nation’s most elite universities be-
came available to working class Ameri-
cans through the G.I. Bill, when they
otherwise would not have had the op-
portunity or financial resources.

Executive Order No. 11085 states that
the Medal of Freedom may be awarded
to any person who has made a meri-
torious contribution to the security or
national interests of the United States.
Frankly, the contribution Mr. Colmery
has made to the well-being of all Amer-
icans, regardless of race, class or reli-
gion, is immeasurable. As a grateful
Nation, we thank Mr. Colmery and
award him the Presidential Medal of
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Freedom because it is never too late to
honor American heroes like Harry
Colmery.

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

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I urge all Members to support House
Concurrent Resolution 257 that was of-
fered by the gentleman from Kansas
(Mr. RYUN). He wanted to be here today
but was delayed at the airport.

J 1500

I certainly commend him for his
leadership on this resolution.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, |
rise in strong support of H. Con. Res. 257,
which would express the sense of Congress
that the President posthumously award the
Medal of Freedom to Harry W. Colmery. Mr.
Colmery, a lawyer who successfully argued
cases before the Supreme Court after World
War |, was the visionary who drafted in long-
hand during the Christmas and New Year's
holidays of 1943—-1944 what would become
the Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944,
commonly known as the “G.l. Bill of Rights.”

Michael Bennett, author of When Dreams
Came True—The G.l. Bill and the Making of
Modern America, credits Mr. Colmery with the
wisdom and foresight that “made the United
States the first overwhelming middle-class na-
tion in the world. It was the law that worked,
the law whose unexpected consequences
were even greater than its intended pur-
poses.”

The World War II G.I. Bill of Rights—and
the engaging response on the part of the 7.8
million veterans who used it—produced
450,000 engineers; 238,000 teachers; 91,000
scientists; 67,000 doctors; 22,000 dentists;
and another one million college-educated men
in other professional disciplines like business,
management, manufacturing, banking, and so-
cial services. Among the 7.8 million Gl Bill re-
cipients were about five million World War Il
veterans who received other forms of valuable
technical schooling or on-job training that be-
come so important to our post-war civilian
economy.

Mr. Speaker, even before WWII ended,
Harry Colmery forecast that we as a nation
would need a kind of economic “cubby hole”
for training its veterans after the war, as the
American economy would transform from mak-
ing machine guns to making Maytags. Con-
gress agreed, and on June 22, 1944, it sent
the Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944 to
the White House. President Roosevelt signed
the bill saying “. . . it gives emphatic notice to
the men and women in our Armed Forces that
the American people do not intend to let them
down.”

But frankly, it was more than not letting
down the veterans themselves. Michael Ben-
nett speculates on Mr. Colmery’s foresight,
“For this was a bill . . . conceived in democ-
racy and dedicated to the proposition that
those called upon to die for their country, if
need be, are the best qualified to make it
work, if given the opportunity.”

Having served in the Army Air Service dur-
ing World War |, Harry Colmery understood
that economically empowering veterans
through education and training was vastly su-
perior to providing them with cash bonus pay-
ments, as was done for World War | service.
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And history has shown how correct Mr.
Colmery was.

Building upon the success of the original Gl
Bill, Congress subsequently approved a sec-
ond bill following the Korean War; a third bill
following the Vietnam War; a fourth bill for the
post-Vietham War era; and in 1985, under the
dedicated leadership of former Veterans’ Com-
mittee Chairman Sonny Montgomery, Con-
gress approved the modern version of the Gl
Bill which is fittingly called the Montgomery Gl
Bill.

And in recent years, Congress has contin-
ued to keep faith with the goals originally set
out by Harry Colmery by passing legislation
that modernizes the Gl Bill to meet the needs
of America’s military veterans in the 21st cen-
tury. As a result of bipartisan legislation | was
proud to sponsor along with my good friend
Congressman LANE EVANS, the total lifetime
college benefit for qualified veterans has risen
from $24,192 in January 2001, to $35,460
today. In total, more than 21 million veterans
have received higher education and job train-
ing through the original WWII GI Bill and its
successors.

Michael Bennett noted that, “the $14.5 bil-
lion cost of the WWII Gl Bill was paid by addi-
tional taxes on the increased income of the Gl
Bill recipient by 1960. Without the property—
and the social peace—engendered by the Gl
Bill, America couldn’t have afforded the Mar-
shall Plan’s $12.5 billion.”

Mr. Bennett further observed that by 1960,
“veterans were only in their early 40s, at the
height of their earning powers, and the bill’'s
catalytic effects would be felt for years to
come throughout the entire economy as
homes, schools, roads and service industries
multiplied. Between 1960 and 1980, America’s
Gross Domestic Product quintupled from
$515.9 billion to $2.7 ftrillion. Since then, the
GDP has risen to $8.5 trillion in 1998, a tri-
pling in 17 years rather than a quintupling in
20.”

Economic philosopher Peter Drucker said in
the Harvard Business Review that “the Gl Bill
of Rights and the enthusiastic response to it
on the part of America’s veterans signaled the
shift to a knowledge society. In this society,
knowledge is the primary resource for individ-
uals and for the economy overall.”

Mr. Drucker later wrote that “future histo-
rians may consider it the most important event
in the 20th Century. We are clearly in the mid-
dle of this transformation; indeed, if history is
any guide, it will not be completed until 2010
or 2020. But already it has changed the polit-
ical, economic and moral landscape of the
world.”

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Harry W. Colmery essen-
tially articulated for America what author Ben-
nett later referred to as the “American Creed
in Action.” Mr. Colmery knew from his per-
sonal experiences during and after World War
| that Americans who fight in wars often are
ordinary people who do extraordinary things.
Mr. Colmery and The American Legion mount-
ed the campaign for the Gl Bill and against
those who predicted that it could turn the na-
tion’s college and universities in to “edu-
cational hobo jungles.” In the end, Mr.
Colmery and Representative Edith Nourse
Rodgers (MA), who worked with him and co-
authored the Gl Bill legislation in the House of
Representatives, won out.

As the New York Times reported in Novem-
ber 1947, “. . . here is the most astonishing
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fact in the history of American higher edu-
cation. . . . The G.l.’s are hogging the honor
rolls and the Dean’s lists; as they are walking
away with the top marks in all of their courses.
. . . Far from being an educational problem,
the veteran has become an asset to higher
education.”

Mr. Speaker, as a trained lawyer and not an
economist or an educator, Harry Colmery de-
signed the legislation to allow 14 million World
War Il veterans to transform arsenals of mass
destruction into industries of mass consump-
tion.

These veterans did not just pass through
higher education, they transformed it. But it
was more than that. They created the modern
middle class, thanks to the vision of Harry
Colmery.

| encourage my colleagues to emphatically
support the Presidential Medal of Freedom for
this extraordinary American.

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in support of H. Con. Res. 257, a reso-
lution that would urge the President to post-
humously award Harry W. Colmery of Topeka,
Kansas, the Presidential Medal of Freedom.

In order to receive the Presidential Medal of
Freedom, a person must have contributed in
one of the following areas: the security or na-
tional interest of the United States, world
peace, or another significant public or private
endeavor. Harry Colmery’s work to bring the
gift of education to so many millions of Amer-
ican service members certainly qualified.

Harry Colmery answered the call of duty in
World War | by serving as a first lieutenant in
the Army Air Service. Aviation was a new con-
cept in those days, and Mr. Colmery showed
exceptional bravery and faith by serving his
country in the air.

Harry Colmery also served the United
States as a lawyer, having received his law
degree from the University of Pittsburgh in
1916. He used his education well and argued
two successful cases before the U.S. Su-
preme Court. In his personal life, Mr. Colmery
was active in the American legion, and its
members elected him National Commander in
1936.

In December of 1943, Mr. Colmery’s law ca-
reer and his devotion to his country inter-
sected. Millions of young Americans had an-
swered the call of duty and served in World
War Il and were starting to return home. Harry
Colmery and the American Legion wanted to
ensure that these returning soldiers would be
able to transition back into civilian life. In
Room 570 of the Mayflower Hotel in Wash-
ington, D.C., Mr. Colmery outlined the legisla-
tion that became the Servicemen’s Readjust-
ment Act of 1944, better known now as the
G.l. Bill of Rights.

The G.l. Bill has helped to create over
250,000 engineers 238,000 teachers, 91,000
scientists, 67,000 doctors, and 22,000 dentists
since being signed into law. Thanks to these
men and women, bridges, buildings, and ships
have been built; children have realized their
dreams, scientific mysteries have been solved,
and patients in need of care have been
healed.

As an active member of the House Veterans
Affairs Committee, | am proud that Mr.
Colmery’s work on the G.I. Bill of Rights is
something we have built upon. In the 107th
Congress, my colleagues and | worked to
pass legislation to expand educational benefits
for veterans. This legislation, The 21st Century
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Montgomery G.l. Bill Enhancement Act, in-
cluded an increase in basic education bene-
fits, an increase in the rate of survivors’ and
dependents’ educational assistance and an
expansion of the work-study program.

Today, the military operations in Afghanistan
and Iraq are creating a new generation of vet-
erans. Harry Colmery’s foresight has secured
valuable educational benefits for these men
and women who are so bravely defending
freedom in the war on terror and gives them
opportunities for their futures.

| am pleased that my colleague, Mr. RYUN,
has been successful in bringing this resolution
to the House floor, and | am proud to be a co-
sponsor of this resolution to posthumously
award the Presidential Medal of Freedom to
Mr. Harry W. Colmery.

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of H. Con. Res. 257, expressing the
sense of Congress that the President should
posthumously award the Presidential Medal of
Freedom to Harry W. Colmery. Harry Colmery
is truly an American treasure. In December of
1943, Mr. Colmery sat in room 570 of the
Mayflower Hotel drafting what arguably be-
came our most successful domestic program
ever, possible even more remarkable than the
Homestead Act.

| believe Mr. Colmery simply wanted a de-
cent opportunity for the 14 million Gls we
brought home after World War Il. The Gl bill
provided veterans with opportunities that were
limited only by their own aspiration, ability and
initiative. The VA provided the opportunity; the
veterans provided the initiative.

On June 20, 2002, | joined Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs Anthony Principi, House Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs Chairman CHRIS-
TOPHER SMITH, former Senator Bob Dole,
former House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs
Chairman G.V. Sonny Montgomery, Congress-
man JIM RYUN—who authored the legislation
we are considering today—author Michael
Bennett, and National Adjutant Robert W.
Spanogle of The American Legion, at the
Mayflower Hotel to dedicate room 570. This
was our first step to recognize the man who
authored legislation which, unbeknownst to
him, would create the modern middle class.

After the ceremony, this distinguished group
of individuals wrote letters in support of hon-
oring Mr. Colmery with the Presidential Medal
of Freedom. This was followed by Congress-
man RYUN introducing H. Con. Res. 257, of
which | am proud to co-sponsor.

Harry Colmery was a visionary and de-
serves the Nation’s highest honor, the Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom. The Gl bill trans-
formed America. Former President George
Bush put it best, “The Gl bill changes the lives
of millions by replacing old roadblocks with
paths of opportunity. And, in so doing, it
boosted America’s work force, it boosted
America’s economy, and really, it changed the
life of our Nation.”

Mr. Speaker, let us honor the man who re-
defined our way of life. | urge my colleagues
to support this resolution.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution, H. Con. Res. 257.
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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.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, 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.

———

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. today.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 1 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 6:30 p.m. today.

———
O 1830

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mrs. BIGGERT) at 6 o’clock
and 30 minutes p.m.

——————

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. Con. Res. 410, by the yeas and
nays.

H. Con. Res. 257, by the yeas and
nays.

——————

RECOGNIZING THE MARSHALL
ISLANDS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 410,
as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
FLAKE) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 410, as amended, on
which the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 379, nays 0,
not voting 54, as follows:

[Roll No. 326]

YEAS—379
Abercrombie Baldwin Berkley
Ackerman Ballenger Berman
Akin Barrett (SC) Berry
Alexander Bartlett (MD) Biggert
Allen Barton (TX) Bilirakis
Andrews Bass Bishop (GA)
Baca Beauprez Bishop (NY)
Baird Bell Bishop (UT)
Baker Bereuter Blackburn

Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Bradley (NH)
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burns
Burr
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carter
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chandler
Chocola
Clay
Coble
Cole
Cooper
Costello
Cox
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cunningham
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DeMint
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons

Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grijalva
Gutknecht
Hall
Harris
Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth
Hill
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Holden
Holt
Hooley (OR)
Hostettler
Houghton
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Lynch
Maloney
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCollum
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
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McGovern
McHugh
McKeon
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nethercutt
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pastor
Paul
Pearce
Pence
Petri
Pickering
Platts
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
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

Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Sandlin
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock

Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg

Shaw

Shays
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Sherman Taylor (MS) Walsh
Sherwood Taylor (NC) Wamp
Shimkus Terry Waters
Shuster Thomas Watson
S@mmons Thompson (CA) Watt
Simpson Thornberry Waxman
gke'ltt}in(lMI) gihr't Wetner
mi iberi
Smith (TX) Tierney geldon (FL)
. eldon (PA)
Smith (WA) Toomey
Snyder Towns We).(le‘r
Souder Turner (OH) Wmtﬁeld
Spratt Turner (TX) Wicker
Stark Udall (NM) Wilson (NM)
Stearns Upton Wilson (SC)
Strickland Van Hollen Wolf
Stupak Velazquez Woolsey
Sullivan Visclosky Wu
Tanner Vitter Wynn
Tauscher Walden (OR) Young (AK)
NOT VOTING—54
Aderholt Gutierrez Payne
Bachus Harman Pelosi
Becerra Hastings (FL) Peterson (MN)
Brown (OH) Hinchey Peterson (PA)
Cardin Hoekstra Pitts
Carson (IN) Honda Pombo
Carson (OK) Hoyer Price (NC)
Clyburn Jenkins Slaughter
Collins John Smith (NJ)
Conyers Jones (OH) Solis
Cummings Kleczka Stenholm
Delahunt Lowey Sweeney
DeLay Majette Tancredo
Deutsch McCarthy (NY) Tauzin
Engel McInnis Thompson (MS)
Filner MclIntyre Udall (CO)
Gephardt Miller (NC) Weller
Goss Pascrell Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT) (during the vote). Members
are reminded there are 2 minutes re-
maining in this vote.

[ 1853

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the concurrent resolution, as amended,
was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
326, | was unavoidably detained in my Con-
gressional District, and | missed the vote. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yea.”

Ms. SOLIS. Madam Speaker, during rollcall
vote No. 326 on H. Con. Res. 410, the Mar-
shall Islands | was unavoidably detained. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yea.”

———————

EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF CON-
GRESS THAT THE PRESIDENT
POSTHUMOUSLY AWARD THE
PRESIDENTIAL MEDAL OF FREE-
DOM TO HARRY W. COLMERY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 257.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs.
MILLER) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 257, on which the
yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 381, nays 1,
not voting 51, as follows:
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Abercrombie
Ackerman
AKin
Alexander
Allen
Andrews
Baca
Bachus
Baird
Baker
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Bass
Beauprez
Bell
Bereuter
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Bradley (NH)
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burns
Burr
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carter
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chandler
Chocola
Clay
Coble
Cole
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Cox
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cunningham
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DeMint
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Dingell
Doggett

[Roll No. 327]

YEAS—381

Dooley (CA)
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grijalva
Gutknecht
Hall
Harris
Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth
Hill
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Holden
Holt
Hooley (OR)
Hostettler
Houghton
Hulshof
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
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Kolbe
Kucinich
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Lynch
Maloney
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCollum
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McKeon
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nethercutt
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pastor
Paul
Pearce
Pence
Petri
Pickering
Platts
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall

Ramstad Scott (VA) Tierney
Rangel Sensenbrenner Toomey
Regula Serrano Towns
Rehberg Sessions Turner (OH)
Renzi Shadegg Turner (TX)
Reyes Shaw Udall (NM)
Reynolds Shays Upton
Rodriguez Sherman
Rogers (AL) Sherwood Xa{l‘ Hollen
Rogers (KY) Shimkus ? Azquez
Rogers (MI) Shuster V}sclosky
Rohrabacher Simmons Vitter
Ros-Lehtinen Simpson Walden (OR)
Ross Skelton Walsh
Rothman Smith (MI) Wamp
Roybal-Allard Smith (TX) Waters
Royce Smith (WA) Watson
Ruppersberger Snyder Watt
Rush Souder Waxman
Ryan (OH) Spratt Weiner
Ryan (WD) Stark Weldon (FL)
Ryun (KS) Stearns Weldon (PA)
Sabo Strickland Wexler
Sanchez, Linda Stupak Whitfield

T. Tanner Wicker
Sanchez, Loretta Tauscher Wilson (NM)
Sanders Taylor (MS) Wilson (SC)
Sandlin Terry W

olf
Saxton Thomas
Schakowsky Thompson (CA) Woolsey
Schiff Thornberry Wu
Schrock Tiahrt Wynn
Scott (GA) Tiberi Young (AK)
NAYS—1
Taylor (NC)
NOT VOTING—51

Aderholt Harman Pelosi
Becerra Hastings (FL) Peterson (MN)
Brown (OH) Hinchey Peterson (PA)
Cardin Hoekstra Pitts
Carson (IN) Honda Pombo
Carson (OK) Hoyer Slaughter
Clyburn Hunter Smith (NJ)
Collins Jenkins Solis
Cummings John Stenholm
Delahunt Jones (OH) Sullivan
DeLay Kleczka Sweeney
Deutsch Majette Tancredo
Engel McCarthy (NY) Tauzin
Filner McInnis Thompson (MS)
Gephardt McIntyre Udall (CO)
Goss Pascrell Weller
Gutierrez Payne Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT) (during the vote). Members
are advised there are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote.

0 1910

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Ms. SOLIS. Madam Speaker, duirng rollcall
vote No. 327 on H. Con. Res. 257 | was un-
avoidably detained. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yea.”

Mr. FILNER. Madam Speaker, on rollcall
No. 327, | was unavoidably detained in my
Congressional District, and | missed the vote.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yea.”

————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. COLLINS. Madam Speaker, | was not
present for debate on the Energy and Water
Appropriations for Fiscal Year 2005 (H.R.
4614), rollcall vote 320, a vote on the Previous
Question; rollcall vote 321, an amendment by
SANDERS; rollcall vote 322, an amendment by
WILSON (NM); rollcall vote 323, an amendment
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by MEEHAN; rollcall vote 324, an amendment
by HEFLEY; rollcall vote 325, final passage for
H.R. 4614. Additionally, | was not present for
rolicall vote 326, Recognizing the Marshall Is-
lands (H. Con. Res. 410); and rollcall vote
327, Presidential Medal of Freedom to Harry
Colmery (H. Con. Res. 257).

Had | been present, | would have voted
“yea” for rollcall votes 320, 324, 325, 326, and
327. | would have voted “nay” on rollcall votes
321, 322, and 323.

———

JUST WHAT THIS COUNTRY NEEDS

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

Mr. MICA. Madam Speaker, the
Democrats have chosen a trial lawyer
as their vice presidential nominee. Now
that is just what this country needs, a
trial lawyer in the second most power-
ful position in the United States. That
is just what America needs, a well-posi-
tioned trial lawyer who can make cer-
tain we sue more health care providers,
sue more hospitals and drug compa-
nies. That is just what America needs,
a trial lawyer who can ensure we sue
more manufacturers and corporations.

If trial lawyers have not driven our
health care costs out of sight and our
job overseas, we need to give them a
better platform to finish the job.

Let us be frank, Madam Speaker,
America needs a trial lawyer at the
helm like Custer needed another Indian
at Big Horn. However, there might be a
bright side to having more trial law-
yers in Washington, since the courts
have given terrorists the right to have
their own lawyers. At least now we will
have something positive for more trial
lawyers to do here.

——

UNITED STATES-AUSTRALIA FREE
TRADE AGREEMENT—MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 108-
199)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on Ways and Means and ordered to be
printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

I am pleased to transmit legislation
and supporting documents prepared by
my Administration to implement the
United States-Australia Free Trade
Agreement (FTA). This Agreement
adds an important dimension to our bi-
lateral relationship with a steadfast
ally in the global economic and stra-
tegic arena. This FTA will enhance the
prosperity of the people of the United
States and Australia, serve the interest
of expanding U.S. commerce, and ad-
vance our overall national interest.

My Administration is committed to
securing a level playing field and cre-
ating opportunities for America’s
workers, farmers, and businesses. The
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United States and Australia already
enjoy a strong trade relationship. The
U.S.-Australia FTA will further open
Australia’s market for U.S. manufac-
tured goods, agricultural products, and
services, and will promote new growth
in our bilateral trade. As soon as this
FTA enters into force, tariffs will be
eliminated on almost all manufactured
goods traded between our countries,
providing significant export opportuni-
ties for American manufacturers.
American farmers will also benefit due
to the elimination of tariffs on all ex-
ports of U.S. agricultural products.

The U.S.-Australia FTA will also
benefit small- and medium-sized busi-
nesses and their employees. Such firms
already account for a significant
amount of bilateral trade. The market
opening resulting from this Agreement
presents opportunities for those firms
looking to start or enhance participa-
tion in global trade.

In negotiating this FTA, my Admin-
istration was guided by the negotiating
objectives set out in the Trade Act of
2002. The Agreement’s provisions on ag-
riculture represent a balanced response
to those seeking improved access to
Australia’s markets, through imme-
diate elimination of tariffs on U.S. ex-
ports and mechanisms to resolve sani-
tary and phytosanitary issues and fa-
cilitate trade between our countries,
while recognizing the sensitive nature
of some U.S. agricultural sectors and
their possible vulnerability to in-
creased imports.

The U.S.-Australia FTA also rein-
forces the importance of creativity and
technology to both of our economies.
the Agreement includes rules providing
for strong protection and enforcement
of intellectual property rights, pro-
motes the use of electronic commerce,
and provides for increased cooperation
between our agencies on addressing
anticompetitive practices, financial
services, telecommunications, and
other matters.

The Agreement memorializes our
shared commitment to labor and envi-
ronmental issues. The United States
and Australia have worked in close co-
operation on these issues in the past
and will pursue this strategy and com-
mitment to cooperation in bilateral
and global fora in the future.

With the approval of this Agreement
and passage of the implementing legis-
lation by the Congress, we will advance
U.S. economic, security, and political
interests, and set an example of the
benefits of free trade and democracy
for the world.

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, July 6, 2004.
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REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 4754, DEPARTMENTS OF
COMMERCE, JUSTICE, AND
STATE, THE JUDICIARY, AND RE-
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2005

Mr. LINDER, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 108-583) on the resolution (H.
Res. 701) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 4754) making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Com-
merce, Justice, and State, the Judici-
ary, and related agencies for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 2005, and for
other purposes, which was referred to
the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY COMMITTEE
ON RULES REGARDING AMEND-
MENTS TO H.R. 3574, STOCK OP-
TION ACCOUNTING REFORM ACT

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, the Rules
Committee may meet this week to
grant a rule which could limit the
amendment process for floor consider-
ation of H.R. 3574, the Stock Option
Accounting Reform Act. The Com-
mittee on Financial Services ordered
the bill reported on June 15, 2004, and
has yet to file its report with the
House.

Any Member wishing to offer an
amendment should submit 55 copies of
the amendment and one copy of a brief
explanation of the amendment to the
Committee on Rules in room H-312 of
the Capitol by 10 a.m. on Thursday,
July 8. Members should draft their
amendments to the text of the bill, as
reported, on June 15, the text of which
will be available later this evening on
both the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices’ and Committee on Rules’ Web
sites.

Members should use the Office of
Legislative Counsel to ensure that
their amendments are drafted in the
most appropriate format. Members are
also advised to check with the Office of
the Parliamentarian to be certain their
amendments comply with the rules of
the House.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY COMMITTEE
ON RULES REGARDING AMEND-
MENTS TO H.R. 2828, WATER SUP-
PLY, RELIABILITY, AND ENVI-
RONMENTAL IMPROVEMENT ACT

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, the Com-
mittee on Rules may meet this week to
grant a rule which could limit the
amendment process for floor consider-
ation of H.R. 2828, the Water Supply,
Reliability, and Environmental Im-
provement Act. The Committee on Re-
sources ordered the bill reported on
May 5 of 2004 and filed its report with
the House on June 25, 2004.

Any Member wishing to offer an
amendment should submit 55 copies of
the amendment and one copy of a brief
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explanation of the amendment to the
Committee on Rules in room H-312 of
the Capitol by 10 a.m. on Thursday,
July 8. Members should draft their
amendments to the text of the bill as
reported by the Committee on Re-
sources.

Members should use the Office of
Legislative Counsel to ensure that
their amendments are drafted in the
most appropriate format. Members are
also advised to check with the Office of
the Parliamentarian to be certain that
their amendments comply with the
rules of the House.

——————

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GINGREY). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

—————

JIRAQ'S TRANSITION: WHO ARE
OUR ENEMIES AND WHY DO
THEY HATE US

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to speak about Iraq’s transition to de-
mocracy and what it holds for our fu-
ture.

Mr. Speaker, like all Americans, 1
was Dpleasantly surprised on June 28
when the Coalition Provisional Author-
ity transferred power to the Iraqi in-
terim government 2 days ahead of
schedule. This was an important first
step toward demonstrating that Amer-
ica fulfills its promises. Iraq is again a
self-governing sovereign state.

However, with that said, we face
many challenges in the days ahead.
The anti-democratic insurgency in Iraq
is still a reality that we and the sov-
ereign and legitimate government of
Iraq must confront every day.

Mr. Speaker, in dealing with this in-
surgency, we must first ask ourselves
the questions that opponents of the
war in Iraq often fail to raise: Who are
the insurgents? And why do they hate
us and the new government in Iraq?

It is clear from studying this situa-
tion in Iraq, the insurgency is not
made up of one group of people united
around a common message. Rather, it
is an insurgency based upon disparate
groups with differing and conflicting
agendas.

It is clear that we face an unholy al-
liance of four different, but overlap-
ping, groups: Baathists, radical theo-
crats, transnational terrorists, and
common criminals.

Each of these groups has differing ob-
jectives. The Baathists yearn for the
day that they once again can control
Iraq. This Fascist party formed the
basis of the Hussein regime; and at its
core it is corrupt, brutal, and anti-
democratic.

The radical theocrats and fundamen-
talists, like Moqgtada al Sadr, desire
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the installation of a revolutionary the-
ocratic government like that of Iran.
Such a government will most certainly
be anti-democratic and inherently re-
pressive. Those who desire such a gov-
ernment do not have the support of the
majority of Iraqis.

The foreign fighters and
transnational terrorists can be divided
into two categories: the first is al
Qaeda. The second is made up of dis-
parate radicalized Islamic groups. We
know what the objectives of al Qaeda
are, as September 11 so clearly dem-
onstrated. It wishes to drag the Muslim
world into a war against the West. The
other foreign fighters are recruited by
radicalized clerics and have a similar
vision of international jihad.

The criminal elements in Iraq are un-
deniably part of the insurgency. While
many thousands were unjustly per-
secuted in prisons under the Hussein
regime, many prisoners were also le-
gitimately criminals. Before the war
began, Saddam Hussein saw fit to re-
lease a large number of these criminals
to prey upon his own people. They form
part of those opposing the legitimate
government and the coalition forces.

Mr. Speaker, the follow-up question
that many opponents of the war fail to
ask is, Why do these insurgents hate
us?

Mr. Speaker, the answer to that
question is clear and straightforward.
Our opponents hate us, the coalition,
not because of what we do, but because
of who we are. We represent individual
liberty and democracy, two values that
our terrorist opponents neither under-
stand nor accept.

If we take the time to examine each
of these four insurgent groups, we will
find their opposition to the coalition is
built upon a rejection of individual lib-
erty and democratic pluralism. The
Baathists, of course, have never sup-
ported freedom or true democracy.
Thirty years of their regime amply
demonstrated they believe in an Iraq
ruled by a strongman like Saddam Hus-
sein and plundered by his Fascist fol-
lowers.

The radical fundamentalists for their
part certainly do not believe in either
freedom or democracy, unlike their
mainstream Muslim brethren. They
clearly support a regime ruled by a re-
ligiously radical minority. In this re-
gime there will be no place for freedom
or democracy.

Al Qaeda, of course, will never stop
hating us and despises the principles
which we believe are essential to Iraq’s
future. The other foreign fighters also
aim to create a state that will pursue
a permanent jihad against the West.
This jihad is antithetical to values like
freedom and democracy.

Finally, the criminal element of the
Iraqi opposition is also opposed to the
principles of freedom and democracy
precisely because these principles do
not empower them.

The great weakness of all these oppo-
sition groups, Saddamists,
transnational terrorists, theocrats, and
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common criminals, is that none of
them offer an attractive future for the
Iraqi people. None of these groups
could compete in open elections or at-
tain power in a genuine democracy.
That is why they so fiercely oppose our
efforts to create a free Iraq based on in-
dividual liberty, tolerance, and demo-
cratic elections.

Mr. Speaker, our President is right:
the key to victory in the war against
terror is the spread of freedom and de-
mocracy throughout the Middle East.
Our own security is intimately linked
to the success of democracy in this
troubled part of the world. The success
of democracy and self-government in
Iraq is the crucial first step to trans-
forming and liberating the Middle
East. That is why we must succeed in
this critical battle of the forces of op-
pression and terror in Iraq, and that is
why the opponents of the war in Iraq
are so badly mistaken in their criti-
cism of our current efforts. Success in
Iraq will make America safer.

Mr. Speaker, despite the claims of
critics, we have made real and genuine
advances in Iraq. No one can deny the
significance of 16 new governing coun-
cils, 90 new district councils, 194 city or
sub-district councils, and 445 neighbor-
hood councils. Together these institu-
tions allow millions of Iraqis to engage
in local policy discussions for the first
time in history. These are clear ad-
vances which will empower Iraqis to
control their own destiny. Through
building democratic and free institu-
tions, Iraq will be free; and America
will be safe.

———
ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take my Special
Order at this time.

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

There was no objection.

———
REIMPORTATION OF DRUGS

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

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, just
last week the American Association of
Retired Persons released a study show-
ing that drug prices rose in the last
year by nearly 4 percent in the first
quarter of last year, putting us on tar-
get for what has happened in the last 5
years every year in a row where the
price of prescription drugs have risen
on average 17 percent each year com-
pounded, growing the cost for our sen-
ior citizens, their families that help
their grandparents and parents to af-
ford their drugs. And now that we have
a prescription drug bill, it is going to
also cost our taxpayers continuously
more and more money to try to pay for
that medication.

We have known for the last year
prices were going to go up close to
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about 17 percent; the year before that,
19 percent; the year before that, 20 per-
cent; and the year before that, 18 per-
cent, drug prices had gone up. We
passed a prescription drug bill to try to
deal with what seniors have said is the
number one issue that affected them
and their pocketbooks, which is that
they could not afford the medications
they need that their doctors were pre-
scribing.

And let just take one step back. This
Congress passed a prescription drug bill
designed not with seniors in mind, but
with HMOs and pharmaceutical compa-
nies. Just take their discount card for
a second: all this press around a dis-
count card the government was going
to offer, 17 different plans. Some drugs
covered, other drugs not covered. And
some drugs, when they are covered,
could get dropped a week later and peo-
ple are locked into that plan.

Think about it. If one were designing
a plan for senior citizens, if one were
designing a plan for the customer,
would they have designed that plan as
is? No. The only reason that plan and
the discount card was designed that
way was because it was designed to
help the pharmaceutical industry and
the HMOs that had contributed over
$250 million in the last election cycle
and hired over 900 lobbyists to lobby
that bill. That bill was not designed
with senior citizens in mind. It was not
designed to try to save them money.
That bill, that legislation and the dis-
count card, was designed for the people
who paid for it.

We have a piece of legislation that
was passed here in the House that dealt
with allowing people to do what people
have been doing and senior citizens
have been doing for the last 10 years, to
buy the prescription drugs they need
from Canada and Europe where prices
are 30 to 80 percent cheaper than they
are here in the United States, allowing,
finally, the United States to have a
free market where we have competi-
tion and prices come down due to com-
petition.

I did a study on my Web site from
Costco, a discount retailer in my dis-
trict and a discount retailer in To-
ronto, Costco to Costco, Chicago to To-
ronto; and the prescription drugs and
medications at the Costco in Toronto
are 40 to 60 percent cheaper than they
are in Chicago, the same medications
that we can find on the shelves in
Costco in Chicago as on the shelves at
Costco in Toronto. And why is that?
They have lower prices there. And sen-
ior citizens, 1 million to 2 million a
year, go over the border to buy their
medications that their doctors pre-
scribe in Canada, saving themselves
thousands upon thousands of dollars.

They can do it in Europe where they
also provide medications. The same
things, the same types of medications
that our doctors prescribe here, they
get at 50 percent cheaper.

Why would we force our senior citi-
zens into higher prices and our tax-
payers to pay higher prices to support



July 6, 2004

higher prices when we could allow the
free market to finally operate?

I understand why the pharmaceutical
industry would pay about 200-some-odd
million dollars in the last year and
would hire 900-plus lobbyists. They
have got a sweet deal going. They
should fight for the deal they got. But
we here fought on behalf of the people
who elected us. Eighty-eight Repub-
licans and 153 Democrats in the House
voted in favor of allowing reimporta-
tion, allowing people access to afford-
able medications at world-class prices
because people from around the world
come to America for their medical
care; yet Americans are forced to go
around the world for their medications.
And we here in the House stood up to
the special interests.

Later this week, the other body is
going to take up that legislation. Hav-
ing failed to deal with the number one
issue of price and affordability of pre-
scription drugs, they are now going to
take up what we here in the House
have done, which is allowing people the
access to medications in Canada and in
Europe where prices are much cheaper
for the same name-brand drugs, name-
brand drugs that we find in the shelves
over there in Canada that we find here,
but 30 to 80 percent cheaper.

They are going to take up that legis-
lation because they now have spent
months talking to constituents, doing
town halls, and they have found out
what senior citizens have been telling
us for the last 6 years: they cannot af-
ford the medications that their doctors
are prescribing. They are forced to pick
between the medications and their
food. They are forced to give up their
month to allow their spouse to buy
their medications. They are forced into
cutting pills in half.

It is time that we allow the free mar-
ket to operate, bring competition to
the pricing of prescription drugs and
allow the prices to be driven down to
world prices where they are 30 to 50
percent cheaper than they are here in
the United States.

——
0 1930

TRIBUTE TO VINCE DOOLEY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GINGREY). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. ISAKSON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to pay tribute to Vince Dooley
upon his retirement as Athletic Direc-
tor at the University of Georgia. I
could use the time to recite the count-
less achievements of this great Geor-
gian as a Coach and Athletic Director,
but I will not. Instead, I will submit for
the RECORD a 4-page resume outlining
Coach Dooley’s lasting contributions
to the University of Georgia.

I prefer to use this time telling
America about the man who made such
a difference in so many lives, including
my own. I first met Coach Dooley in
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1961, when he was the guest speaker at
my high school banquet for our foot-
ball team. He was the freshman coach
at Auburn and friends with our coach,
Jim Loftin. That night, he made a
three-win team feel 1like national
champions, just like Vince Dooley al-
ways did, always encouraging and al-
ways motivational.

Three years later, he arrived in Ath-
ens, Georgia, as the new football coach
for the Georgia Bulldogs, and Athens
would never be the same again. He
took a three-win team from the pre-
vious year and molded it into a 7-3-1
team, defeating Georgia Tech and win-
ning the Sun Bowl Championship over
Texas Tech.

In the years to follow, Vince Dooley
led Georgia to intersectional victories
over Michigan, Texas, Notre Dame,
UCLA and Michigan State. In his 25
years as head coach, he led the Bull-
dogs to six Southeastern Conference
championships, 20 bowl games and the
1980 National Championship.

His tributes, however, do not lie in
the trophies he collected, but rather in
the lives he molded; men like Tommy
Lawhorne, an undersized, over-achiev-
ing linebacker, now a leading surgeon
in Columbus, Georgia; and Billy Payne,
an all Southeastern Conference end, re-
sponsible for convincing the world to
come to Georgia for the Centennial
Olympic Games; or the greatest player
ever to play for Georgia, or, I would
submit, for any other university in the
country, Hershel Walker. Only a coach
like Vince Dooley could instill the
character and humility for which
Hershel is known.

There are thousands more I could
mention. They may not be in a Hall of
Fame, but they played for Vince
Dooley. They all represent the char-
acter, humility and work ethic that
Vince Dooley instilled in all that came
his way. We know them as Bucky
Kimsey, Clayton Foster, Fred Barber,
Andy Johnson and Frank Ros. Their
communities know them as leaders.

There is no greater tribute to a
man’s career than the success of those
who learned under him. It is only fit-
ting that the man replacing Vince
Dooley as Athletic Director is Damon
Evans, just one of many who played for
Georgia’s greatest coach, Vince
Dooley.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from Nebraska (Mr.
OSBORNE), the former national cham-
pionship coach of the Nebraska
Cornhuskers.

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding. It is a
pleasure to be able to speak for a few
minutes here on Vince Dooley.

I first met Vince in 1969, when he was
coaching at the University of Georgia
and I was an assistant coach at the
University of Nebraska, and I was im-
pressed by his humility, his willingness
to talk to a lowly assistant coach. Of
course, 24 years as a head coach and 25
years as Athletic Director is unprece-
dented. Many people say one year in
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coaching is like a dog year, so Vince is
about 175 years old by that figure.

I thought that Vince was just an ex-
cellent representative of college foot-
ball. He was a leader in regard to the
Rules Committee, he worked on the
College Football Association, was a
very good person as far as compromise,
keeping people on an even Keel, be-
cause sometimes things got a little
heated.

Of course, Vince, I guess nobody
knows for sure what his politics are,
but his wife ran for Congress as a Dem-
ocrat and then again as a Republican.
So he obviously is a man who has a
very even Kkeel. I think Barbara was a
great asset to Vince, they are a great
team. Of course, Vince has been a tre-
mendous asset to the University of
Georgia, to college football, and, of
course, the State of Georgia.

So it is a pleasure for me to have a
couple of minutes to talk about Vince.
We wish him well in his retirement.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I include
for the RECORD the profile on Vince
Dooley I referred to earlier.

VINCE DOOLEY

HEAD FOOTBALL COACH: 1964-1988; ATHLETIC
DIRECTOR: 1979-2004

For the past 40 years, Vince Dooley has
had an enduring impact on the University of
Georgia, Southeastern Conference, and colle-
giate athletics across the country. He has
been a man of great foresight in times of
charting the future, stability in times of
change, and vision in critical times that
have shaped the path of college athletics. His
national stature was reinforced when he was
chosen from athletic leaders around the
country to chair a national sportsmanship
summit in the spring, 2003.

There is no stronger indicator of Georgia’s
overall athletic prominence than its recent
success in the annual Sears Directors Cup
which includes a second place finish in the
1998-99 season, third place finish in 2000-01,
and top ten finishes in four of the past five
years. Sears Directors Cup competition an-
nually recognizes the top athletic programs
in the country. Under his watch as athletic
director (since 1979), Georgia teams have won
18 national championships (nine in the past
five years) including an unprecedented four
during the 1998-99 year (women’s swimming,
gymnastics, men’s tennis, men’s golf). Since
Dooley became athletic director, Georgia
athletic teams have also won 75 SEC team
championships and numerous individual na-
tional titles in both men’s and women’s
sports.

He has also been a standard-bearer for aca-
demic excellence. Under his leadership, more
than 100 Georgia student-athletes have been
named first team Academic All-America, 43
have received NCAA Post-Graduate Scholar-
ships, seven have been named recipients of
the SEC’s Boyd McWhorter Scholar-Athlete
of the Year award, seven NCAA Top Eight
Award winners, three NCAA Woman of the
Year recipients, and well over $275,000 has
been awarded to the University’s general
scholarship fund through performances by
Georgia student-athletes.

In 1985, Dooley was also instrumental in
fostering the pledge which has resulted in $2
million being contributed by the Athletic
Association to the University—the principle
being used for non-athletic scholarships and
the interest used in the recruitment of top
students and other nonathletic programs.
These funds also provided private matching
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money which made possible the construction
of the chemistry building expansion and the
Performing and Visual Arts Center. And as
part of the University’s Third Century Cam-
paign, he also initiated the Vincent J.
Dooley Library Endowment Fund which was
created with Coach Dooley’s personal gift of
$100,000 to the University library. Under his
leadership, the Fund raised over $2.3 million.

In addition to his commitment to Geor-
gia’s athletic facilities, he was instrumental
in the Athletic Association’s participation in
the University’s Ramsey Student Activities
Center, a facility rated by Sports Illustrated
in 1997 as the top student physical activities
building in America. It cost more than $35
million, over $7 million of which was funded
by the Athletic Association including $2 mil-
lion in advance to begin the project. The
complex, which hosted the 1999 NCAA Wom-
en’s Swimming and Diving Championships
and the 2002 NCAA Men’s Swimming and
Diving Championships, includes competition
facilities for varsity swimming and
volleyball and practice arenas for basketball
and gymnastics.

His community service and charity work is
extensive and includes work with the Heart
Fund, Multiple Sclerosis, Juvenile Diabetes,
Boy Scouts, the homeless, and he is cur-
rently serving on the Advisory Board of the
Salvation Army. He has served 28 years as
the long-standing chairman of the Georgia
BEaster Seals Society and in 1987 was named
National Volunteer of the Year for his serv-
ice. For his many contributions, a new
BEaster Seals facility in Atlanta was built
and named for him in 1990. He and his wife,
Barbara, are currently co-chairing a fund-
raising campaign to establish a Catholic
high school in the Athens and northeast
Georgia area. Dooley, who was instrumental
in the University’s campus being designated
as an arboretum, was presented with the
Georgia Urban Forest Council’s 2001 Indi-
vidual Achievement Award given for signifi-
cant accomplishments in promoting urban
forestry in Georgia.

He served six years on the Advisory Com-
mittee to the Atlanta Olympic Organizing
Committee and was in Tokyo with his
former player, ACOG president Billy Payne,
when Atlanta won the bid to host the 1996
Games. Through his efforts and association
with Payne, Dooley helped secure for Athens
and the university three Olympic venues
(soccer, volleyball, and rhythmic gym-
nastics) which was the largest number of
events in a city outside Atlanta. Dooley was
selected as a flame bearer in the 1996 Sum-
mer Olympics torch relay receiving the
flame from Payne in Sanford Stadium. He
also chaired a $1.5 million fund raising cam-
paign for new Salvation Army facilities in
Athens.

Another honor came Dooley’s way in June,
2001, when he was named the Division 1-A
Southeast Region Athletic Director of the
Year by the National Association of Colle-
giate Directors of Athletics (NACDA) and
award sponsor Continental Airlines.

Dooley was born into an athletic family in
the Alabama coastal city of Mobile, Sep-
tember 4, 1932. His younger brother Bill,
former head football coach at North Caro-
lina, Virginia Tech, and Wake Forest, was an
All-SEC guard at Mississippi State in 1954.
After graduating from McGill High in Mo-
bile, Dooley accepted a football scholarship
to Auburn where he was an all-star football
and basketball player. He received his Bach-
elors Degree in Business Management (’54)
and Masters in History (1963). After serving
in the Marines and as an assistant coach at
Auburn, he was named head coach of the
Bulldogs in December, 1963, at the age of 31.
Dooley still maintains his academic and con-
tinuing education interests by auditing
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classes at the University in such disciplines
as history, political science, art history, and
horticulture.

Dooley is married to the former Barbara
Meshad of Birmingham. They have four chil-
dren; Deanna (Mrs. Lindsey Cook), Daniel
(married to the former Suzanne Maher),
Denise (Mrs. Jay Douglas Mitchell), and
Derek (married to the former Allison Jef-
fers). The Dooleys also have ten grand-
children: Patrick, Catherine and Christopher
Cook; Michael and Matthew Dooley; Ty, Joe
and Cal Mitchell; and John Taylor Dooley
and Peyton Dooley.

FAST FACTS ON VINCENT DOOLEY

Program success—In NACDA’s Director’s
Cup Competition that recognizes the top ath-
letic programs in the nation, Georgia has
finished as follows over the last five years:
2001-02—7th;  2000-01—3rd;  1999-2000—12th;
1998-99—2nd; 1997-98—8th.

Standard bearer for academic excellence—
over 100 Academic All-Americans; 43 NCAA
Post-Graduate Scholarship recipients; seven
NCAA Top Eight Award winners; seven SEC
Boyd McWhorter Scholar-Athlete of the Year
winners; three NCAA Woman of the Year
winners, more than any school in the coun-
try.

Hall of Fame Football Coach—Inducted
into College Hall of Fame in 1994; 25 seasons
(1964-88); 20 bowl games; 201 victories ranked
third nationally among active coaches at
time of his retirement; 1980 National Cham-
pionship; six SEC Championships (1966, 68, 76,
80, 81, 82); 1980 and 82 NCAA National Coach
of the Year; SEC Coach of the Year seven
times; State of Georgia Sports Hall of Fame;
State of Alabama Sports Hall of Fame; Sun
Bowl Hall of Fame; Georgia-Florida game
Hall of Fame; Chick-fil-A Peach Bowl Hall of
Fame.

Award winning athletic director—2000
Georgia Trend Magazine Top 100 Georgians
of the Century; 2001 Amos Alonzo Stagg
Award from American Football Coaches As-
sociation for lifetime contributions to the
sport of football; 2001 NACDA Division 1-A
Southeast Region Athletic Director of the
Year; 1984 ‘‘Georgian of the Year’ by the
Georgia Association of Broadcasters; 1984
“Sports Administrator of the Year’” by the
State of Georgia Sports Hall of Fame.

——————

SMART SECURITY AND
NONPROLIFERATION

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. Mr. Speaker, when it
comes to nuclear weapons, the policy
of this administration looks like it was
just pulled out of a 20-year-old time
capsule. More than a decade after the
fall of Soviet communism, President
Bush and his national security team
are still fighting the Cold War. Their
budget called for more than $100 mil-
lion for research and testing of new nu-
clear weapons, including the robust nu-
clear earth penetrator and a so-called
low yield nuclear weapons program.

Fortunately, the Subcommittee on
Energy and Water of the Committee on
Appropriations lives in the year 2004
with the rest of us, and initially has re-
jected these requests.

Even India and Pakistan, two nations
mired in generations of conflict, whose
shared border has been called the
world’s most dangerous nuclear
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flashpoint, were recently able to reach
a bilateral confidence building agree-
ment on nuclear weapons. Meanwhile,
the Bush administration enthusiasti-
cally jumps into the nuclear arms race.
They believe the only good defense is a
buildup of new nuclear weapons, which
happens to violate the Nuclear Non-
proliferation Treaty that the United
States signed in 1970.

They believe that the only good de-
fense is a gigantic offense. But just
how strong does our Nation need to be?
We already have 9,000 strategic nuclear
warheads. How many of these weapons
of last resort do we require in order to
be secure; how much money do we need
to spend; how much money do we need
to spend on nuclear weapons; how
much more dangerous must we make
the world; and how many domestic pri-
orities must we neglect before we de-
cide that enough is finally enough?

There has to be a better way, a more
sensible way, an approach that, to use
Abraham Lincoln’s words, calls on the
better angels of our nature, Mr. Speak-
er, there is.

I have introduced H. Con. Res. 392 to
create a SMART Security Platform for
the 21st Century. SMART stands for
Sensible, Multilateral, American Re-
sponse to Terrorism. SMART treats
war as the absolute last resort. It
fights terrorism with stronger intel-
ligence and multilateral partnerships.
It aggressively invests in the develop-
ment of impoverished nations. It con-
trols the spread of weapons of mass de-
struction, with a renewed commitment
to nonproliferation. And instead of
saber rattling, instead of employing ir-
responsible rhetoric, like ‘‘axis of
evil,” the SMART nonproliferation ap-
proach calls for aggressive diplomacy,
strong regional security arrangements
and vigorous inspection regimes.

SMART security means the United
States will set an example for the rest
of the world by renouncing the first use
of nuclear weapons and the develop-
ment of new nuclear weapons. SMART
security requires that the TUnited
States honor its multilateral non-
proliferation commitments. If we are
going to throw our weight around, de-
manding that other nations cease their
weapons programs, we had better make
sure we are meeting our obligations
under the Nuclear Nonproliferation
Treaty, the Comprehensive Test Ban
Treaty, the Biological Weapons Con-
vention and the Chemical Weapons
Convention.

Under SMART, we would invest fully
in the Cooperative Threat Reduction
Program, the CTR, an innovative part-
nership in which the Pentagon is work-
ing with the former Soviet Union to
dismantle the nuclear weapons that
were once aimed at our cities. CTR is
critical to controlling the loose nu-
clear materials that are scattered
throughout the former Soviet Union,
keeping them from falling into the
hands of rogue nations or terrorist
groups.

Think about the price we have al-
ready paid to control weapons of mass
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destruction in Iraq, weapons that do
not even exist: Hundreds of American
lives lost, thousands of Iraqi lives lost,
thousands and thousands, in fact over
25,000 American soldiers injured, and
hundreds of billions of dollars spent.
Should we not be investing in elimi-
nating a genuine nuclear threat? And
we ought to be applying the lessons of
CTR’s success in Russia to dealing with
Iran and North Korea.

Mr. Speaker, SMART security is an
example. It is tough, but it is diplo-
matic; it is aggressive, but peaceful; it
is pragmatic, but idealistic.

——————

INDEPENDENCE DAY REPLAY OF
2000

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

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, coming
back into town today and picking up a
copy of one of the local papers, I read
the headline, ‘‘Members Seek UN Elec-
tion Monitors.” Quoting from today’s
Roll Call, ‘“‘a dozen Democratic House
Members last week called on the
United Nations to send monitors to
oversee November’s U.S. presidential
election.”

Mr. Speaker, I submit that I was as-
tounded to read that in the paper
today. It seems that there are people in
this House who cannot get over the
facts of the election that was held in
the Year 2000, and the facts are that
George W. Bush won that election. He
won it in the constitutionally pre-
scribed manner of a majority of elec-
toral votes; he won on election day;
and he won on every single recount
held thereafter, until the Supreme
Court said enough recounting 34 days
later, and the counts were stopped.

But the President even won in the
Miami Herald’s recount that came out,
I forget, in February or March of 2001,
well into the President’s first term.
The Miami Herald finally acknowl-
edged the fact that indeed George Bush
had won Florida’s electoral votes and
had indeed won the election.

Those 34 days of transition time were
critical to the start of this administra-
tion. We had an economy that was
headed into a recession, and, as we
found out later in that year, we had en-
emies of this country who were gath-
ering strength and preparing to attack
this country. Thirty-four days in tran-
sition were critical days that were lost.

But now comes this group who says
that the events of the 2000 election are
so serious that UN monitors are re-
quired on U.S. soil to monitor our elec-
toral process.

Mr. Speaker, I will tell you that the
constituents of my district just simply
do not understand what goes on in
Washington, D.C. We have a candidate
for the highest office in this land who
says that foreign leaders would prefer
him to be the President.

Mr. Speaker, we have got a judicial
branch that seems to keep its eye on
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what the foreign courts are ruling and
what they are deciding.

Now, I am sad to say, we have Mem-
bers of this body who simply do not un-
derstand what ‘‘sovereignty’ means,
and how ironic is that at a time when
we are celebrating sovereignty in the
country of Iraq, we just celebrated
Independence Day in this country, and
Members of our own body do not grasp
that simple concept.

Mr. Speaker, when I was sworn in
here 18 months ago, I swore an oath to
uphold the Constitution. I think that is
a good idea, to have that oath, to swear
to uphold the Constitution. I think it
might be a good thing if other Members
of this body remembered why they are
here.

CRITIQUING THE ADMINISTRATION

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

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, if
the last speaker had ever traveled out-
side the United States, he might under-
stand why it is that every country in
the world wants George Bush replaced.

Mr. Speaker, I am going to rise today
to address the policies of this adminis-
tration. I intend to use the “F’’ word,
so be forewarned.

During the administration’s watch,
America has lost nearly 2 million jobs
in the private sector. Through no fault
of their own, Americans who are out of
work cannot find a job. The adminis-
tration’s response is to classify flipping
hamburgers as a manufacturing job.

We could have helped Americans
weather the storm by extending unem-
ployment benefits, but the administra-
tion turned a deaf ear.

Health care costs have skyrocketed
in America, up to an average of 49 per-
cent in 3 years. One in seven American
families are struggling to pay medical
bills, families are being forced to
choose between food, housing and med-
icine. Unpaid medical bills are a lead-
ing cause of personal bankruptcy.

So what does the administration do?
Provide health care for everybody in
Iraq; muzzle the expert who Kknows
what the prescription drug bill would
really cost; and passes a drug bill for
seniors after drug companies raise
prices three times the rate of inflation,
negating any possible benefit from a
prescription drug card. There is an “F”’
word in there someplace.

Today, one out of every three Ameri-
cans breathes unhealthy air. Thanks to
this administration, existing rules are
being rolled back so that old, dirty
power plants can keep belching their
pollutants into the atmosphere. The
American Lung Association calls it the
most harmful and unlawful air pollu-
tion initiative ever undertaken by the
Federal Government.

0 1945

100 million Americans live in places
where the air is not fit to breathe. The
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administration’s response is to label
science as fiction and then work to un-
dermine environmental protection. We
know the sources of pollution. Coal-
fired power plants and diesel trucks are
two big culprits. We know how to clean
up the air. What does the administra-
tion do? Choose polluters over people.
Choose polluters over protection. The
administration wants to let oil rigs
into the pristine Arctic National Wild-
life Refuge. The oil companies cannot
wait. The only thing greater than
America’s greed for oil is the insatiable
desire for profits by oil companies.

Certainly there must be an “F’”’ word
that applies when oil companies post
300 percent profits. The administra-
tion’s civilian leaders must have lots of
“F” words when the world first learned
about the prisoner abuse scandals in
Iraq. First they denied knowing any-
thing. That was followed by media rev-
elations of what they knew and ap-
proved in advance. The Geneva Conven-
tions was something to embrace, not
follow. That is the bottom line of the
internal White House memos.

Need something else to use the “F”’
word? The administration has launched
an undeclared draft in America. The
undeclared draft compels current and
former soldiers to fight in Iraq, even if
they have already served. The
undeclared draft uses rhetoric to mask
reality. The military does not have
enough soldiers. The administration
knows they will be thrown out of office
if they told America the truth. So the
undeclared draft is called something
else for now. Wait till after the elec-
tion if George Bush wins.

The veterans seeking health care, the
administration has a new plan. Bring
your checkbooks and get in line. The
administration wants to cut hundreds
of positions in the VA. They want vet-
erans to pay even more of the financial
burden for the purchase of prescription
drugs, and it wants veterans to pay a
new enrollment fee. The administra-
tion’s proposed budget for the VA is
$2.5 billion too low, but that is nothing
compared to what the administration
intends to do to education in title I
funding which helps disadvantaged kids
across America. This administration
underfunds title I by over $7 billion
next year.

Half of every eligible school district
in America will receive less grant
money. The need is greater, but that
does not matter. Only the rich have
strong advocates in this administra-
tion.

From education to the environment,
from veterans to health care, from the
economy to forced military service,
from moral leadership to global credi-
bility, one word applies to this admin-
istration: the “F’’ word, failure, the ad-
ministration’s failure to create jobs
that Americans want and deserve; the
administration’s failure to protect our
land, air, water, and people; the admin-
istration’s failure to confront military
reality; the administration’s failure to
invest in our future leaders; the admin-
istration’s failure to address the needs
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of those who earn less than a million
dollars a year; the administration’s
failure to retain America’s moral lead-
ership in the world and our moral com-
passion at home.

The Vice President used the other
“F” word on the floor of the U.S. Sen-
ate. It showed a blatant disregard for a
distinguished Senator. It showed a bla-
tant disrespect of the American insti-
tution. It showed a blatant disrespect
for being an American when dissent
keeps the strong free. The “F” word
applies to the administration. Failure
in every way.

————
ELECTION YEAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GINGREY). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. SMITH) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, you know, we are certainly in the
campaign season of an election year;
and I think everybody, Mr. Speaker,
needs to be on guard for the talent to
spin. And I am reminded of a cartoon
that was in our paper recently. And
there were four figures, and the first
figure said, ‘‘Gas prices are going up.”
And the next figure says, ‘“Yeah. That
is President Bush trying to give his
friends in the oil industry more income
and more money.”” And the next figure
said, ‘“Well, look, gas prices are coming
down.” And the next figure says,
“Yeah. That is President Bush trying
to buy our votes.”

So I just challenge, Mr. Speaker, ev-
erybody in America to brace them-
selves probably for the most television
ads they are going to see ever in this
election. And you know what is encour-
aging is people in this country have a
lot of what I call common sense that
sort of comes from the gut. So I sug-
gest to everybody, size up the can-
didates. Do what is right for our future.

You know, some people down here
suggest that the way to have a bal-
anced budget is to increase taxes. Some
people suggest the way to balance the
budget is to reduce spending. Whatever
it is, I think we need to be very cog-
nizant of what we are doing to future
generations with overspending.

This year, even with the job growth
and the expanded economy that is
going to result in an estimated $100 bil-
lion less overspending, less deficit
spending than was earlier predicted, we
are still leaving a huge mortgage to
our children and our grandchildren. I
want to talk about just two issues in
that regard as we face the next several
weeks of deciding how much we are
going to spend in the appropriation
bills, in the overspending and what it
does to our kids, right now.

And interest rates of course just
went up a quarter of a percent last
week. It looks like before the end of
the year they are going to go up again
a little bit. Fourteen percent of total
Federal spending now goes towards
servicing the debt. So here is 14 percent
of the $2.3 trillion that is being spent
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this year being spent to pay interest on
what we are borrowing to accommo-
date the overzealousness of this body,
the Senate, and the White House for
the last 25 years to spend more and
more money, trying to solve more and
more problems.

That 14 percent of the total spending
represents approximately $300 billion a
yvear; and if you realize that interest
rates are going up and at the same
time we are increasing the deficit, that
means increasing the debt, that means
increasing the interest that we are
going to have to pay on that debt, it
just leaves our kids with a huge re-
sponsibility, to the extent that their
standard of living is going to be less
than ours if we continue to do what we
have been doing, and that is over-
spending.

And I suggest increasing taxes is not
the right way to accommodate that
overspending. Right now businesses are
charged 18 percent more than the in-
dustrial countries that we compete
with.

They pay 18 percent more in taxes in
this country than other countries. So
to simply say we are going to increase
the taxes and put our businesses at a
greater competitive disadvantage
means that there is a greater likeli-
hood that other countries are going to
undersell us, that are going to produce
those products. It means that compa-
nies in this country, to survive, are
going to do more of their business over-
seas. Let us not solve our problems by
increasing taxes.

Let me finish, Mr. Speaker, by talk-
ing about overpromising. It is easy for
a politician to go back home to their
districts or their States and say, well,
you have some problems; I am going to
come back in Congress, and we are
going to push to solve that problem
simply by increasing taxes to accom-
modate you, or maybe not even in-
creasing taxes; maybe just making
propositions.

The economists use the words ‘“‘un-
funded liabilities”” to describe how
much we have promised over and above
the revenues coming in to pay for those
promises. I would ask people to guess
how much unfunded liabilities are now
projected by the Medicare and Social
Security actuaries. The answer is $73.5
trillion. That means that we would
have to have $73.5 trillion into a sav-
ings account, earning as much interest
to accommodate inflation, to pay for
what is not coming in in the payroll
tax in future years. It is not fair. It is
moving away from the principle of
those that work hard, that try, that
study and invest end up better off than
those that do not.

I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, in clos-
ing, that it is important in this elec-
tion year that the people of America
size up their candidates.

——
H.R. 867, HASAN PRIVATE RELIEF
BILL

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

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, today the
House of Representatives did a good
deed. The House passed a bill that I had
introduced nearly 2 years ago known as
the Private Relief bill, which will allow
Duri Hasan and her four daughters who
live in Milltown, New Jersey, to fulfill
the dream that brought them to Amer-
ica.

Nearly 3 years after the murder of
their husband and father in a post-9/11
hate crime, Duri, Asna, Anum, Nida
and Iqra received welcome and overdue
news from the House of Representa-
tives. Today, this body has helped
them take a huge step toward putting
the tragedy of September 15, 2001, be-
hind them and put them back on track
for American citizenship. I hope the
Senate will move quickly on this.

I am very thankful to my colleagues
on both sides of the aisle for their sup-
port of this bill and for the scores of
citizens, activists, and religious leaders
around the country who have supported
this.

For any of my colleagues who are un-
familiar with the Hasan family, let me
recall their tragic and heroic story. I
think my colleagues will agree it is a
true American epic filled with hopes
and dreams, tragedy and hardship, and,
thankfully, today, compassion in the
form of a chance.

Waqgar Hasan came to the United
States in 1993 from Pakistan in search
of a better life for his family. A year
later, he brought his wife,
Durreshahwar, or Duri we know her as,
and their four daughters. The family
settled in Milltown, New Jersey, where
they had relatives. Waqgar supported
the family working in a gas station in
the area. In the fall of 2001, he was in
Dallas to establish a convenience store.
He planned to move his family there
after the business got off the ground.

However, on the night of September
15, 2001, just 4 days after the vicious 9/
11 attacks, Mark Anthony Stroman
walked into Waqar Hasan’s conven-
ience store in Dallas and shot the 46-
year-old father to death. When asked
by police why he shot Waqar, Stroman
expressed no remorse: ‘I did it to re-
taliate on local Arab Americans or
whatever you want to call them,” he
said. ‘I did what every American want-
ed to do, but didn’t.” Stroman is now
on death row.

Mr. Hasan was very much a victim of
the attacks of 9/11, and his death was a
hate crime if ever there was one.

Before his death, Waqgar had taken
steps for him and his family to become
American citizens. He was in the
United States on an immigrant visa
and was going through the paperwork
towards citizenship. When he was bru-
tally Kkilled, his family’s American fu-
ture was placed in jeopardy. Their
visas and green card applications were
both dependent upon his visa. When he
died, their hopes of American citizen-
ship died with him. The Hasan family
had lost their husband, father, and
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breadwinner in a most horrible way;
and now, they were facing the threat of
deportation.

Mrs. Hasan and her teenage daugh-
ters think of themselves as Americans.
The daughters are growing up here.
Mrs. Hasan and all but the youngest
daughter hold down jobs to make ends
meet. One daughter attends Rutgers.
Another daughter is studying at Kean
College to become a teacher. They are
the type of hard-working, reverent, pa-
triotic, studious, industrious people
that we want here in America; and
they deserve to stay.

For the past 2% years, I have been
working with government agencies to
keep the Hasan family in this country.
I have pursued and exhausted every
possible legal remedy to help the Hasan
family stay. My Private Relief bill is
the Hasan family’s last hope of attain-
ing permanent legal residency and
eventually citizenship. Today, the
House of Representatives passed that
bill.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that there is
no more crucial time to demonstrate to
Muslims in America and around the
world that we are a tolerant and sym-
pathetic people. We must seize oppor-
tunities to showcase America’s com-
mitment to the democratic values that
we are making great sacrifices to pro-
mote overseas.

This bill, of course, does not make
everything all right. Duri Hasan and
her daughters have lost their husband
and father. Their lives have been given
a severe blow. But with this bill, we
avoid doing any further injury to them.
I am very pleased to report the happy
news to the Hasan family to whom
today we here in the House have said,
You belong here in America with us.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mrs. McCCARTHY of New York ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

——

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

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

———

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

Mr. BROWN of Ohio addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

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

(Mr. LIPINSKI addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GINGREY). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. BLUMENAUER addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

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

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

———
OUR GREATEST RESOURCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUNTER) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I thought
we would talk tonight about several
things, about our recent several
CODELs to Iraq, to the theater, and
also about the defense bill, and lastly,
about the resources, the great Amer-
ican asset that ties all of our defense
issues together, and that is the men
and women who wear the uniform of
the United States.

I thought, Mr. Speaker, maybe I
would just start off with my great col-
leagues, the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. HAYES) and the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. WIL-
SON), in just talking about a couple of
those great men and women in uni-
form.

I wanted to read a citation, Mr.
Speaker, because we have had a lot of
talk, lots of discussion and enormous
publicity about the prison mess over
the last several months. And one way
we have countered that image that I
think has wrongfully been splashed
against lots of folks in uniform is by
talking about the great heroism of a
number of those people. And I remind
my colleagues that we had some 16,000
Bronze Stars awarded in Iraq, some 127
Silver Stars, and I thought that to-
night just to start off I would talk
about a couple of the commendations
that have been given to heroes in that
very difficult theater in Iraq.

This is a Silver Star that was pre-
sented by order of the Secretary of the
Navy to Staff Sergeant Adam R. Sikes,
United States Marine Corps. I wanted
to read this, Mr. Speaker.

“For conspicuous gallantry and in-
trepidity in action against the enemy
while serving as Platoon Sergeant, 1st
Platoon, Company G, 2nd Battalion,
bth Marines, Regimental Combat Team
5, 1st Marine Division, I Marine Expedi-
tionary Force on 12 April 2003. During
the Battle of At Tarmiyah, Staff Ser-
geant Sikes’ platoon was pinned down
by heavy small arms and rocket pro-
pelled grenade fire in the opening mo-
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ments of the fight. Without orders,
Staff Sergeant Sikes quickly rallied
two of his squads and set them into po-
sition to suppress the enemy and pre-
pare them to counter attack. With the
squads in position, Staff Sergeant
Sikes charged alone across the 70 me-
ters of fire swept ground to close on
the first enemy strongpoint, which he
cleared with a grenade and rifle fire.
Moving to the roof of a three-story
building that was exposed to enemy
fire, Staff Sergeant Sikes skillfully ad-
justed 60-millimeter mortar rounds
onto nearby enemy positions. The
rounds isolated the town from enemy
reinforcement and decimated an enemy
position in the nearby tree line. Upon
learning that the other squad had
taken causalities, Staff Sergeant Sikes
moved to their position. With wounded
Marines in a small compound, cut off
by the enemy, Staff Sergeant Sikes sig-
naled an amphibian vehicle and di-
rected their evacuation while under a
hail of small arms and rocket propelled
grenade fire. By his bold leadership,
wise judgment, and complete dedica-
tion to duty, Staff Sergeant Sikes re-
flected great credit upon himself and
upheld the highest traditions of the
Marine Corps and the United States
Naval Service.”

That is one of many, many com-
mendations, Mr. Speaker, that have
come out of Operation Iraqi Freedom.
Here is another citation that I thought
I would read tonight. This is a Navy
and Marine Corps Commendation
Medal to Staff Sergeant Brian Porter,
United States Marine Corps for heroic
achievement while serving as tank
commander, 3D Platoon, Company B,
1st Tank Battalion, Regimental Com-
bat Team 7, 1st Marine Division in sup-
port of Operation Iraqi Freedom. ‘‘Staff
Sergeant Porter’s actions against the
enemy were quick and deadly. Upon
initial contact with the enemy near
Imam Anas with two of four tanks in
the platoon temporarily unable to fire,
he guided his tank to the right of the
platoon and destroyed an Iraqi T-55
tank with main gun fire. He personally
engaged and destroyed numerous ar-
mored personnel carriers and tanks to
ensure the safety of the company. Dur-
ing a reconnaissance operation in Ad
Diwaniyah, he secured the southern
flank of the company. During the ensu-
ing firefight involving mortar fire, ma-
chine gun fire, and rocket-propelled
grenade fire, he destroyed a technical
vehicle that was firing upon the pla-
toon at close range. Staff sergeant Por-
ter’s initiative, perseverance, and total
dedication to duty reflected credit
upon him and were in keeping with the
highest tradition of the Marine Corps
and the United States Naval Service.”

Mr. Speaker, these are obviously just
a few out of thousands of citations that
have been given to our soldiers and air-
men and Naval personnel and United
States Marines in theater in both Oper-
ation Iraqi Freedom and in Operation
Enduring Freedom.

Mr. Speaker, if we have time at the
end of our special order, I would like to
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read a few more of those. But right now
I would just like to introduce two of
my great colleagues who also have
been really working the issues that
arise from this operation in Iraq and
the operation in Afghanistan. I would
like to yield first to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. HAYES).

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, first let me
thank my good friend and chairman of
the Committee on Armed Services, the
gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER), who spends every waking
hour and then some doing everything
he can to make sure our fine men and
women in uniform have the support,
the equipment, and the backing they
need. So we are all owing a debt of
gratitude to our chairman and to our
good friend, the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. WILSON). He and I have a
lot of common friends in this fight. The
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
WILSON) represents Ft. Jackson, a fine
training facility, Parris Island, Marine
Beaufort Air Station.

Every time I visit my troops at Ft.
Bragg or Pope Air Force Base in North
Carolina, I am constantly, continu-
ously and consistently amazed at the
attitude, the ability, the commitment,
and the performance of these men and
women who ask but little in return ex-
cept the support of this Congress and
the American people.

I have been to Iraq on a number of
occasions. I was with the first group
that went in. What our soldiers, sail-
ors, Air Force, Marine and Coast
Guardsmen put up with in terms of
conditions, the things that they did not
have but still came through, and won
the fight in a remarkably short period
of time with virtually no collateral
damage to civilians and to other prop-
erty is an incredible tribute to the
servicemen and women that serve this
country.

President Bush said something in
Istanbul, Turkey just a week ago, and
that was, In order to have justice, you
had to have democracy. What our men
and women in uniform are doing is pro-
viding for the Iraqi people and other
surrounding nations the opportunity to
see, to taste and to experience the de-
mocracy that equals freedom and ulti-
mately justice. That is what we want
for people all around the world, the
privileges that we enjoy and, unfortu-
nately, take for granted.

As I have been to Iraq and as I have
visited our soldiers in training facili-
ties, the amount of time and energy
and effort that they put into making
America safe, secure, and ultimately
free is something that we can never
repay. But I think for us to stand up
and to stand tall and talk about the
things that they are doing, whether it
be in Fallujah, Baghdad, Najaf,
Nasiriyah, and Afghanistan, these men
and women 24 hours a day, 7 days a
week, are out there doing the things
that we call on them to do, tirelessly,
without any idea of selfishness.

I cannot help but remember Daniel
Metzdorf. I was in Iraq just a couple of
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months ago and was there with our
good friend, the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON) from the other
side of the aisle and the minority lead-
er, the gentlewoman from California
(Ms. PELOSI), and they too share our re-
spect for what they saw these men and
women doing.

As we were headed back we stopped
in Germany and visited our hospital at
Landstuhl. We saw a number of folks,
but the one I particularly remember
because he looked like my son, Bob, as
I walked in the door was Daniel
Metzdorf of the 82nd Airborne. He had
lost his leg. His concern was for the
rest of his team. As he came back and
has recovered, been at Walter Reed, he
is a native of Florida but is back at Ft.
Bragg now, his biggest concern was
that his squad leader was not given suf-
ficient recognition for the heroism that
he exhibited in saving other members
of his team when they were under at-
tack by the enemy and the terrorists.

So as I think of him and the count-
less other men and women, a couple of
whom the gentleman has referred to in
those citations, I think we must con-
tinue to remind ourselves of how im-
portant these sacrifices are. And these
are not sacrifices made at the whim of
an individual or a Congress or a group
of people. If we look at the record, the
record is very clear from the past ad-
ministration, from news media who
now seem to have an extremely dif-
ficult time getting the facts right, re-
porting the actual conduct and the
progress and wonderful things that our
troops are doing for the people in Iraq,
but as we look at that it is very clear
and consistent, we have no choice. If
we were to live up to the responsibil-
ities of being a free and freer Nation,
then we had to step in and stop these
terrorists abroad before they could
come to us.

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to bring-
ing a few more of these facts to light as
we move on, but without dwelling too
long at this time, I would like to turn
over to a dear friend, the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. WILSON). And
we have supplied the gentleman with
Abe Turner from Ft. Bragg to look
after Ft. Jackson. So we are definitely
a team and we work well together.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I wanted
to say before the gentleman yields, I
know he has been to Iraq and we really
appreciate that great tour, and also the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
WILSON) has spent a lot of time in Iraq.
And I want to thank also the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CALVERT),
a great member of the committee, and
the gentleman from El Paso, Texas
(Mr. REYES) who was there with me
over the last couple of weeks. So we
have had great members of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services going over. 1
think that gives us some insight of
what the troops need when we are put-
ting together our bill to get the tools
so they can get the job done.

I thank the gentleman for his re-
marks, and I yield to the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. WILSON).
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Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, 1 appreciate the chairman’s
leadership so much. We can all be
proud of the gentleman from California
(Mr. HUNTER), as the chairman of the
Committee on Armed Services. With
his perspective as a veteran and with
his devotion to the military, having a
son serving in Iraq now, by his extraor-
dinary leadership, I appreciate his
coming and visiting Ft. Jackson last
December. That was a highlight of my
brief career here in Congress, to see the
gentleman firsthand meeting with
troops getting ready to deploy over-
seas. They were so honored to have the
gentleman come and show his interest.

Mr. HUNTER. I want to thank the
gentleman. I just want to remind the
gentleman that my job here is lots of
inside work and no heavy lifting.

It is interesting, we do a lot of things
here that have some import and affect
the ways our troops operate. But see-
ing those guys and ladies in 120 degree
heat in Iraq and cheerful is an extraor-
dinary experience.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. They
can be cheerful because they know
they have a chairman of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services who is per-
sonally interested in their safety and
security and in promoting democracy
and protecting the American people.

Additionally, I am very grateful to be
here with my colleague from the north,
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. HAYES).

I had an opportunity to visit with the
gentleman at Ft. Bragg and visit with
the Special Forces. It is so reassuring
to see this new generation, to see how
dedicated they are. Many of us had
somewhat dismissed them as the
Nintendo generation. Well, that is ac-
tually very positive because the equip-
ment that they use is so high tech, it is
crucial that they be able to operate
equipment that is almost inconceivable
in terms of advances in just a few
years, and particularly even over the
first Persian Gulf War, and the success
of our troops and dedication is so heart
warming.

Additionally, I was happy to hear the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
HAYES) reference Pope Air Force Base.
I have a nephew who is currently still
in the Air Force, and I am really proud
that he served at Pope. But the per-
spective I would like to make tonight
is indeed as a veteran, I retired after 31
years of service, it was last July, with
my service with the Army National
Guard, and I saw again firsthand the
capable people who are protecting our
country, because my job was as pre-
mobilization legal counselor and addi-
tionally mobilization counseling. Peo-
ple did not whine. They knew, men and
women, that they would be serving to
protect the American people.

O 2015

Additionally, I am happy to be the
parent of three sons who are serving in
the military. My oldest son is a young
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attorney from Lexington, South Caro-
lina. He has been mobilized. He is serv-
ing in Iraq. I am in touch with him vir-
tually every day by BlackBerry, by
satellite phone. It is very reassuring.

My second son is a graduate of the
naval academy, an ensign in the Navy.
I am very proud of him being in med-
ical school.

My third son was just commissioned
a month and a half ago at Clemson
University, in the Army ROTC; and he
will have a career in the signal corps
with the Army National Guard.

I am just so proud that they have on
their own seen that one of the best
ways to promote our country is to
serve in the military; and then, finally,
as a Member of Congress, it has already
been referenced by the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. HAYES), I am very
grateful to represent Fort Jackson,
ably commanded by General Abe Turn-
er.

General Turner is so well known here
in Congress because he was Army liai-
son to Congress and did a masterful
job. I then ran into him, of all things,
in Kuwait where he was one of the
leaders there and helping us protect
and promote our troops.

Additionally, I represent the Marine
air station at Beaufort. We are very
proud of their service. It is a joint
Navy and Marine facility with squad-
rons of both; and I also represent Par-
ris Island, where the training takes
place of our troops on the east coast,
and I have been there in 3 days of par-
allel training; and it was an extraor-
dinary opportunity again to see the
dedication of these young people.

I also represent the Beaufort Naval
Hospital adjacent to McIntyre Air Na-
tional Guard Base, Sully Air Force
Base. I, again, over and over again, had
the opportunity to meet young people,
to meet people who are so dedicated in
protecting our country.

Indeed, it was 2 weeks ago today that
I had the opportunity to go on a dele-
gation with the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. HOEKSTRA) with the Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence,
and we had the opportunity to meet
with the incoming Iraqi police being
trained. We had the opportunity to
meet with the new government offi-
cials, the Prime Minister, Ayad Allawi,
and also President Ghazi al-Yawer. It
was very encouraging.

The Prime Minister is a real hero. He
himself was a victim of Saddam Hus-
sein’s attempted assassination a num-
ber of years ago. I have heard it de-
scribed he was virtually cut in half, but
he recovered. His wife, though, did not.
She had a permanent nervous break-
down. And so we have a very brave per-
son serving as Prime Minister in Ayad
Allawi promoting the people of Iraq to
build a civil society.

Many of us had the opportunity,
thanks to the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. BLUNT), to meet with President
Ghazi al-Yawer. He is a graduate of
George Washington University; and he
announced to us that he is an optimist,
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that he believes a civil society can be
established in Iraq, and I believe that
we have seen in the past 10 days, since
he took power and since the Prime
Minister took power on the 28th, that,
indeed, they are working to rebuild a
civil society in Iraq.

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman would yield, the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. WILSON) and
I were in on the same meeting, and
that was a wonderful opportunity.
What he and I heard in terms of the ap-
preciation of the Iraqi people, the de-
sire of their people and their govern-
ment to be free, the incredible grati-
tude that they feel towards our sol-
diers. Does the gentleman read any-
thing like that in our national media?
Does the gentleman hear that on the
news at night?

What my colleague and I heard both
there and in Iraq, we do not hear it.
That is what the people of America
need to hear and see, because that is
true. That is what is happening in Iraq.
That is the contribution. That is how
the people who are receiving this help,
particularly from men and women in
uniform, that is the true response.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. It
really is, and particularly with Presi-
dent al-Yawer. He was so outspoken in
his appreciation for the dedication of
our young people, of families who have
lost heroes, who are protecting Amer-
ican people; and it was just heartfelt.
It was the same heartfelt feeling that
we actually did see, thank goodness,
with President Hamid Karzai of Af-
ghanistan, who was here about 3 weeks
ago to express the appreciation of the
people of Afghanistan for their libera-
tion and their ability now for probably
the first time in history to establish a
civil society.

When I say ‘‘civil society,” I am talk-
ing about one that looks out for the
people and the country, and one of the
highlights was to meet with the min-
ister of health in Iraq. He had pre-
viously been the minister of education,
and he was telling us one by one of the
progress being made in regard to edu-
cation.

Thousands of schools have been ren-
ovated. These are not elegant schools
with gymnasiums. These are largely
one-room schoolhouses that have been
repainted, many of them by the Amer-
ican military, with desks and with
blackboards. In fact, 1% million book
bags were distributed to the young peo-
ple of Iraq from the United States
Agency For International Develop-
ment.

Additionally, he told us that there
are 293,000 teachers in Iraq. What we
hear when we read the paper is that
people are unemployed. That is all we
hear; but there are 293,000 teachers, and
it was incredible to me.

I asked the minister what is the per-
centage of young people who are school
age going to school; and he told us it
was around 90 percent, maybe exceed-
ing 90 percent, and that, in fact, in
April when there was an upsurge in vi-
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olence, the young people still came to
school, and they were brought by their
parents.

I find this encouraging because we
know another fact is that there were 60
million new textbooks distributed in
the last year. This is incredibly impor-
tant. The textbooks previously had
been idolatrous of the dictator Saddam
Hussein. They had virtually identified
him as a reincarnated Nebuchadnezer.
That was an insult to their intel-
ligence; but if that is all they read,
that is all they read, that is all they
heard.

Now, of course, we have all seen, as
we have visited, the satellite dishes.
Those were illegal under the Hussein
dictatorship. Those of us who have vis-
ited, everywhere we look we see sat-
ellite dishes where it may not be all we
want them to see, but they do have
choices that they did not have before.
So a civil society, I think, is being es-
tablished.

Then the bravery that is exhibited.
The gentleman from Nevada (Mr. POR-
TER) was very interested that we visit
a hospital; and we visited a hospital,
and we visited with the American
troops, and we visited with Iraqi patri-
ots. In particular, there was a city
councilman who was there who had
been severely injured and his young
son was there, and he was telling us
that his brother had been killed in the
same attack a week ago prior to us
meeting with him and that another
son, somebody had left a package at
their home and when he picked it up, it
was a small bomb that blew his right
hand off. How brave that he persisted
in trying to build a civil society.

It just brings to mind, particularly
here in the week of the 4th of July, of
the sacrifices of the persons who signed
the Declaration of Independence. They
were not greeted with riches and with a
warm response by the ruling elite at
that time. They lost so much, and now
we have got people who are indeed pro-
moting the establishment of a democ-
racy.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I know
both the gentlemen mentioned going
through the air base in Germany,
Ramstein Air Base, and going to the
medical facility in Germany where our
wounded troops are taken before they
are brought back to Walter Reed or Be-
thesda; and in doing that this time,
just this last week, I was reminded
very strongly about what we displaced
in Iraqg when we got rid of Saddam Hus-
sein, because one of the lead surgeons
there had a videotape that was done by
Saddam Hussein’s agents as they am-
putated the hands of businessmen who
they brought to the prison and decided,
because Saddam Hussein had figured
that they had not done enough for busi-
ness lately and they had not brought
the economy up sufficiently in Iraq in
a certain period of time, he had their
hands surgically amputated to give a
little motivation to the other members
of the business community. I imagine
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it did motivate them. It probably moti-
vated them to get out of there as
quickly as they could.

When I see the discussion about Iraq
peel off into some type of a debating
society over whether or not we have
found weapons of mass destruction
lately, I pull that picture out of my top
drawer that has all those Kurdish
mothers spread out across the hillside
dead, where they were killed in mid-
stride holding their children, holding
their little babies, where that chemical
hit them and appeared to Kkill them
just where they stood, and those pic-
tures were as poignant and dramatic as
any photos I saw of any of the death
camps in Germany.

I was reminded once again of what we
displaced when we displaced Saddam
Hussein; and certainly, we are going to
have, as the years go by and more mass
graves are discovered and more people
come forth with their stories, it is
going to become very evident that the
United States of America acted when
others were afraid to act, when they
were intimidated or when they were
incentivized not to act because of eco-
nomic situations, like the French who
thought they were going to get all the
contracts for the big oil fields, and per-
haps others who thought that they
somehow would have a good political
or economic relationship with Iraq.

The United States acted, and we
acted on behalf of humanity because it
is humanity which rejects cutting peo-
ple’s hands off because they have not
raised the economic standard; or shoot-
ing thousands of Shiites in the back of
the head and bulldozing them into open
trenches because they would resist
Saddam Hussein’s regime; or gassing
Kurdish citizens in their little villages
in northern Iraq. That is resisted by
humanity, and the only nation which
really took action along with our great
British allies and Australia allies and
several others brought something to
the battle but not a lot, was the United
States of America, and I think we can
all be proud of that leadership.

It is going to be a rocky, tough road.
They live in a tough neighborhood, and
there is lots of danger for that new
government to face. In fact, I think the
biggest challenge for their armed
forces is, number one, just keep their
government alive, because there are
lots of predators out there that want to
take them down. I think we are going
to make it and we are going to have an
Iraq which is benign with respect to its
relationship with respect to the United
States, and that is going to accrue to
the benefit of lots of Americans in gen-
erations to come.

I would be happy to yield to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
HAYES).

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, just a cou-
ple of quick points.

Again, the gentleman referred to the
Iraqi businessmen whose hands were
cut off. They came here to the Capitol
of the United States of America and
had a press conference. I did not see
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anything about that anywhere near the
front page, simply to make the point.

Mr. HUNTER. No. In fact, you know
what I saw, The Washington Post had a
front page article about the prison
mess, and what they devoted the front
and center to their front page on one
day was that some prisoners in Guanta-
namo had asked for sugar in their tea,
and they were told it was going to be a
while before they got sugar for their
tea. So they thought that was quite an
abuse, and so instead of putting in an
article about people who had their
hands amputated by Saddam Hussein,
they wanted to devote that very impor-
tant space to prisoners who did not get
sugar in their tea.

Mr. HAYES. The issue of weapons of
mass destruction, let me for just a mo-
ment quote what the administration
said about weapons of mass destruc-
tion.

The New York Times reported No-
vember 14, 1997, in a meeting that the
White House was deciding to prepare
the country for war. According to the
Times, the decision was made to begin
a public campaign to do interviews on
the Sunday morning television news
programs to inform the American peo-
ple of the dangers of biological warfare
and Saddam Hussein.

During this time, The Washington
Post reported that President Clinton
specifically directed Secretary of De-
fense Cohen to raise the profile of bio-
logical and chemical threat.

Again, I point out, this was the
former administration, not because of
partisan politics but because of the
unanimous consensus that existed
about the weapons of mass destruction.

On November 16, Cohen made a wide-
ly reported appearance on ABC’s ‘“This
Week” in which he placed a 5-pound
bag of sugar on the table and stated
that that amount of anthrax would de-
stroy at least half the population in
Washington, D.C.

Cohen began his November 25 briefing
on the ‘‘Pentagon Report” by showing
a picture of a Kurdish mother and child
that had been gassed by Saddam’s
Army. A bit later, standing beside the
gruesome image, he described death on
a mass scale: one drop of vx nerve
agent on your finger will produce death
in a matter of just a few moments.

Now, the U.N. believes that Saddam
may have produced as much as 200 tons
of vx; and this would, of course, be
theoretically enough to kill every man,
woman, and child on the face of the
Earth.

He then sketched a massive chemical
attack on an American city, on and on
and on.

[ 2030

Steven Hayes has written, by the
way, no kin of mine. So I am not pro-
moting my relative’s book. Not a rel-
ative. I want to make that clear for the
record.

Mr. HUNTER. He may make that
point to you when you try to get a part
of the royalty.
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Mr. HAYES. That is probably true.

The book is very accurate, very con-
cise, and there is also a condensed 7- or
8-page article on where the connection
between terrorists around the world
was so clearly made and tied into Sad-
dam Hussein, his government, and
their effort to promote, to build, and to
harbor terrorists. So clear. So if any-
body has any doubt in their mind, sim-
ply read that article, which is in the
Weekly Standard, or read the book.
The evidence is clear. It cannot be de-
nied.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, it should be pointed out
that, indeed, a certain gas projectile
was discovered, that is a chemical
weapon, and, additionally, mustard gas
has been discovered, projectiles in the
country of Iraq, which had previously
been in the jurisdiction, obviously, of
Saddam Hussein. It was clearly indi-
cated that, of course, chemical weap-
ons were being used against the Kurd-
ish population by Saddam Hussein.

It is equally significant that the an-
thrax that was never explained as to
what happened to it or where it may
be, could fit in the back of a medium-
sized U-haul, but yet it would be suffi-
cient to have a horrible impact. More
than the known population on the East
Coast could have been killed by such
an attack if it were widely dispersed,
which would be difficult, but we would
not want to find out. That is why we
took this action. And this war in Af-
ghanistan, the conflict in theater in
Iraq, this is to protect the American
people.

My colleague from California
brought up our allies, but this needs to
be brought out. We have 32 nations
that have sent troops to Iraq. I am par-
ticularly grateful that 2 weeks ago I
had the opportunity to meet a soldier
from Latvia. Not in our lifetime would
we ever dream that we would be meet-
ing with a soldier from the Independent
Republic of Latvia, which is now a free
republic. Not any longer is it a forced
member of the U.S.S.R., the Soviet
Union. Now Latvia itself is a member
of NATO.

It should also be noted, and it is just
amazing how this is not picked up,
when we express concern about NATO’s
involvement, we should be pointing out
that 16 of the 26 members in NATO
have troops serving in Iraq today. I
want to particularly congratulate, be-
cause I have worked very closely as the
co-chair of the Congressional Bulgaria
Caucus, I want to thank the Republic
of Bulgaria. I had the opportunity in
Kabul, Afghanistan, to meet with the
Bulgarian ambassador and commander
of Bulgarian troops serving in Afghani-
stan.

I am very pleased there is a battalion
of 495 Bulgarians serving in Iraq today.
That is the largest foreign placement
of troops in the nearly 1,300-year his-
tory of Bulgaria. For the first time,
Bulgaria has invited a foreign country,
the United States, to establish a base
in their country, an air base at Burgas.
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This is incredible, because every other
base that has been established in Bul-
garia has been done involuntarily, not
at the request of the national assem-
bly.

So this is an historic time where, be-
cause of the veterans who have made
this possible, I believe there is a great-
er spread of democracy today than in
the history of the world. The way I
phrased it, too, I have had the oppor-
tunity to visit with our troops, and
Dutch troops and Australian and Pol-
ish troops at Bishkek, Kyrgystan; at
Kharshi-Khanabad, TUzbekistan; and
Bagram, Afghanistan, and all of these
are former Soviet air bases that had
been built to fight the United States,
which are now American and coalition
air bases fighting the terrorists and
winning the war on terrorism.

I think it is a remarkable time for us
to celebrate the successes of the Amer-
ican military that are unparalleled in
history, and I am very proud of what is
being done. I am very proud of the suc-
cesses, and I am confident the young
people who are today on the front lines
are going to persist and, with the re-
solve of the American people and
around the world, succeed.

Mr. HUNTER. The gentleman is abso-
lutely right. And this Cold War was
won by American service personnel. I
look at Korea and Vietnam as two of
the important battles in that war and
battles which helped to bring that war
to a successful conclusion.

The gentleman makes a great point
about people who used to be behind the
Iron Curtain now serving side-by-side
with Americans. And I am reminded
also that troops from Nicaragua and El
Salvador, which were the centers of the
so-called Contra wars during the 1980s,
when America’s liberals said Ronald
Reagan should stay out of Central
America; that if the Soviets want to
have an influence in Central America,
which they were having with the Com-
munist Sandinista and the FMLN in
Salvador, let them have it, said the lib-
erals, and let us stay out of Central
America; we cannot possibly win that
war. And of course they brought back
the old Vietnam thing, they said you
are going to get bogged down in an-
other Vietnam. Today, we have fragile
democracies in each of those countries,
and they have sent troops to stand
side-by-side with Americans in Iraq to
try to bring freedom to yet another
country.

I was told, incidentally, that the Sal-
vadorans in particular have fought
fiercely in the Iraq theater; that they
are excellent fighters and they very
much support the coalition, and that
they have brought a measure of strong
support to our operation there. So I
thank the gentleman for bringing that
up because I think that is an important
one.

When Ronald Reagan was bringing
down the Wall, and when he met that
first move of force by the Russians dur-
ing his administration, when the So-
viet Union started to ring Western Eu-
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rope with SS-20 missiles and Ronald
Reagan started to push in ground
launch cruise missiles and Pershing
missiles into Europe, the liberal com-
mentators across the world said, essen-
tially, now you have gone and done it;
we will never have peace with the So-
viet Union, and we have to get this
Ronald Reagan out of there.

Yet, by meeting the strength of the
Soviet Union with American strength,
the President produced a situation
where at one point the Russians picked
up the phone and said, can we talk?
And when they started talking, they
talked not about a negotiated settle-
ment but they talked really about the
disassembly of the Soviet empire
brought about by American strength.

I think this operation in Iraq, while
it is tough and hard and very dan-
gerous, is going to produce a good re-
sult in that very difficult part of the
world.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from North Carolina.

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, as we sit
here and call attention to our incred-
ible allies, I think that we may have
forgotten momentarily the Italians,
who have been incredibly courageous,
along with the Hungarians, the South
Koreans, and the list, as the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. WILSON)
pointed out, is 32-plus members.

My colleague was talking about these
agents, biological weapons, chemicals,
but what I mentioned was the previous
administration in the 1990s. What has
happened in June 24, of 2004? Charles
Duelfer, head of the Iraq weapons in-
spection team, announced his group
had uncovered at least 10 more artil-
lery shells filled with banned chemical
weapons from the regime of Saddam
Hussein. I have not read that promi-
nently in any paper or heard it on the
nightly news.

Duelfer announced that his team is
finding new WMD evidence almost
every day, and I quote. ‘“‘A roadside
bomb, discovered May 15, contained
chemicals that when combined formed
sarin gas. All such weapons were sup-
posed to have been destroyed. Chemical
munitions were probably stored with
conventional arms at some of the thou-
sands of weapon depots located
throughout Iraq. Military officials
have uncovered some 8,700 weapon de-
pots and continue to find new ones, and
estimate the weapon depots in Iraq
contain between 650,000 and 1 million
tons of arms.”’

How do you kill 400,000 people and
not refer to weapons of mass destruc-
tion? It defies common sense.

Mr. HUNTER. Well, I thank the gen-
tleman for pointing that out, and I
think that the American service per-
sonnel who are serving in Iraq, because
of what the gentleman has mentioned,
are undergoing enormous hardship be-
cause they always have to be on guard
for the possibilities that other shells,
for example, that have nerve agents
like the one that was picked up as an
IED in Baghdad and was partly ex-
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ploded to the point where the people
who were the team that were neutral-
izing the shell got sick, there is always
a possibility that more shells are going
to be taken out of that particular load
or cache of weapons. And that will be a
danger to American troops. So I thank
the gentleman for bringing that point
up.
Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I
wonder if my chairman would kindly
yield to me for 30 seconds.

Mr. HUNTER. I would be happy to
yield to the gentleman.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Chairman, I
notice that you have about 20 minutes
more left in this hour, and I believe
that the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. INSLEE), myself, and the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
DELAHUNT), as well as a couple of other
Members have an hour coming up. I
found it very interesting, the conversa-
tion. Obviously, we may have some dif-
fering views on this, but I wonder if the
chairman might consider that perhaps
next week or the balance of the week
at some time, that we could, those of
us interested in this issue and have the
articulate views, as my colleague and
the other Members do, might consider
combining our hour sometime and hav-
ing a discussion?

Mr. HUNTER. I would be happy to. I
would say to my friend that I would be
happy to.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Maybe we could
discuss that off the floor and perhaps
we might benefit the whole American
public by the kind of discussion that
could take place.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I would
be happy to do that with my friend. I
cannot guarantee the American public
is going to make a sell-out crowd for
us, but I would be happy to do that.
Sure.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I am sure with
this trio that is here this evening and
those we could bring to the discussion,
particularly those of my esteemed col-
leagues on the Committee on Armed
Services, I think we might get an audi-
ence that might not necessarily be able
to follow the hearings that the chair-
man has put together so far.

In any event, Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s courtesy and we
will talk about it and perhaps some-
thing good in terms of dialogue could
result.

Mr. HUNTER. I look forward to it.

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman from Hawaii will yield.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Well, the time
belongs to the Chairman.

Mr. HUNTER. I would be happy to
yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I would
just like to call attention to our
friends here, and anyone watching,
that my first real experience with the
Committee on Armed Services was
with the gentleman from Hawaii. We
were dealing with an issue in Bosnia
which demanded bipartisan attention,
and when it comes to supporting the
men and women in uniform, the gen-
tleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE)
is there. He will be there with you.
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So I thought it was appropriate to
call attention to a very fine memory,
of many that I have, of the gentleman
from Hawaii.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, 1
am very grateful, Mr. Chairman. I will
yield any time to take that kind of
compliment.

Mr. HUNTER. You better leave on
that one. That is a good one.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Can I leave
now?

Mr. HUNTER. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I want to also join in thank-
ing the gentleman from Hawaii for his
constructive suggestion.

But I want to reiterate again too
that the war we are into, this global
war on terrorism, is not something the
United States sought. It is my humble
opinion that the first attack was really
in 1979, with the attack on our embassy
in Tehran. We can all remember the
signs that were carried at that time
were ‘‘death to America.” It does not
need a discussion. That is what the in-
tent is. And the reason for this feeling
is because the United States represents
freedom of association, of speech, as we
just saw, freedom of women to partici-
pate in society, and freedom of media.
All of this is being opposed by peobple
who want to construct a 14th century
life-style.

This is not a religious war. To me, it
is a group of extremists who, as we saw
last week, there was a heinous suicide
bomber who attacked a Shiite mosque
in Pakistan. Imagine just going
straight into a mosque and Kkilling 20
people. This is just something that has
to be faced, and we either face the
enemy overseas or we will again see
them here in the United States, as we
did on September 11.

September 11 was the culmination of
a direct attack on the United States in
1993 on the World Trade Center, a di-
rect attack on our embassies in 1998, at
embassies all throughout Africa, and
then, of course, the infamous attack on
U.S.S. Cole in Yemen in the year 2000,
and finally the attack of September 11,
2001. America is responding.

And I am very grateful that just as
after World War II we helped rebuild
Germany so it would not be a breeding
ground for communism, we are helping
to rebuild Iraq. I am sorry that it does
not get the attention it should. It is
probably just dull to hear that there is
freedom of the press and media in Iraq.
It is dull to hear the schools have been
reopened. It is dull to hear the hos-
pitals have all been reopened and the
health clinics are available. But it is
not dull. It is creating a civil society
that protects the American people. We
were able to protect the American peo-
ple and defeat communism, and I am
confident we can do the same thing in
defeating terrorism.

I am so happy the gentleman brought
up Ronald Reagan. It was 20 years ago
virtually this minute that he was at-
tempting to win the Cold War by put-
ting Pershing missiles in Western Eu-
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rope. Millions of people demonstrated
against that in the United States and
Western Europe. It ultimately led,
again, to our victory.

I had the extraordinarily opportunity
Sunday to meet with people at our
church who are from Russia, and I was
telling them how incredible it was for
me to be there with them, because 15
years ago we were told that they like
living under communism; that due to
their serf background, they liked being
slaves; that they really did not want to
have to make decisions of who to elect
and how to elect, what jobs to take,
how much money to earn, whether they
could buy a car or not; that they really
enjoyed living in oppression.
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We know that is not true. The dear
Russians that I met with on Sunday
said how much they appreciated what
President Reagan and the American
people have done to provide for their
liberation. The same analogy applies to
the people of Iraq and Afghanistan. It
is such a positive time to see what our
troops are doing.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
GINGREY), also a great member of the
Committee on Armed Services

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, let me
thank the distinguished chairman of
the Committee on Armed Services. I
know if the troops who are so bravely
defending us, our liberty in Iraq and
Afghanistan, if they have any oppor-
tunity to read a newspaper or listen to
a radio or watch television, I know
they know that if there is any greater
friend than the chairman of the House
Committee on Armed Services, the
gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER), it is possibly the Commander
in Chief, George W. Bush. I thank the
gentleman for giving me an oppor-
tunity to say a few words tonight dur-
ing this important hour.

Mr. Speaker, earlier this year, the
108th Congress appropriated some $187
billion to Operation Iraqi Freedom.
$18.5 billion was to restore the infra-
structure of this Middle Eastern coun-
try long neglected by their dictator,
Saddam Hussein. While Saddam Hus-
sein was incurring huge debts, some
say as much as $100 billion to build up
his own personal military and to con-
struct numerous palaces, compounds to
his own glory and edification, those of
us on both sides of the aisle of the com-
mittee, we were there and saw these
palaces. While at the same time the
typical Iraqi citizen, especially the
Shiite majority and the Kurds, was not
only suffering from a lack of the basic
necessities of life, but they were also
being killed and tortured with reckless
abandonment.

Mr. Speaker, I could talk more time
than I am allotted about how we are
expending this $18.5 billion appropria-
tion to restore the infrastructure, the
needs, basic needs such as water and
sewer plants, electricity, and schools;
but let me use the time that I have got
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to discuss something that I know a lit-
tle bit about and that is called health
care.

I am a physician member of the
House of Representatives; and along
with my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle, I care deeply about the health
care, most basic health care needs of
the impoverished Iraqi people.

Mr. Speaker, let us do a little before
and after comparison on health care
expenditures in Iraq. Saddam Hussein’s
regime provided only $16 million for
the ministry of health in 2002. That was
less than $1 per person. This is a 23 to
24 million population country. The
Iraqi medical system severely lacked
medical equipment and capabilities.
Doctors’ salaries were about $20 a
month.

Today, Iraq’s 2004 budget for health
care is $950 million, a $934 million in-
crease over 2002. All 240 hospitals and
more than 1,200 health clinics are now
open. The minister of health assumed
full independent authority on March
28, 2004, and the minister of health is
addressing drug shortages by making
emergency drug purchases. Health care
spending in Iraq has increased 30 times
over its prewar levels, and children are
receiving crucial vaccinations for the
first time. Over 5 million children have
been immunized for measles, mumps,
and rubella. Every child in our country
gets that basic right. It is estimated
that 85 percent of Iraqi children now
have been immunized.

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I was lis-
tening to some discussion on this floor
of the House earlier and a member on
the other side of the aisle spoke about
fairness. He used that little cute way of
saying the F word, and the F word
being fairness, and said it was not fair
for us to be spending money on the
health of the Iraqi people when it is es-
timated 40 million Americans do not
have health insurance. But, Mr. Speak-
er, they have health care. They may
not have health insurance, but they
have basic health care; and I would re-
mind my colleagues on September 11,
2001, 3,000 of our citizens, citizens of
other countries, had good jobs with
health care and health insurance, but
they were killed. They are not with us
today. Their families no longer have
their presence, and yet they had great
health care. So it is hugely important
that we provide this infrastructure,
this basic health care need to the Iraqi
people.

It would be unconscionable to free
them from the dictatorship of Saddam
Hussein and leave them in poverty and
squalor without having these basic
health care needs met, because we
would just be creating yet another dic-
tator to take Saddam Hussein’s place. I
think it is entirely appropriate that we
spend this money to restore the infra-
structure, including the health care,
the basic health care needs, of the Iraqi
people. With that I yield back to my
chairman.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
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GINGREY) for the point he has made. It
is a very important point. That is the
message that I think has gone out to
people around the world. They really
understand the goodness of this coun-
try. Interestingly, they might not un-
derstand by watching our own tele-
vision, but they have enough experi-
ences with their own families and with
their own view of the world to know
that the United States is a good coun-
try.

I am reminded of a couple of years
ago when my parents were in Manila in
the Philippines, and the Philippines
were undertaking demonstrations
against the United States. The dem-
onstration leadership would walk over
to the line of Filipinos waiting to get
visas to come into the United States,
and they would hire people to take
hold of signs that said ‘“‘Down with the
United States,” or ‘““The United States
out of the Philippines.” They would
hire them to demonstrate against the
United States and after they dem-
onstrated awhile, the demonstrators
would then give back their signs to the
organizers, and they would retake their
position in line waiting for their visa
to the United States that they just
demonstrated against.

I think it is clear to the Iraqi people
that we are the good guys. I think they
are reflecting on this now as we have
turned this government over. They
have been ruled by a government for so
long that was very self-serving. Its own
survival and its own enrichment were
the major goals that it undertook.
Here is the United States, which has
expended an enormous amount of
human capital and our economic cap-
ital in this part of the world, and yet
what we are asking them to do is be
free; be free, grow your economy, be-
come prosperous, become a member of
the world community, which does not
oppress its people; and it is our hope if
you have a free government, you are
not going to oppress other people.

The Iraqis are going to have to be
tough to maintain this government.
There are going to be bombs and explo-
sions going off in Iraq for a long time
to come. If the pouring in of resources
could stop explosions from going off,
we would not have explosions in Israel
right now, but that is a fact of life in
that part of the world. It is going to
have to be a tough government with
some grit. They are going to have to
develop a military that has the capa-
bility of protecting that government
and protecting this running chance at
freedom that we have given the Iraqi
people.

Maybe it will not work; but from the
beginning of time to the end of time,
the only time when the Iraqi people
will have had a real chance at freedom
is when the Americans were there, and
that is something we can all be proud
of.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. WILSON).

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to reiterate some
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other heroes who are serving our fami-
lies, and that is the families and em-
ployers. The families are so dedicated
to our servicemembers who are serving
overseas, men and women. We all know
first hand of circumstances where fam-
ilies are making sacrifices. Addition-
ally, we have got family support groups
that we have community support for.
Anyone who wants to help members of
our Guard and Reserve, in any phone
book will be the listing of an armory.
They can contact the unit clerk or the
AST and offer to assist in some way.
Also, employers. We were very fortu-
nate 2 weeks ago to have a hearing put
together by the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. KLINE), himself a retired
Marine colonel. It was brought to our
attention how employers are coming to
bat for the people who have been mobi-
lized and deployed. There are some in-
dications of obvious problems; but I
was told, and during the hearing it
came out, for every one problem, there
are nine good stories of where busi-
nesses have come forward to assist
their employees who have been de-

ployed.
They know the Soldiers and Sailors
Civil Relief Act, now the

Servicemembers Civil Relief Act, will
protect our servicemembers. Addition-
ally, there are reemployment rights
that will accrue to the people in the
Guard and Reserve. We are all here to
help make sure that they have the jobs
that they had when they left, they
have their seniority, that they have
the ability to blend back in and assimi-
late right away into American society.
But it is the employers who are doing
this voluntarily.

Again, families and employers de-
serve a great deal of credit in helping
us win the war on terror.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman has described something very
important to our country and that is
all of us pulling together. That means
we are pulling together whether you
are part of the family and you know
your husband or loved one is going to
have to take off and spend some time
overseas and you are going to try to
pull through those difficult times, or if
your neighbors are going to help out or
relatives are going to help out. Or as
the gentleman has said, employers are
going to help out. This country has got
to pull together. We have done a lot of
that.

One thing that the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. HAYES) has worked
on so much is American businesses
pulling together. That means if you are
a business, you are a prime contractor
in this country and you can buy a piece
of material or a machine tool from an-
other country but you have the oppor-
tunity to buy one from Americans, and
employ Americans by your purchases,
create jobs in America by your pur-
chases, take a look at that and that is
something that the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. HAYES) has been
encouraging our American businesses
to do. That is part of pulling together.
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We are going to have to all do that
with the same spirit that we used to
win the Cold War and World War II.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. HAYES).

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the effort that the chairman has
put into that because a strong indus-
trial defense base is the key to our fu-
ture. With economic security and good
jobs in this country, then we are able
financially to support our wonderful
military.

A couple of quick things. President
Bush has stood tall for freedom in
America and freedom around the world.
He said, ‘‘Democracy is the surest way
to build a society of justice. If justice
is the goal, them democracy is the an-
swer.”” President Bush has stood tall
for our troops in Iraq. What do the
Iraqis say about what is happening?
Well, 68 percent has confidence in the
interim Iraqi Government, and 79 per-
cent think the interim government will
make things better for the Iraqis.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, men-
tioning the President reminded me of
something Saddam Hussein said, be-
cause the other day when he got to
have his say in court, which is some-
thing he never gave the people that he
oppressed, he said words to the effect
that he would not be there if it were
not for George Bush. I will not repeat
the adjectives that he used to describe
President Bush, but when he said he
would not be there if it were not for
President Bush, or words to that effect,
he was right, George Bush and about
300,000 great Americans in uniform.
The point is we have to be the leaders
of the free world. If the free world were
not led by the United States, I do not
think there would be a leader in the
free world.

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, President
Bush stood up for freedom, as well he
should.

Just a couple of weeks ago at Presi-
dent Reagan’s funeral here in Wash-
ington, I had the unique privilege of
standing in line waiting to walk by the
casket of former President Reagan
with Mikhail Gorbachev.
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They called Reagan a cowboy; but
Mikhail Gorbachev, his adversary at
that time, was at his funeral saying
that that man stood up for freedom,
and he won the Cold War, just like
President Bush is standing up and win-
ning the war on terrorism and our
troops are making that happen.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. HAYES). It must have taken a lot
of grit for Mikhail Gorbachev to have
all of the previous speakers or the
speakers at that ceremony talk about
how Ronald Reagan equipped him; but,
you know, he put up with that and
then paid his respects to President
Reagan. And I think there is a message
there, and that is that the goodness of
America comes through, and ulti-
mately it persuades others to follow
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the path of freedom. I thank the gen-
tleman for his comments.

And I think, Mr. Speaker, we are out
of time. We would like to yield back
the balance of our time.

———
IRAQ WATCH

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GINGREY). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, the
gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, as
you know, and our friends know, we
have been engaged in a conversation
for some months now with regard to
what we have come to term the Iraq
Watch; and I was very pleased to note
that my good friend and esteemed col-
league, the chairman of the Committee
on Armed Services, the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER), indi-
cated in the last hour that he and other
Members were occupying, that they
would be pleased at some point, per-
haps in the future, to work out an op-
portunity for a dialogue, not nec-
essarily a debate, but a conversation
among friends with respect to Iraq and
its implications for the United States,
perhaps even combining hours. I do not
know what the rules are precisely on
that, and I do not ask for a ruling on
that right now, Mr. Speaker; but at
some point we hope to be able to do
that, hopefully for the benefit of the
membership and for those members of
the American public and others that
may be tuning in to our Special Orders.

For this evening’s opportunity, how-
ever, I wanted to begin our discussion
tonight with some references and ob-
servations over the so-called handover
of sovereignty. I think, Mr. Speaker,
you might agree that with respect to
Iraq, and unfortunately not only Iraq,
there tends to be opportunities for the
media in particular to seize on certain
phrases. They become almost phrases
of art. These phrases then substitute
for a whole panoply of analysis that
might otherwise usefully take place.

In this instance, the phrase that I am
referring to is the so-called ‘‘handover
of sovereignty.”” Handover of sov-
ereignty, what that means is not clear
to me at this stage.

What I did observe during our break
was a ceremony which took place
under very, very strained cir-
cumstances. The television news was
suddenly filled with the ominous
music, the drumbeats, the portentous
rhythms that seem to indicate that
something of spectacular import is
about to happen. Breaking news. Sten-
torian voices, a sound, and then sud-
denly we are told, well, we are going to
go to the handover of sovereignty in
Iraq. It is to take place in secret. It is
to take place with a pool reporter
there, apparently a pool camera. It is
in some secret room somewhere in the
green zone, presumably, I guess, in one
of the palaces, or what are referred to
as palaces, in Baghdad; and, suddenly,
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there is Ambassador Bremer and some
folks there with handshakes and pieces
of paper passed back and forth. No real
idea of what it is all about other than
smiles and handshakes all around.

And suddenly sovereignty ostensibly
has been transferred or handed over.
That it took place in secret, that it
took place ostensibly to prevent ter-
rorist activity from disrupting it prob-
ably speaks more about what the
handover was actually all about and
whether or not the word ‘‘sovereignty”’
might properly apply.

In both instances, I think not. There
was no handover of sovereignty. How
can there be sovereignty when you do
not control your armed forces, when
the first pronouncements of your os-
tensibly sovereign government involve
the possibility of imposing martial law
on your own people and indications
that the governing authority, that is to
say the Coalition Provisional Author-
ity under Mr. Bremer, still absent him
in person, is going to be in charge of
the military activities, presumably, ac-
cording to this handover of sovereignty
ceremony, under some kind of group
discussion terminology.

Again, I fail to understand exactly
how this ‘“‘partnership,” which was re-
ferred to between the so-called sov-
ereign Government of Iraq and the

Government of the United States
through its military, is supposed to
take place.

It is unclear to me that the questions
that I asked of Assistant Secretary of
Defense Wolfowitz in our Committee
on Armed Services hearings, unclear to
me whether these questions were an-
swered. I simply said, ‘“Who is in
charge? Who has the authority?” And
what I got was the usual dissembling
and allusions to the idea of group dis-
cussions taking place. I am not quite
sure how one responds to military situ-
ations in the arena of group discus-
sions, but I suppose it is possible.

My own thought at that time was,
and I said at that time and repeat
again tonight, that my perception was
that at the turnover of sovereignty, at
least as best I was able to understand
that term, the American military
would be set adrift on a desert sea and
would find itself in a situation of being
the first responders in an Iraqi crisis
and that we would be uncertain as to
who exactly was issuing the orders and
under what circumstances they would
be obeyed.

This constitutes, for me, a crisis of
another character, a crisis for us to an-
swer; and in that context it is clear to
me that the handover of sovereignty
amounts to little more than a propa-
ganda device meant to try to distance
the political consequences and implica-
tions of our occupation from the polit-
ical realities as the election ap-
proaches.

Obviously, people will have to make
their own minds up on that score; but
in relation to that then, among the
first pronouncements of this sovereign
government was that under consider-
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ation was a possible policy of amnesty
and that the amnesty would extend to
those people who had murdered Amer-
ican troops, those people who had been
involved in the insurgency that has
taken place since the hostilities or
major hostilities were pronounced at
an end, i.e., mission accomplished by
Mr. Bush some time ago on the infa-
mous aircraft carrier stunt.

And subsequent to that, obviously
this insurgency, again, this is a term
that has been adopted by the media
uncritically, has resulted in numerous
deaths and woundings. Most members
of, certainly, the Committee on Armed
Services and other Members of the
House of Representatives and members
of the subcommittees of the other body
have traveled both in their districts
and here in Washington and in Ger-
many to hospital situations where we
have been able to speak with and, hope-
fully, bring some measure of comfort
and support to members of the military
who have been wounded, members of
the military and others, including ci-
vilian employees. But all that has
taken place since this pronouncement
that the war was essentially over, that
the major activities surrounding the
invasion was over; and now we find
that this sovereign government is con-
templating offering amnesty to those
people.

Now, if that is in fact what this has
come to, I think the implications and
consequences are serious indeed. There
is no question in my mind that there
will be some very serious dialogue tak-
ing place in this Nation if that is what
this was all about, the opportunity for
a government that has come into being
solely as a result of the activities of
the United States of America subse-
quent to the invasion, including and
subsequent to the invasion of Iraq; and
now we find a general amnesty being
contemplated.

That was never discussed, to my
knowledge, with any members of the
Committee on Armed Services. It was
never discussed, to my knowledge, with
members of the subcommittees of Con-
gress generally as to whether or not
that was something that we could
abide. One would think that at a min-
imum this sovereign government in
Iraq would have the courtesy, if only
out of respect for those who have died
and those who have been wounded on
their behalf, to at least engage in some
form of a dialogue with the United
States in regard to that possible am-
nesty.

I see my friend from Washington is
about to ask for the floor, and I would
be happy to yield to him.

Mr. INSLEE. Well, I appreciate this,
and I would like to contrast the phony,
alleged sovereignty in Iraq with the
real sovereignty and democracy in the
United States; and this is a thought I
had while sitting on the West Lawn of
the Capitol watching the fireworks
that were so spectacular on July 4th
over the Washington Monument. And
as I was looking at the fireworks, I was
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thinking about some of our work on
the Iraq Watch, because the thought
struck me that the reason we became a
democracy, and such a strong one, is
we had people who were rebellious and
questioning and demanding against
their government.

We had a bunch of people in the 18th
century who were rebellious to King
George, who abused the trust that this
monarch had of his people, who was not
honest with his people, who was fraud-
ulent with his people, that got his peo-
ple into difficult positions without
their consent. And the thought struck
me that that rebellious, demanding,
questioning attitude that the patriots
had that started this country is the
same attitude of folks who are ques-
tioning this President who has not told
the truth about the American people
that started this war; and we ended up
a sovereign country because we are de-
manding.

And I just note that as a theme to-
night of our Iraqg Watch that we de-
mand the truth from our government,
and the truth is that this phony allega-
tion of sovereignty in Iraq is what I
might call rose petal number 512, be-
cause this entire Iraq policy has not
been based on reality. It has been based
on a series of rose petals. Number one
was we were told by Mr. Wolfowitz,
rose petals literally would be strewn at
our feet. Rose petal number two is
when we were told that when we just
caught Uday Hussein, the insurgency
would stop. Then we were told when
the other Hussein brother was caught,
the insurgency would stop.

Rose petal number 300, I think was
when they said Saddam was caught,
the insurgency would collapse. Rose
petal number 412 was when they said
all of these people who are doing vio-
lent acts in Iraq, they are just a bunch
of foreigners, and as soon as we get the
foreigners out, it is not the Iraqi people
who were upset we were running their
country, it is just these people from
Syria.

Turned out yesterday we found, like,
5 percent of the people in our custody
are outside of Iraq. The problem we
have got is some Iraqis we are battling
with are another rose petal. And this is
the ultimate rose petal that this ad-
ministration is trying to foist on us,
the American people, that unfortu-
nately is not going to work. We lost
three Marines today following the
‘“‘sovereignty’’ rose petal.

The fact is we have got to face re-
ality in Iraq. This administration has
never faced reality in Iraq. This admin-
istration has consistently given us mis-
information; and until this administra-
tion changes its attitude, or the people
in the White House change, we are
going to be in trouble in Iraq.

You know, look at the situation. We
keep hearing about, oh, there is noth-
ing but good news in Iraq, about all
these rebuilding programs, and we have
people who are working very hard, peo-
ple in the military are working hard. I
am sure some of the people at Halli-
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burton are working hard, too. It is too
bad they are charging us twice as much
for meals as they are supposed to be,
but I am sure they are working hard.
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But when an assessment was done, I
believe by the GAO, they found that
less than 2 percent, less than 2 percent
of the reconstruction projects that we
voted in October to fund have been
done; 140 out of 2,300 reconstruction
projects have been done. Electricity is
still not working in Baghdad as much
as it was for the average person before
the war.

Yet we continue to get these rose
petals that the administration tries to
feed us, and it is this type of attitude
based on falsehood and mysticism that
have got us in this problem.

Mr. HOEFFEL. If the gentleman will
yield, I certainly respect and agree
with the comments of the gentleman
from Washington. This sovereignty in
Iraq does seem like a false sovereignty,
when you realize the facts on the
ground.

Number one, this new Iraq govern-
ment has no ability to protect itself or
its citizens or defend against the vio-
lent insurgency. All of the security re-
quirements remain on American
troops, approaching 140,000 American
troops, and the sad fact is we have yet
to stabilize that country. We have not
been able to contain the insurgency.

The highest suggested number of peo-
ple in that insurgency, the highest es-
timate is 10,000, and 10,000 violent in-
surgents have not been controlled, can-
not yet be contained by 140,000 brave
American troops. The reality is we do
not have enough troops to stabilize
Iraq; we have not had enough; we do
not have the international troops; and
we do not have the Arab League troops
that we should have.

This new sovereign government does
not seem so sovereign. They are also
not in control of their own reconstruc-
tion. The $20 billion of American funds
appropriated by this Congress for re-
construction, the gentleman is abso-
lutely correct, has not yet been spent,
and, when it is spent, it will be con-
trolled by the American embassy. This
is probably the right thing, because it
is American dollars, but it is an all-
American list of contractors, many of
them picked with no-bid contracts, no-
bid awards, like Halliburton, and the
so-called sovereign government of Iraq
will have no control over that money.

Thirdly, they were talking the other
day about delaying elections. The
White House said no, you are not. We
are going to have elections, whether
you are ready or not, in January of
2005.

I do not want to see elections delayed
either. I would like to see them moved
up even sooner. But here is this Iraqi
sovereign government that does not
control its own security, does not con-
trol the reconstruction in Iraq, cannot
even decide when to have elections, and
yet the President wants to continue
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this fiction that we have established a
sovereign nation of Iraq.

It has not happened yet because we
do not have security. Fundamentally
we do not have security. We cannot
meet our shared goals. I think every
member of the Iraq Watch, today and
for the last 15 months we have been
doing this, has agreed with the Presi-
dent’s goals of a stable, peaceful Iraq
that is pluralistic and hopefully demo-
cratic. None of those goals can be
reached without security. We cannot
have reconstruction without security;
we cannot have a sovereign nation
under a new government without secu-
rity; we cannot have elections without
security.

This President has been unable to at-
tract the international troops, the
NATO troops, the Western European
troops, the Arab League nation troops,
that clearly need to be added to our
brave American troops to get up to the
several hundred thousand troops that
Army Chief of Staff Shinseki quite
rightly said a year and a half ago
would be needed.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman would yield, I think Sec-
retary Powell, as it was reported in the
book just recently released by the Pul-
itzer Prize winner Bob Woodward, my
memory of the quote is that if you go
to Iraq, Mr. President, you own it.

Well, the truth is, we do own it. I was
interested in hearing from our col-
leagues and friends on the other side of
the aisle, particularly the chairman of
the Committee on Armed Services,
when he acknowledged that it is really
the American soldier that is doing the
work today in Iraq. Yes, we have allies
there, the British obviously have made
a commitment and there are some Aus-
tralians, but other than that, there are
very few substantial commitments to
preserving security in Iraq today.

As our colleague the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. INSLEE) just noted, we
hear from some quarters that every-
thing is fine, and we know that is not
true. I think it is important that the
American people understand that we
are far past making this a partisan
issue. This is not about Republicans
and Democrats, this is truly about the
direction of where this country is
going, and it is absolutely essential
that we be clear and honest and forth-
right with the American people.

Let me just quote one very famous,
highly regarded, well-respected tradi-
tional conservative, William Buckley.
We all know William Buckley. He cer-
tainly has contributed through the
years to discourse, to the public dis-
course on major issues in this country.
As we all know, he recently resigned,
retired, if you will, from the publica-
tion that he brought forth many years
ago. But even a traditional conserv-
ative Republican like William Buckley
expresses amazement about what is oc-
curring in terms of the stories and the
fantasy that is coming from this ad-
ministration, particularly the White
House.
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He recently said that the White
House has a dismaying capacity to be-
lieve their own PR, and until we finally
acknowledge what the reality on the
ground is, we cannot have a debate.

I am always brought back to that
very famous statement by David Kay.
Now, David Kay, as we all know, and as
I am sure many who are listening to
our conversation tonight are fully
aware, was a former United Nations in-
spector, an American, who earned an
excellent reputation for integrity, for
knowledge, during the work done by
the United Nations in terms of ensur-
ing compliance by the Saddam Hussein
regime with a variety of United Na-
tions sanctions relative to the weapons
of mass destruction.

Prior to the war, he stated that he
was convinced, from what he heard
from the administration, that in fact
the Iraqi government possessed weap-
ons of mass destruction. He was as-
signed by this administration, by this
President, to lead a group to go to Iraq
and conduct a survey and do a thor-
ough, exhaustive, extensive search for
those weapons of mass destruction.

When he came back, he made that fa-
mous statement before a Senate com-
mittee, saying we were all wrong, and
here it is depicted on the cover of
Newsweek Magazine. And as time has
gone on, he continues to express his
concern that we are losing our credi-
bility in the world and that our role,
our prestige, our claim to moral au-
thority is eroding on a daily basis, and
he pleads with the administration to
come clean.

So let me just suggest that until that
occurs, that until there is honesty on
the part of this White House and frank-
ness and candor, and not just simply
press releases and flyovers of Baghdad,
we all know that our troops are doing
a job that reflects well, not only on
them, their families, but our country,
but the truth is too that their morale
has eroded. And yet we never hear any-
thing from this White House and this
administration about that reality,
about the reality that a survey was
done by Stars and Stripes, a military
magazine, that established that 52 per-
cent of Army personnel describe mo-
rale as low.

That is dangerous. Let us respect
them for what they do, let us acknowl-
edge their heroism, but let us not paint
an unrealistic picture, or we do the
American people and the American
military a disservice.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker,
reclaiming my time, I wanted to yield
to the gentleman from Connecticut
(Mr. LARSON).

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Hawaii, and most of all I want to thank
the esteemed Members who have par-
ticipated week in and week out in the
Iraqi Watch. I think you do a service to
the country.

As the gentleman from Massachu-
setts was saying, our troops have per-
formed extraordinary under unbeliev-
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able circumstances. I, like many of
you, have traveled to the Middle East
three times, twice to Baghdad in the
last 9 months. I can recall vividly when
Tommy Franks was before our com-
mittee and I asked him about the poli-
cies of preemption and unilateralism
and how he felt about that. The general
paused and looked at me and said,
“Well, Congressman, that is above my
pay grade.” He says, ‘‘But we have long
learned in my service to the country
that we are able to distinguish between
those who wave the flag in Washington
and those who have to salute it and fol-
low orders.”

As the Iraqi Watch has done through-
out this, commending our troops for
their valiant effort, but as our leader
NANCY PELOSI says, our troops in many
respects need policies that are worthy
of our sacrifice. It is clear to me that
the Pentagon, the civilian Pentagon’s
ideological reach has exceeded our
military grasp and has, as has been
pointed out here this evening, has
placed our men and women in harm’s
way.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. MURTHA), a valued colleague of
ours, in describing the ongoing turf
battle between the Department of De-
fense and the Department of State,
concludes that there were plans that
were separately conceived, poorly co-
ordinated, based on false assumptions,
poor intelligence and outright lies
from Ahmed Chalabi, that have placed
our men and women in the situation
that we find ourselves today.

Because of your nightly efforts, and I
assure you, people in my State of Con-
necticut and throughout my district,
the First Congressional District in
Hartford, have heard. I have conducted
several forums back in my district, and
I find them incredibly informative in
the sense that people want to come out
and speak out about this issue, be-
cause, as the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT) has pointed
out, this is not a partisan issue. This is
about the soul of the country and who
we are and what direction we plan to
go. And it is important, as the gen-
tleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE)
said earlier this evening, that we have
this open dialogue and debate, a real
dialogue with the American people,
about our future, about our brave men
and women, and how we intend to pro-
ceed now that we find ourselves in this
quagmire called Iraq, moving forward.

Yes, it can be acknowledged that it
was a good thing to be rid of Saddam
Hussein.
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But in traveling to the Middle East
and talking to Ambassador Jordan in
Saudi Arabia a year before the out-
break of the war, he warned propheti-
cally that if we unilaterally and pre-
emptively strike Saddam Hussein, that
what we will do is unwittingly, unwit-
tingly accomplish what Osama bin
Laden failed to do and create a united
Islamic jihad against the TUnited
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States. We find that our brave men and
women now who are over in Iraq are
faced with people pouring over the bor-
ders answering the call to jihad.

The United States has to proceed in a
manner, as the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. HOEFFEL) pointed out,
that allows us to stand up, in as timely
a fashion as we possibly can, the Iraqi
Army, civil defense, and police. But as
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. DELAHUNT) also points out, if the
Iraqi people do not embrace democracy
as much as we want them to, it is up to
them ultimately to embrace this de-
mocracy. And if our presence there
only inhibits that, then there has to be
an ongoing examination and dialogue
of an appropriate exit strategy for us
that is strategic in its thinking.

Tactically, the United States and our
men and women who wear the uniform
have performed brilliantly, but we have
not strategically had a plan that will
allow this government to stand up the
way all of us want to see it happen.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker,
reclaiming the time, on that note of
our analysis of what the domestic ques-
tions are that need to be answered in
Iraq, it is probably appropriate that
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. STRICK-
LAND) comes to us at this time, because
if anybody is in the heartland of where
domestic issues are in the forefront, I
would say that it is the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND), his dis-
trict and his State; and I yield to the
gentleman.

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Hawaii, my
friend, for yielding; and I want to
thank each of my colleagues for talk-
ing about this important subject.

I do come from Ohio, the heartland of
our country. I have so many veterans
in my district, people who are in-
tensely patriotic, people who honor our
country by service, and they have his-
torically. The people in my district are
concerned. They are concerned about
the continuing deaths that are occur-
ring in Iraq. Well over 850 of our Amer-
ican soldiers have now lost their lives.
Many thousands, 4,000 seriously in-
jured, many more injured with less se-
rious situations.

But the fact is that we just went
through the celebration of the 4th of
July; and throughout my district as I
went to parades and festivals and cele-
brations, I talked with a lot of vet-
erans. Many of these guys are old
World War II guys. They know what
war is like. Many of them are so deeply
troubled by what is happening to our
soldiers. The fact that we sent them to
battle without adequate equipment,
the fact that even tonight, I would em-
phasize as we stand here in the safety
and security of this hallowed hall of
the House of Representatives, we have
American soldiers in Iraq and they are
continuing to drive unarmored
Humvees well after more than a year,
certainly, when they should have been
equipped.
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So as was said earlier, the planning
that went into this war was so inad-
equate and inept and, quite frankly,
the immaturity of the decisionmakers.
I am talking about from the Vice
President on down to Deputy Secretary
Wolfowitz and Richard Pearl and oth-
ers. They were so naive. These folks
who were so intent on sending our
young men and women into battle; had
these assumptions that were so inad-
equate and incorrect and, as a result,
we sent soldiers to battle without ade-
quate equipment, without adequate
planning; and it is a tragic result, an
absolute tragic result. Every precious
life that has been lost affects families,
children, spouses, moms and dads,
aunts and uncles, and the community
that that person has come from.

It just seems to me that we have an
administration that somehow does not
understand what is happening. Maybe
it is because they know of no one who
is personally involved. It has been
pointed out that out of the 435 Mem-
bers of the House and 100 Senators,
that only one of us, out of the 535 of us,
only one of us has a son who is an ac-
tive duty soldier engaged in this con-
flict. So many of us who serve here do
not know anyone who is a soldier in
Iraq or in Afghanistan. We do not know
of anyone who has lost a son or a
daughter. So it seems to be something
that is removed.

I would like to say just one thing be-
fore I yield to my colleagues, and I say
this to the parents in my district; and
I think the parents across this country
need to be aware of this. We are now
calling up soldiers for further duties
who have already fulfilled their con-
tractual obligation as soldiers, and the
reason we are doing that is that our
military is spread so thin. What would
we do if there was an episode that re-
sulted in the overthrow of the regime
in Saudi Arabia, for example? What
would we do? We do not have the sol-
diers we need to meet our obligations.

Many parents who listen to these
proceedings here in the Chamber may
not feel personally involved in this war
effort. They may feel like that is the
President’s decision, and we are going
to trust the President. But if they have
children, 14, 15, 16, 17 years of age, they
should be paying attention, because if
this administration continues in office
and does not change its policies, I
think it is inevitable that we will have
a mandatory military draft.

Now, I think that is a fact of life. The
President may not want to admit it.
The Secretary of Defense may not want
to own up to it. But I think the facts
are that we cannot continue to meet
our military obligations without a
military draft under the policies that
are being pursued by this administra-
tion.

So the moms and dads in this coun-
try who have children may ought to
pay attention.

I yield to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT).

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, the
evidence that supports that premise is
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the reality that within the past week
or two there has been a call-up of the
so-called ‘‘ready reserve,” almost 6,000.
Now, these are men and women who
performed for their country, who obvi-
ously did their active duty, did their
active reserve, have returned to civil-
ian life, and in some cases for years
have been civilians, and now, out of the
blue, they are back into the active
military on their way to Iraq.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, if
the gentleman will yield, because just
before I came back, let me give my col-
leagues something so that it is not ab-
stract. I will tell my colleagues exactly
what I had to deal with and what came
up while we were away on our holiday.

My staff representing my delegation
was briefed by Major General Lee, the
adjutant general of the State of Ha-
waii, on the situation of the 29th Bri-
gade, Hawaii Army National Guard.
The Secretary of Defense and the Sec-
retary of the Army approved the alert
of the 29th Brigade for deployment to
Iraq. Earlier indications were, of
course, that the 29th would be deployed
to Afghanistan; but the situation on
the ground in Iraqg now requires addi-
tional soldiers from the 120,000 now
there, and the enhanced 29th Brigade is
needed.

Now, this is happening all across the
country; and if anybody thinks for a
second that the 5,000 or 6,000 that are
going to be involved in this current re-
call-up, involuntary call-up is going to
solve it, I think they are dreaming.

The 29th is one of the two remaining
National Guard brigades not yet acti-
vated. It will perform reinforcing mis-
sions.

Remember when I indicated here be-
fore that when this so-called sov-
ereignty occurred, the United States
military would be set adrift on a desert
sea.

They will perform reinforcing mis-
sions, whatever in God’s name that
means. The expected deployment will
be 12 months. The brigade will have to
travel off-island to train up, because
the normal training entity, the 25th di-
vision, of course, is now deployed itself.
The brigade may go to Fort Bliss, et
cetera; expect the deployment to Iraq
to take place shortly.

Then what do we have to do? The ad-
jutant general then had to brief all of
the mayors that once the alert notice
was released in Washington, we had to
then discuss what the impact would be
on homeland defense and natural dis-
aster impacts back in Hawaii, because
the Guard normally is going to address
those situations. The National Guard
is, of course, the primary backup to ci-
vilian authority. Now we are going to
have to rely on the Air National Guard
since most of the Army National Guard
is going to be deployed. Now, this is
just in Hawaii.

Now, we can imagine what is taking
place elsewhere all around the coun-
try? Part of our problem area in Ha-
waii is that the police and fire depart-
ments are going to be adversely af-
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fected because a major portion of the
Army guard are police officers and fire-
fighters and teachers. So there will be
about 2,500 soldiers from Hawaii and
about 3,500 coming from American
Samoa, Guam, and California. Now,
that is just one instance; and that is
the reality.

I want to conclude by saying the im-
pacts on this are considerable, because
the employers, whether they are public
employers or private employers, have
to take into account the absence of
these folks at this particular time.
What is happening right now is we are
denying what the realities of the neces-
sities for troops are in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan and are masking it over with
Guard and Reserve deployments; and
we are going to have to pay a fearful
price for that.

I yield to the gentleman from Wash-
ington.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I think it
is important to ask the question why
we are in this fatal, mortal, disastrous
situation in Iraq. Why are we in this
situation where we are calling up peo-
ple whose military service was essen-
tially over? Why? We have put two of
the training brigades that act as the
enemy at various forts around this
country, they pose as the enemy, and
that is why we have such a well-trained
Army. We have three of those Army
units, and two of them have now been
sent to Iraq to fight the Iraqi insur-
gents. We are not training our soldiers
adequately.

Why are we in this debacle? I want to
suggest it is just a continuation of the
movie ‘“‘South Pacific.”” Those World
War II veterans remember that there
was a song called ‘“‘Happy Talk,”
happy, happy, happy talk; and that is
what this administration has planned a
war over was happy talk.

Look at Paul Wolfowitz, the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense who came to
us and told us that the American tax-
payers would not have to pay a dollar
for this operation. Remember those
predictions?

Mr. DELAHUNT. And that by this
time, I say to the gentleman, there
would be less than 30,000 troops in Iraq.

Mr. INSLEE. That is right. He said
the Iraqi oil is going to pay for all of
this. Look what he said the other day
when he was asked what happened. He
said, “I think there was probably too
great a willingness to believe that once
we got to 55 people on the black list,
the rest of those Kkillers would stop
fighting.”

Talk about rose-colored glasses,
where people are committing suicide
bombings to think that the next day,
they were going to join the chamber of
commerce, when we decided there was
a new government in town. This was
happy talk that is resulting in the
deaths of our soldiers today and the in-
capacitation of the greatest military
on Earth.

Just to give an example of how bad it
is, I will tell my colleagues, if I were a
soldier holding a 50-caliber on the top
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of a Humvee, I would be proud of the
people I serve with; but I would not be
very proud of the civilian folks who
have gotten me in this predicament on
the streets of Baghdad.

Look at this answer from General
Myers, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff, about the civilians of the intel-
ligence community and the lack of in-
telligence that our soldiers have been
given. He was asked recently during
Senate testimony whether the Iraqi in-
surgency was being coordinated from a
central hub, and he responded, ‘‘The in-
telligence community as far as I know
will not give you an answer because
they can’t give me an answer.”’

So we have these young men and
women posted on streets in Iraq and
the civilian folks have not given them
intelligence to figure out if this is even
a centrally planned insurgency. This is
a huge, ineffective, incapable, neg-
ligent planning of a war; and we have
not even started talking about how we
got into the war.
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Mr. STRICKLAND. Those who listen
to these proceedings may rightly ask
the question, why are we talking about
the failures of the past? Why are we
not talking about what we are going to
do in the future?

I think it is relevant to remind our-
selves that the very people who made
such blunders of judgment, who de-
ceived the American people, who pro-
moted this war based on false assump-
tions, they are the people who are still
in charge. They are the people who are
continuing to make the day-to-day de-
cisions which are resulting in these
terrible miscalculations and terrible
blunders. And what is the result? The
result is we are continuing to lose pre-
cious American lives.

Now, we had a perfunctory turnover
supposedly of authority to the Iraaqis,
but every American knows that it is
the American soldier that is con-
tinuing to be the target. It is the
American soldier that is continuing to
provide whatever security exists in
that country, and it is the blood of the
American soldier that is being shed.

I get a little tired of all of this talk
about coalitions. The fact is that it is
the American soldier that is bearing
the burden. It is the American tax-
payer that is paying the bill, and we
need to end that, and it is going to con-
tinue that way until we have a change
in policy.

Now, the President has got some an-
swers to give us. I mean, the American
people deserve to know are we going to
have the continuation of bad judgment,
bad decisions that is going to just per-
petuated this thing for 1, 2, 3, 5, 10
years. We need to have some answers
from the administration.

Mr. HOEFFEL. The gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND) is absolutely
right about this. And one of the impor-
tant reasons that we are talking about
the mistakes that were made is to
make sure that it does not happen
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again. We do not want history to re-
peat itself.

I think every member of Iraqg Watch
would agree that in the age of terror
that we find ourselves, it may be nec-
essary in the future to use our Amer-
ican force preemptively to protect
America. The days of the armada, of an
opposing enemy forming off our har-
bors or an army amassing on our bor-
ders, are probably over and we may
need to quickly use preemptive force in
the future. That is the Bush doctrine,
preemptive use of force, but it has cer-
tain requirements that were not
present this time.

First, you need accurate intelligence.
You need an honest assessment of what
is happening on the ground and the
need for the President to level with the
American people, and you have to be
willing to use that force only as a last
resort, not on a basis before necessary.
We see in this case the President exag-
gerated the existence of weapons of
mass destruction. He has fabricated a
relationship between Hussein, al Qaeda
and 9/11. He failed to exhaust diplo-
matic options.

What would have happened if he had
allowed those international arms in-
spectors the extra 3 months they were
requesting after their first 2 months
found no weapons of mass destruction
in Iraq? He failed to put together a
meaningful coalition, as all of us said
tonight. Ninety percent of the troops
in Iraq, 90 percent of the money is
American. And he has failed to commit
enough troops. We have got 140,000
brave Americans in Iraq today, but it
is not enough to contain this violent,
deadly insurgency, and they were sent
there with inadequate equipment, as
my friend, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. STRICKLAND), has been telling us
for 15 months during Iraq Watch.

And what confidence do we have that
this group of political leaders in the
White House and the civilian leaders in
the Pentagon will not do this thing
again and again and again? They do
not seem to understand their mistake.
They will not admit their mistakes,
and we have got to bring this to the at-
tention of the American people.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. The gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT)
has to his immediate left what
amounts to a poster, a picture on the
cover of Newsweek, ‘‘How Dick Cheney
Sold the War’ is the overall title. And
in that context I would daresay the an-
swer to the gentleman’s observations
and questions are that unless there is a
change in the leadership that is un-
likely to occur. His questions will not
be answered except in the negative. His
observations will continue, because
that gentleman whose picture appears
there again to the left of the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
DELAHUNT) is the same gentleman
whose company and associated compa-
nies are the administration, are the
ones that are in charge of helping to
put this infrastructure together, that
is being defended by the American
troops.
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Yet, as a story recently in the Wash-
ington Post points out, and I read the
headline to you, a story about Ariana
Cha appearing July 1, ‘‘Underclass of
Workers Created in Iraq, Many Foreign
Laborers Receive Inferior Pay, Food
and Shelter.”

It may come as a shock not to mem-
bers of Iraq Watch, but it may come as
a shock to the American taxpayer and
perhaps some of our American col-
leagues that what construction is tak-
ing place in Iraq is taking place under
the auspices of American companies,
many of whom receive single source
contracts for hundreds of millions of
dollars, who are not even hiring Iraaqis,
who may be hiring some Americans but
are, in fact, bringing in wage slaves
from the rest of the world and then not
even paying them, cheating them at
the same time. Not only are the Amer-
ican taxpayers being cheated by Amer-
ican companies but American workers
and Iraqi workers are being cheated.

Mr. STRICKLAND. One of my con-
stituents, a young West Point grad-
uate, a gung-ho Army guy, a guy who
loves the Army and who would write
me these e-mails and say, I am so
proud of what my soldiers are doing
here in Iraq. So he is not a disgruntled
Army guy. But he tells me that Halli-
burton is importing Filipinos and pay-
ing them very little to do work that
was previously done by the American
soldier. So that is an example of what
the gentleman is saying.

This company, Halliburton, my good-
ness, when are we going to face the
facts? It has been reported, by the way,
in an editorial in the Columbus, Ohio
Dispatch that insiders have now said
that Halliburton is housing some of
their employees in hotels that cost
$10,000 per night, $10,000 per night, but
that is what you can do when you have
a cost plus contract. There is no incen-
tive to hold down cost. They were pay-
ing $100 to get a laundry bag of cloth-
ing washed, $100 a bag; $10,000 a night
for a hotel room. And it is the Amer-
ican taxpayer that is paying that kind
of exceedingly high cost.

We are being gouged by Halliburton,
the company that Vice President DICK
CHENEY was the CEO of. We all know it.
The American people know it. This
company is taking the American tax-
payer for a ride. And I believe this ad-
ministrations needs to step up and say,
we are going to put a stop to it.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, if
the gentleman will yield, I will eluci-
date a bit more on that.

In the story that I indicated I have
that I was referring to, the Underclass
of Workers Created in Iraq, the opening
sentence is, ‘“The war in Iraqg has been
a windfall for Kellogg Brown Root,
Inc., the company that has a multi-
million dollar contract to provide sup-
port services for U.S. troops.” “KBR, a
subsidiary of Halliburton Corpora-
tion,” came to employ Indian workers,
from India, that is to say, not Native
American workers, ‘“‘through 5 levels of
subcontractors and employment
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agents. The company, which employs
30,000 workers from 38 countries in sup-
port of the U.S. military, said it had
been unaware of the workers’ concerns
until recently.”

This is the kind of thing, Kellogg
Brown, Halliburton, is always unaware
of, workers problems, because they are
too busy having their accountants
going to work on the excessive profits
they are making.

It brings to mind the work that was
done by one Senator Harry Truman
when, during World War II, he had his
committee on a bipartisan basis look-
ing into the question of excessive prof-
it-making from World War II. This is
not something that is invented for this
time and place by members of the
Democratic Party. This is something
that was headed up by a Democratic
Senator, who was in charge in the
United States Senate, on a bipartisan
basis, to see to it that profiteering does
not take place at the expense of the
American soldiers or the expense of the
American taxpayer.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, 1
think it is important to note that the
Democratic minority in this House at-
tempted to add an enhancement of the
penalties for fraud and abuse and prof-
iteering, and yet the majority in this
House and in the Senate denied that
proposal.

I would like to conclude, and I will be
very brief because I think we have got
to go back to the initial question I
think that was raised by the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. INSLEE), how did
we get here?

If we are to believe Richard Clark,
who led the anti-terrorism effort under
both Presidents Clinton and Bush until
his retirement 2 years into the Bush
administration, if we are to believe the
highly respected, again, Republican
conservative, who initiated the term of
this administration as Secretary of the
Treasury, Paul O’Neill, it was one
week, one week after the inauguration
that there was a meeting of the Na-
tional Security Council and what was
discussed there was the need for regime
change in Iraq. Nothing about ter-
rorism. And again, 6 weeks later, ac-
cording to Paul O’Neill, there was a
meeting of the National Security Coun-
cil where it was discussed how the oil
fields in Iraq were to be divvied up and
divided among nations and corpora-
tions. That is according to Paul O’Neill
and that is according to Dick Clark.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. There
is an important article that was writ-
ten in Harper’s Magazine by David
Armstrong back just before the out-
break of the war. The title of the arti-
cle was ‘‘DICK CHENEY’S Song for Amer-
ica.” In there he goes back and talks
about the concept for this plan being
hatched by the then-Secretary of De-
fense and the two Under Secretaries
which at the time were Paul Wolfowitz
and Richard Perle. The goal was to be
the lone force in the Middle East. The
plan that was put forward was a bold
one: To go forward and overtake Bagh-
dad.
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It was rejected at the time. It was re-
jected by Colin Powell. It was rejected
by Bush the elder. It was rejected by
the most outspoken people against this
war back in 2002 in this invasion and
that was Jim Baker, Brent Scowcroft
and Eagleburger.

So as the gentleman said at the be-
ginning, this is not a partisan effort.
This is an understanding of the wrong
turn the Nation has taken with respect
to foreign policy. Again, I commend
the members of the Iraq Watch for
their vigilance.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I want to indi-
cate I think we are down to our last 2
minutes. I would yield to the gen-
tleman from Washington to close.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I want to
note getting back to the war on ter-
rorism, where is Osama bin Laden?
Where is Osama bin Laden? Why is the
President not talking about Osama bin
Laden, who is free tonight threatening
our citizens where they live in our
neighborhoods?

We found out last week that this ad-
ministration is spending five times
more money tracking people who trav-
el to Cuba than they are trying to
interdict the money going to Osama
bin Laden, who is continuing a threat
to this country.

This is one example of this adminis-
tration taking their eye off the ball of
the guy who killed almost 3,000 Ameri-
cans. We are going to continue this dis-
cussion.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, 1
believe we are down to our last minute
or so. I do want to indicate to members
of Iraq Watch that are here tonight
that the chairman of the Committee on
Armed Services in the previous hour
indicated that he and perhaps other
Members might be interested in having
a dialogue with us and perhaps even
combining hours, if that is acceptable
under the House rules, perhaps this
week or as soon as possible. And if it is
okay with everybody, I wanted to pur-
sue that, and I have indicated to the
Speaker as we began the hour that that
was contemplated and we will try to
pursue that with the leadership.

O 2200

Mr. Speaker, I believe we have come
to essentially the end of our hour.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GINGREY). Members are reminded that
it is not in order in debate to engage in
personal abuse of the President.

————

THANKING MEMBERS INVOLVED
IN IRAQ WATCH

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

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen-
tleman from Georgia for the oppor-
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tunity to speak for 5 minutes. Two of
our esteemed colleagues are en route
here, and I would like to take this 5
minutes to further thank the Members
who have been involved in the Iraq
Watch.

I say so from the bottom of my heart
because I think at the end of the day
there has been a great discussion that
has been going on within this body, but
unfortunately, in so many respects, it
has not fully reached the American
people, or it has in drips and drabs; and
I commend our colleagues on the other
side of the aisle who were down here in
the previous hour.

I think, as the gentleman from Ha-
waii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE) has suggested,
we need to have that kind of frank dis-
cussion and debate that all too often
really does not take place on this floor.
It is an important dialogue that the
American public needs to hear.

I believe in the final analysis it is not
the shock and awe of our military and
the strength that it has that deter-
mines America’s greatness, but rather,
the strength of our ideas and our abil-
ity to express those ideas not only here
on the floor but for citizens who are
out there listening, for them to par-
take and ultimately put in their own
words, with their own voice, from their
own heart and head, their feelings
about these issues.

So often I go back to my district and
so many of them will ask why is no one
speaking out about these issues, and
not understanding the workings of the
House of Representatives and not un-
derstanding that so many times meet-
ings are actually going on in commit-
tees that do not happen to make it on
to C-SPAN, but also wondering where
the voice and conscience of the country
is, and the Iraqg Watch has done an out-
standing job in terms of making sure
that there has been this opportunity to
reach out to the American public and
inform them in a nonpartisan way
about these issues and raise these ques-
tions that are so important for the
American people to digest, especially
as we face upcoming elections that will
determine the fate and course of the
Nation.

If we consider that in the previous
election, less than 50 percent of the
American people voted and under-
standing that in the aftermath of Sep-
tember 11 there has been a great out-
pouring of patriotism and citizenship,
and what better way to express that
than by going out and voting and im-
mersing and involving one’s self in the
issues of the day, it is our responsi-
bility as Members of Congress to make
sure that we inform and educate the
general public; but it is equally respon-
sible that the public have an oppor-
tunity to express their concerns.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. I yield
to the gentleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my friend from Connecticut for
yielding, and I think he is so on the
mark, if you will.
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People are thirsting for respectful
discourse about these issues because
they are so profoundly important, and
I want to thank the gentleman for the
kudos. I know that each of us has bene-
fited from appearing here on a weekly
basis, having this conversation; and I
think what has also amazed us is the
level of interest, the response that we
have received so that there is no doubt
that there is a deep need out there for,
again, the kind of dialogue that goes
on here, at least once a week, and that
the gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE) mentioned earlier even should
be expanded so that there can be a va-
riety of perspectives expressed, because
it is important.

My colleague mentioned Ahmed
Chalabi earlier. How many people in
this Chamber, in this country, know of
Ahmed Chalabi; and yet many, many in
the world, in the intelligence commu-
nity, believe that he is as responsible
as any single individual for the faulty
intelligence that led us into this war, a
man, by the way, who is a convicted
felon, who was an individual who was
convicted of embezzlement in Jordan
and reports now indicate is being inves-
tigated for the dissemination of sen-
sitive information to a potential adver-
sary in Iran.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Massachusetts for his comments. I see
that our time has expired and the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MEEK) has
arrived.

———
30-SOMETHING WORKING GROUP

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MEEK) is recognized for 60 min-
utes.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it
is an honor to come before the House of
Representatives tonight and the Amer-
ican people and this great house of de-
mocracy that we serve in day in and
day out. It is an honor to serve, and
every day that we have an opportunity
to serve it is important that we share
important information with the Amer-
ican people and also with Members of
the House.

Once again, our 30-something Work-
ing Group that consists of 14 Members
on the Democratic side of the House,
we come together to share with Ameri-
cans things that are going good. We
call it the good, bad and ugly; but at
the same time, we work towards con-
structive change, and as my colleagues
know, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
RYAN) and I have been coming to the
floor, along with other Members of this
House, to address issues such as edu-
cation, issues that are facing young
Americans from the ages of 18 to 30-
something. That covers a super-
majority of individuals that are not ex-
ercising their right to vote at this par-
ticular time, but I believe now, because
we are reaching out to those individ-
uals, they will find a reason to go out
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and register to vote or to use that
voter registration card to work to-
wards good for their family and also for
their future.

There is a lot happening to young
Americans now versus poor young
Americans, and this is the 30-some-
thing hour that the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. PELOSI), the minority
leader, has organized. Those of us in
the House that are living the 30-some-
thing right now or that recently went
through 20-something come and give
voice to those individuals on the floor,
and I think this reaches out to even a
larger demographic, a demographic of
parents that are paying for their loved
ones to go to college, a demographic of
individuals who were not able to go to
college immediately after high school
or completion of a vocational training
program. Some are in community col-
leges that are trying to make a way.
Either they did not have an oppor-
tunity to go to college immediately
after high school, one, they could not
afford it; two, they had to help their
family. Many Americans have to make
that choice, and it is okay to make
that choice.

It is about family. It is about values.
It is about religion. It is about defi-
nitely individuals that have strong
morals and outright patriots in our
country that would like to see their
children and grandchildren have a bet-
ter opportunity than what they have.

I think it also addresses grand-
parents. I am not one, obviously. I have
two children and a wife; and I would
tell my colleague that I look forward,
if God is willing, to allow me to be-
come a grandparent one day. I am pret-
ty sure my goal would be to make sure
my children are able to provide for
their children and that their children
have a better opportunity than the
generations that were before them.

So we come to the floor to be able to
share with the American people and
give response to some of their e-mails.
We welcome e-mails to the 30-some-
thing group, and we will be giving that
e-mail address out; and I will tell my
colleagues week after week, we have
received a number every week. We are
receiving more and more e-mails. It is
very encouraging.

Some Americans have questions that
they need answered. We try to provide
those answers to the best of our abil-
ity. Some Americans are saying, hey,
it is great, I am a Republican, I am
glad you are giving voice to the issue
of student loans, and the fact that
more people are graduating from col-
lege that are in debt now than it was in
the previous generation and the oppor-
tunity for Pell grants that were prom-
ised, and even those who went through
college in the early 1970s, I mean we
have less of an opportunity for finan-
cially challenged individuals that work
every day, individuals who did what we
told them to do, go to high school, get
that vocational training, that we will
be there to be able to assist you. There
was a commitment made by the Presi-
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dent to raise the Pell grant commit-
ment a little bit up to $5,000, but he has
not yet been able to do so. Not because
the resources have not been there. It is
because the priority has not been
there, which then takes us back to
being able to have individuals ready for
the workforce, that small businesses
and businesses need in this country;
and it is so very, very important we
pay very close attention to that be-
cause that is serious business, the busi-
ness of making sure that we have a
workforce ready to step up and meet
the challenge to be able to make Amer-
ica strong.

If we are going to have these individ-
uals graduating from college in debt
before they can invest in the American
dream of being able to buy a home,
being able to invest in this economy, it
is very important that we do not put
them in debt prior to that opportunity.

Some believe in this Congress that
we should have variable student loans.
Well, one may argue, well, it is the
lower interest payment now; but guess
what, they will be forever paying those
student loans. Being someone that was
once on a college campus, offered a
credit card, I will tell my colleagues 1
am a victim. I put my hands out. I was
on my campus.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, if
the gentleman would yield, pull it out.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
well, I do not want to pull my credit
card out. I have a couple of credit cards
here, but that is later on in the pro-
gram. We have our whole David
Letterman, Top 10 thing that we have
to do, and we have to read some e-
mails that we received in the previous
weeks. We had last week off.

I can tell the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. RYAN), I missed him.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I missed my col-
league.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. We come to-
gether. We have this thing here on the
floor. We have special guests some-
times from the 30-something Working
Group. I like the new haircut that the
gentleman has going on there.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. My wife made me
get it.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
let me tell my colleague, if it was not
for our wives, I do not know where we
would be, to be honest with him; and I
thank God. Coming up October 12, it
will be 13 years for me; and, amen, I
got married young.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. August 22 it will
be 1 year for me.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Is that not
something? What a country.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. God bless.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. What a coun-
try. Let me just, if the gentleman
would start, I started out with some
opening comments, just to kind of
share with the American people and
the Members of the House our purpose
for being here.

Once again, we pay all respect and
opportunity to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. PELOSI), the Demo-
cratic leader, that has made a commit-
ment that young people in America
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will have a time on this floor. This is
just an hour. They are going to have
time they have not had in the past so
we can raise those issues to the level of
the national debate, have people here
in this Congress pay respect and treat
30-somethings on down to 18 or 16 or 15,
those that are looking to participate in
this democracy that we serve under,
have them use their power that they
have as it relates to voter registration
cards, have them use their power in
talking with their Member of Congress,
to let it be known that throughout
they have issues, they have concerns.

I also made the correlation between
the parents and grandparents. I mean,
obviously, parents want their children
to do well. Grandparents especially
want their grandkids to do well and
make sure they are able to have a bet-
ter and safer America for the future.

So I just wanted to tell my colleague
once again I look forward to this. We
were talking earlier today when we
were going through some of the sub-
jects we are going to talk about here
today because we try to be as factual
as possible, also come out with solu-
tions; but guess what, there was a
great announcement today. Maybe the
gentleman wants to talk about that.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
think all of us were very excited about
the announcement of Senator EDWARDS
to join Senator KERRY on the ticket,
and I think it illustrates the kind of
excitement that is going to be around
in the fall. I mean, I think it is going
to be an exciting election, and we have
to celebrate not only what party we
stand for but I think process in gen-
eral, the fact that there is going to be
a great election; and Americans are
going to get to decide whether or not
the President who has been in charge
for the last 4 years is going to get re-
hired, or if he is going to get ‘“‘Donald
Trumped,” and we are going to ask
somebody else to come in and take
over and set us in another direction.

I think what we have been trying to
do here is try to articulate for a lot of
the people, not only those people who
are 30 or 20 or in college or in high
school or affected by the No Child Left
Behind, but also to say to other Ameri-
cans who are concerned about the fu-
ture of this country that we are going
to have real debate.
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And I think, from the e-mails we
have received, and from the comments
that we have heard and the calls we get
at our office, people have appreciated
the fact that my colleague and I are
not personalizing this. This is not per-
sonal, this is business. This is my col-
league and I discussing issues that we
believe in and the direction we think
the country should go in, as opposed to
the direction that I think the Repub-
lican Congress, the House and the Sen-
ate and the Republican White House
right now, wishes the country to go in.
I think there will never be a clearer
choice in any election as to where we
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want to go and where the Republicans
want to go.

This is our e-mail here:
30somethingdems@mail.House.gov.
That is the number 30, the word some-
thing, the word dems, D-E-M-S, at mail
dot House dot gov. We have been get-
ting some great e-mails, from both of
the parties.

I listened to my colleague’s opening
statement and the one issue I think we
need to touch on, there was an article
today in The New York Times. Paul
Krugman did an opinion editorial and
he talked a little about the Bush boom
and how the tax cuts that President
Bush initiated and passed and pushed
through this chamber and also through
the Senate has peaked. And I thought
it was very interesting.

We had moments in November, De-
cember, January, February, some early
parts of this year where we actually
thought we had some job growth.
Things were starting to come along
and we thought the economy was start-
ing to turn around. Now we have recog-
nized that the job growth has slowed. It
is still growing, but it has slowed from
previous months. And not only has it
slowed down, but the unemployment
rate is still at 5.6 percent. So it has not
changed. There are still thousands of
people who are no longer actively seek-
ing to find work because they know the
job market is so slow.

So here is the point I want to make.
We had two choices in this country
after 9/11 with all the tax cuts. We had
two choices: Are we going to try to get
some short-term political gain with
this trickle-down theory of economics
that was proven that did not work in
the 1980s, or were we going to continue
with the Clinton-era balanced budget,
invest in education, invest in health
care, invest in the American people and
allow them to go out and grow the
economy? We chose the former, which
meant tax cuts, tax cuts, tax cuts, and
primarily to the top 1 and 2 percent of
the people in the country.

The theory was that they would
begin to take those tax cuts and put it
back into the economy. But when we
look at the statistics, corporate profits
after tax are at the highest level com-
pared to the GDP of the economy than
they were since 1929, since they started
keeping track of this stuff. So if you
are a major player in a corporation,
you are doing great, sending jobs to
China, move the headquarters to Ber-
muda, where they do not pay any taxes
there, they pay no wages in China, and
they take the money and put it in their
pocket.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
my colleague mentioned Bermuda, and
I cannot help but think of the largest
Homeland Security contract that was
given to an offshore company. Now,
this was once a U.S. company.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. And what do they
pay in taxes?

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Nothing. Zero.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. So the company
that gets the most money from the
homeland security budget.
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Mr. MEEK of Florida. The largest
agency in the history of the world,
Federal Government agency created by
this Congress, the largest contract
they have given out thus far has gone
to an offshore company. No taxes, no
benefit to the American people, no ben-
efit of helping to pay for education, no
benefit to be able to provide for alter-
native fuel sources or towards a health
care program.

Hopefully, my colleague, we can
share with the American people, and
we always say this is not the Tim
Ryan/Kendrick Meek Report, this is
facts. We spend at least 7 days prior to
what we are going to talk about in the
upcoming week getting the facts. So
anyone that wants to line up on the
other side of the aisle and start refut-
ing or just saying, well, that is not
true, this is not true, well, we have the
facts. And folks who want to e-mail, we
will send them the facts.

A lot of this is hard to digest and a
lot of it is hard to believe. And, to be
brutally honest with you, we are all
wrapped up in patriotism and we un-
derstand that we have to protect the
homeland, but yet we give the largest
contract from the Department of
Homeland Security to an offshore com-
pany. Now, I am from the South. I am
from Florida. We have people in South
Carolina, in Florida, Georgia, North
Carolina, Alabama, and Mississippi
who are sitting around not because
they want to sit at home watching
cable television. They want a job. They
need a job. But they do not have a job
because we are sending the jobs over-
seas.

And who am I to talk, because my
colleague is from Ohio.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Yes, and it is the
same exact situation. We have given
these companies free rein. We do not
object to people wanting to make
money. If you can go out in the econ-
omy and do well for yourself, God bless
you. That is what America is all about.
However, you are not here to manipu-
late the system, and that is what is
happening right now.

We have these corporations, as we
said, they move the headquarters to
Bermuda, they do not pay any taxes,
they move the production manufac-
turing site to China, they do not pay
anything in wages or in environmental.
OSHA. There is no OSHA in China.
There is no safety and occupational
hazard prevention in China. That does
not exist. So you take advantage of the
workers there, you take advantage of
the tax system here, and you reap the
benefits of the profits. Then you take
the profits and you put them into this
place, into the Congress, and you keep
getting the same kind of deals over and
over and over. And who is losing? The
average people who used to be able to
make a middle class wage in the coun-
try. They used to be able to afford
health care.

I want to mention to my colleague a
study that the Toledo Blade paper in
Ohio, in Toledo, Ohio, has been doing.
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They noted for the average American
family, with a median household in-
come of $42,409, average median income
$42,409, that they have seen increases in
their premium payments, this is a fam-
ily of four, go from $6,348 to $9,086,
which is a $2,738 increase from the year
2000.

Now, I know a lot of companies back
in my district that are now renegoti-
ating their contracts and their pro-
posals are zero percent increase in
wages in the first year, zero percent
wages increase in the second year, zero
percent wage increase in the third
year, and then maybe in the fourth and
fifth year there will be some increase.
But imagine if you are in a family of
four that is making $42,000 a year, very
little disposable income, and you may
be trying to send your kids to college
and over the last 3 or 4 years you have
an extra $3,000 a year after taxes that
you have to pay in health care in-
creases.

This Congress has done nothing to
address health care. And if there is an
issue that needs to be talked about this
fall for this election, it is health care.
We have done nothing to control the
prices of prescription drugs. Two
things we tried to do during the Medi-
care bill, and I realize this will not af-
fect everybody, but the Democrat pro-
posal was we wanted to mnegotiate
health care prices with these big major
drug companies. We wanted the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services
to go to Pfizer and all the big drug
companies and say to them, if you
want the Medicare contract and the
$500 billion that we are going to spend,
you better sit down and talk price with
us. We want a discount for the tax-
payer, for God sake. Right? We wanted
that.

And then we wanted reimportation.
Let us free trade pharmaceuticals. We
free trade cars, textile, steel, every-
thing in the world we want free trade,
but when we tried to impose at 3
o’clock in the morning the free trade
pharmaceuticals, no one wanted to
talk about it. So we are not controlling
prices, we are asking the taxpayers to
spend an extra $500 billion, and we have
done nothing in the market to some-
how try to fix a $2,700 increase for a
family of four making $42,000 a year.
Nothing.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
that is something to be outright mad
about, but I can tell you one thing I
find comfort in. I have the opportunity,
I am Baptist, and I have the oppor-
tunity to do something we call pray,
and we pray for days when things will
get better for real people, people who
understand what it means to take a 15-
minute break in the morning and a 15-
minute break in the afternoon, and a
solid 30 minutes for lunch. These are
people who know what it means to
punch in and punch out. They know
that if you punch in five minutes late
that you have to punch out five min-
utes late. Those individuals.

These are the individuals who come
home, and I am not just talking about
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hardworking men that have the steel
toes sitting next to their chair watch-
ing their favorite sitcom when they get
home, if they can stay awake through
it. I am talking about every day work-
ing men and women in this country.
And also young people that are having
to pull a little extra wait because the
money is not coming in like it used to.

So if a family tries to get health
care, someone has to sacrifice. The per-
son that has the lowest premiums has
to pay that out of their paychecks.
This is hard, particularly in a single-
family household. And I will tell my
colleague that I came up in a single-
parent household, and there is nothing
wrong with that. I want my colleagues
to know that right now. I commend
those single parents out there doing
what they have to do on behalf of their
children. Whatever your faith may be,
whatever your religion, it is the same
thing. The responsibility of taking care
of one’s child is priority number one. It
is close to what we call in the Baptist
and Christian faith, when you think
about God, agape, love. It is important
we do that and we practice that.

Now, what I see, because I am not a
pessimist, I am a person that feels that
tomorrow will bring about a different
day, a brighter day for Americans. And
that means Democrats, Republicans,
Independents, Green Party or what
have you. When it comes down to
health care, and you talk about emer-
gency room health care, no one asks
for a party affiliation. No one says,
well, Republicans over here, Democrats
over here, Independents over there. We
are going to take the majority party
first. They do not do that. They treat
you equally. That means 3 to 4 hours in
the emergency room.

Why does it have to come to that?
Why do we not have 41 million Ameri-
cans working? I am not talking about
individuals looking at want ads, not
even trying to get a job and saying the
job situation looks sad. I am talking
about individuals who go in and punch
out or sign in and out every day. Those
individuals who cannot walk away
from their job, or say, hey, guess what
boss, I am leaving.

Or what about a small
businessperson? These businesses that
have 100, 200 good hard-working Ameri-
cans, be they citizens or noncitizens,
working in their companies, they are
not offshoring it. They are right here
in America paying their fair share.
They are the American Dream.

I want to make sure Americans un-
derstand and the Members of the House
understand that we are talking about
super-duper corporations. I mean the
folks who publicly traded on the stock
market. I am talking about individuals
who do not even say hello to the indi-
viduals that we are talking about here.
And the reason why we are here, at 10-
plus o’clock at night, taking away
from our families, is to be able to say
there can be a brighter day.

And I am glad that even though we
did not have the vision or foresight or
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power to put us on the floor for an hour
every week, I thank God for the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI),
the Democratic leader. She has been
here for some time, along with the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER),
and they have seen this happen.

So I can say that we have been about
the solution on this side of the aisle as
it relates to Democrats. And guess
what, there have been some good Re-
publicans that wanted to do it, but
could not. They could not do it because
they felt there would be repercussions
for them manning up and womaning up
and leadering it up to be able to say
you are wrong. But, guess what? Some
have said it. And the record speaks for
itself.

Once again, this is not the Tim Ryan
report or the Kendrick Meek report.
This is fact. We talked about prescrip-
tion drug plan. The bottom Iline is,
Americans get drugs cheaper under the
Democratic proposal. Bottom line. I
am sorry. No one can debate that or
dispute that.

Now we have the AARP coming out
and saying we need the Democratic
proposal. I prayed that the leadership
here in Washington, at the time that
the issue was here on the floor at 3 a.m.
in the morning, would have said with-
out that that they would not support
it. But that is the past, and we are
talking about the future.

O 2230

At the same time, when we talk
about folks taking money home, and
what I would like to see and for us to
continue to let the American people
know just because we are Democrats,
and there are a number of Americans
that are out there, and they are not all
Democrats, they are Independents, Re-
publicans, they voted for leadership, to
make sure they get their voices heard
in this democracy in this House; and
they are going to get it. The bottom
line is if given the opportunity, if we
are able to have as the Speaker the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
PELOSI) in the 109th Congress, that this
will happen. If we are able to have new
leadership in the White House, this ad-
ministration has had their chance. The
Democrats did not impede them from
doing what they wanted to do. The
Democrats are not in the majority. We
did not appoint the Secretary of De-
fense and the Secretary of Commerce.
We did not appoint these individuals,
the national security person, the At-
torney General. The Bush administra-
tion did.

They cannot say well, the liberal
Democrats ran the deficit up to the
highest level in the history of the Re-
public. They cannot blame that on the
Democrats. That game is over.

Or the reason we do not have health
care is because of the Democrats. I am
sorry, the last I checked at 1600 Penn-
sylvania, there was a Republican Presi-
dent there.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. And we have to
listen to some Members from the other
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side of the aisle, they are talking about
how the Democrats, they want to keep
spending. The Democrats are tax and
spenders, and we sit here and scratch
our heads because if Members have
been paying attention, Republicans
took control of this Chamber in 1994
with Newt Gingrich. They have had the
Senate and have had the White House
for 3% years. They are spending like
drunken sailors, and all they can say is
look at the Democrats spend; all they
do is tax and spend. It is not us.

Mr. Speaker, we were the ones trying
to pass the pay-go provisions which
mean if we increase spending, we have
to raise taxes on millionaires or we
have to find another program you want
to cut. Pay as you go. We were trying
to get that in here. It was the Clinton
budget in 1993 that balanced the budg-
et, that invested in the proper pro-
grams.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
that budget was balanced without one
Republican vote in this House. I want
to make sure that we are clear on that
because 3% years ago, we were talking
about how we were going to spend the
surplus.

Are we going to save Social Security?
And I want to say this to our older
Americans and future Americans that
will be eligible for Social Security, the
little thing on their paycheck, Social
Security deduction, think about that.
We were go to be able to put money
into the trust fund.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. President Clinton
said ‘‘save Social Security first” from
that very podium. Play it smart, do
not spend money you do not have. I
think that is one of the issues that we
have talked about early on, and more
so last year than this year, but all of
these tax cuts that we have been given
which are great, and I know a lot of
people who have benefited from the tax
cuts, and God bless them. But when we
look at the government’s financial po-
sition, we have borrowed that money.
We did not have that money. There was
not a surplus here that we said we have
billions of dollars, let us give it back
and let the American people have it.
We went out and borrowed that money.
So we borrowed it and gave it to pri-
marily the top 1 or 2 percent. Then we
have to pay interest on it. So really we
borrowed it, we are paying interest on
it and gave it to rich people who are
not investing it back into the economy
for the most part. Because we borrowed
it, we have to pay the interest on it so
there is not really a tax cut, there is a
tax shift. So the next generation of
Americans, they are going to have to
pay this bill that we have left here.

We have almost a $600 billion annual
deficit for the past year. That is get-
ting rolled into our $7 trillion debt that
we have. So almost 20 percent of our
annual budget that we pay down here is
interest on the debt that we have. So if
you keep accruing this big debt, you
have to keep taking tax money to pay
it off. Who is lending us the money?
Japan and China are lending us the
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money. So it is not bad enough that we
are borrowing it to give it to the top 1
percent, it is not bad enough that we
are borrowing it and paying interest on
it, we are borrowing it from the Chi-
nese and the Japanese who are taking
the interest money, and they invest it
in their factories because a lot of their
factories are state owned.

So the state takes the money that we
borrow from them, and they invest it
back into their company and steal our
manufacturing jobs. Their economy is
booming, and they are doing it with
our tax dollars. It makes no sense.
Until we get it right down here, we are
going to continue to erode the middle
class of the United States of America,
our cities, like Youngstown, Ohio; War-
ren, Ohio; AKkron, Ohio; Cleveland,
Ohio; Toledo, Ohio, these areas which
have seen their manufacturing base
erode. They have to keep passing police
and fire levies. They do not have the
tax base. Mental health levies Kkeep
going down. We have people that need
mental health treatment but they can-
not get it because we cannot pass a
tax.

All T am trying to say here is let us
be responsible, let us take a step back,
look at the big picture, not self-inter-
est but what is in the best interest of
our society. I believe if we would have
taken the Bush tax cut, made sure, like
Senator KERRY wants to do, take bil-
lions of that and give it to the States
where they have to use it at the uni-
versities to lower tuition prices, double
Pell grants, this is long-term economic
planning for us. We do not have it right
now. It is frustrating.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
let me say quickly, we talked a couple
of weeks ago, and I want to segue into
what is happening in the workforce,
and before we leave here we have to
read some of the e-mails that we have
received so our viewers will be able to
know we hear them and are responding
to them. We get a number of hits on
the 30-something Web site, and a lot of
people are very interested in this. They
are not just young people, they are
older people, they are Republicans and
Democrats.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I have one here
from 40-something.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. God willing, I
will be there one day.

We talk about a devolution of tax-
ation, and that is when the Federal
Government cuts the Federal commit-
ment to the States, and the States do
not have the privilege that we have.
See, here in Congress we have the op-
portunity to put it on the U.S. Treas-
ury. Oh, we can take that credit card
out any day of the week and we do on
the minute. Then every 3 weeks we
knock on the bank of China or Japan
and ask for more money to pay down
our own interest on debt. The States do
not have that luxury. The States have
to balance their budget. How do they
balance it, well, they do not balance it
out of thin air. They raise tuition
prices, raise fees on hunting and fish-
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ing licenses, they raise the driver’s li-
cense fee, and simple services to local
government. Then they cut their com-
mitment to 1local governments and
school districts. When they do that,
the school districts do not have the
credit card. They have to balance their
budget. When they balance their budg-
et, the senior feeding program that ev-
eryone counts on to be able to provide
a warm meal for seniors, the after-
school program for kids, and I am not
just talking about poor minority kids,
I am talking about kids in rural Amer-
ica, where families have to work two,
three jobs to make ends meet, these
sorts of things take place. The quality
of life of our communities is just not a
priority here.

So when we say well, we are sending
you a $150 check, in the final analysis
it is going to end up being a lot more.
And gas prices are on their way back
up again. I do not want to get started
on that.

Let me mention quickly what 30
somethings will be handed if we do not
make drastic changes here in Wash-
ington. We talk about the good, bad
and ugly, and we will give credit where
credit is due, but we will also point out
where there is trickery in what they
are sharing with us.

On July 2, the Labor Department an-
nounced that in the month of June,
11,000 manufacturing jobs were lost and
only 12,000 jobs were created in June
for the total population of America,
less than half of what was widely ex-
pected. So what the Labor Department
is doing, they will make these projec-
tions, these grandiose projections and
then they will fall short.

The President had to explain himself
by saying we are not necessarily gain-
ing jobs, but we are steady and the
economy is solid. It is all in the words.
Thank God for institutions such as the
Children’s Defense Fund which also an-
nounced that almost 60 percent of teen-
agers lost their job last month, and
that is the highest June jobless rate
since the data was first collected in
1949. The gentleman from Ohio and I
were not even on earth in 1949, but this
should not happen in America in 2004
as it relates to young people. I do not
even want to get started on the minor-
ity numbers. It is 77 percent, even
more. So when we look at it and we
look at individuals that need jobs and
summer jobs, even in Florida where
you have Walt Disney World and Busch
Gardens and Universal Studios and all
of these fine amusement parks, there
was a big thing in Florida, there was
an uptick in jobs, but many jobs are
summer jobs. Some 5,000 are summer
jobs, and they provide very little
health care benefits, if any at all. When
you start looking at a healthy Amer-
ica, it is not necessarily the case.

It is almost like some of these
infocommercials, buy this and it will
help you lose weight. You wait on the
UPS guy to show up, and the bottle is
not as big as it looked on television. I
will tell you right now, Americans, we
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have to understand that we have an op-
portunity, we cannot change it, we can
do all we can in this great House and
we give respect to this House, no mat-
ter what control it may be under at a
particular time, but guess what, we are
all Americans and we have to uphold
the American dream.

Part of that dream is a better tomor-
row, and that is just the bottom line. If
given the opportunity, and I am talk-
ing about Democrats, if given the op-
portunity, to be able to set the agenda,
to say health care is a priority in this
House, real health care; making sure
that your child is educated, that is a
priority.

Senator KERRY says he wants to give
a $4,000 education tax credit every year
to make sure there is money in your
pocket to pay for tuition. When we see
tuition prices going up, that is a tax, in
my opinion. That is a tax on young
Americans and working Americans. I
cannot tell you how many parents that
are my age, I am 38 years old, that ac-
tually are having to do the prepay col-
lege deal. Oh, I have to put this money
away because there is no guarantee
that my children will be able to edu-
cate themselves. At the same time,
they are trying to provide health care.
We do not want any handouts, but we
want to make sure that they have a
fair shake at what previous genera-
tions have had.

Mr. Speaker, 3 months ago at birth, a
child born already owes the Federal
Government over $23,000. So now we are
a part of this Congress that oversees
the highest deficit in the history of the
Republic. T want to say that again.
Since we have been the United States
of America, today, this year of 2004,
this Congress is overseeing the highest
deficit in the history of the country.
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Now, I am going to tell you I do not
take any great pride in that nor privi-
lege. The fact that we have men and
women that are over in Iraq right now,
sand in their teeth trying to do the
best that they can and will fight on be-
half of this country as long as this
country asks them to fight, but the in-
dividuals that are here in shirts and
ties are making bad decisions. So we
need to make sure that we have the
kind of leadership that is going to
make the right decisions, make sure
that we are fiscally responsible. I want
to say that again, to make sure that we
are fiscally responsible, making sure
that we are spending the taxpayer dol-
lar in the right way, not just saying
that I have a couple of friends, happen
to know the CEO of super mega com-
pany X, and they are happy. That is
their constituent, their base.

Our base is individuals who punch in
and punch out every day; and I encour-
age every American, because I am only
one vote, maybe I can influence a few
others, but I am only one vote and you
are one vote. Okay. But they have to
do their part, that they have to re-
evaluate the leadership, that they have
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to be tough on their Congressman and
Congresswoman and they have to be
tough on their local elected officials.
They have to be heard, because if they
are not heard, ladies and gentlemen,
you think the last 4 years was a super-
roller coaster ride, what will happen in
the future when there is really no ac-
countability from this administration
to do the right thing on behalf of ev-
eryday working people?

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. And this is a clear
difference of opinion, and I think the
administration has clearly articulated
where they want the country to go.
And I want to share a statistic that I
think I have shared here before.

When I was in the State Senate in
Ohio, the University of Akron did a
study; and the study was amazing what
the impact of State support for higher
education was. And the study came
back, and it said for every dollar, be-
cause in Ohio we were going through
the same kind of budget cuts as every-
one else, and the legislature at that
time and the Governor at that time,
still do, are going after the big pot of
money that is going to the univer-
sities.

So the study came back. The Univer-
sity of Akron did a study. It said for
every dollar that the State of Ohio in-
vested in the higher education, they
would get almost $2 back in tax money,
basically because a high school di-
ploma, a worker with a high school di-
ploma would make about $20,000 a year
average. Someone with a college di-
ploma, with a BA or a BS, would make
on average 35 or $40,000 a year. So this
person who had the college diploma
would pay double in taxes and then go
on probably to get a master’s or some-
thing else, and then you would pay
even more in taxes, income tax, sales
tax, property tax, the whole nine
yards.

So from the State’s position, every
dollar you invest, you get almost $2
back in tax money. That is a good deal.
That is a good deal, because you are in-
vesting in the long-term growth of
your economy. It is that person with
the bachelor’s degree. For the most
part, there is always exceptions, and I
am not saying you have to go to col-
lege to be successful, because you do
not, or have a college degree to be suc-
cessful, because you do not; but on av-
erage those people will be out in the
economy creating jobs, being entre-
preneurs, developing the new tech-
nology, the new economy that needs to
grow, which we do not even know what
it is yet.

And so the best thing that we can do
now is just educate a lot of people and
let them go out into the economy, sup-
port them with business incubators,
worker retraining, small business
loans; let them go out into the econ-
omy and create and manage new, alter-
native energies and on and on and on
and on. That is a whole other story,
but my point is that what do you want?
If you are sitting at home right now in
Ohio or somewhere across the country,
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what do you want? What would you
rather have, a government that is say-
ing we are going to invest in you and in
your children, in their college edu-
cation so that they will eventually be-
come taxpayers? Or do you want a
check for $300 from the Bush tax cut,
while your property tax goes up, while
they have to pass a police and fire levy
in your city, while your tuition in-
creases go up. I know in Ohio they have
gone up 9, 10 percent, 3, $4,000 over the
last couple of years.

And then when you look at the
health care, up $3,000. There are certain
things that we can do together as a
country, as a people, as a Congress,
that we cannot do on our own. You
cannot build a hospital on your own.
You cannot build a road on your own.
You cannot build a school on your own.
There are certain things that we need
to do as a country, and one of the
things that we need to do is to make
sure that everybody has an opportunity
to go to college, because it will benefit
everybody, and in the long term we are
all going to benefit.

What I want the American people to
know from my perspective is that the
difference is the short-term, $300, here
is your check, government is, you
know, giving you something back,
which is great and I think a lot of mid-
dle-income people need that, and I
think we should support the child tax
credits and eliminate the marriage
penalty, my own opinion; but to give
millionaires a hundred thousand dol-
lars back at the expense of veterans,
investments in education and all these
other things.

I mean, for example, and I am going
to finish here, when we tried to come
here about maybe a couple of weeks
ago, maybe 3, 4 weeks ago, and we
wanted to say the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. OBEY), the ranking Demo-
crat on the Committee on Appropria-
tions, tried to pass an amendment, and
he is the Democrat. We tried to pass an
amendment that would rescind the tax
cuts for millionaires. The millionaire
worker would still get $23,000 back
from the Bush tax cut. So we did not
completely eliminate the tax cut for
him, but we reduced it in order to fully
fund veterans, fully fund No Child Left
Behind, fully fund college education,
reduce the cost of tuition, double the
Pell grants, the whole nine yards, in-
vest in health care, provide more cov-
erage for children, and it went down.

And I think that, if there is one vote
over the last 2 years for this Congress,
that will be the vote. Were you going
to stand here and vote for millionaires
and make sure that these programs are
not funded, or are you willing to say
we need a certain percentage of that
tax cut back, because the long-term in-
terests of the country are at stake?
And I think those are going to be clear
votes that a lot of people will hear
about, and I just think it was an oppor-
tunity for all of us to straighten up
this budget, the problems that we have
been having, and invest in our country.
And we did not do it, unfortunately.
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Mr. MEEK of Florida. Well, there are
a few Republicans that joined us in
that philosophy, those individuals who
raised their right hand at the begin-
ning of this Congress.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. And this is not a
partisan issue.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. This is about
who is for real and who is willing to
put their future in the House on the
line on behalf of what they believe in.
That is what it is about. And guess
what? We have elections here in this
House every two years. And guess
what? Any American can run for office
when they are ready.

And another thing that we have to
do, we have to do and we have to live
through the day, because guess what,
tomorrow is not promised. As it relates
to doing the right thing, the right
thing is making sure the Americans
get their fair shake out of this Con-
gress.

I am going to talk about a few statis-
tical issues, talk about the voter sup-
pression, and if you can do your e-mail
thing. See, I do not want to even give
the e-mail address out, because that is
your thing. David Letterman has his
Top 10. You have the e-mail address.
You have a couple of e-mails after you
read the e-mail address. This is what I
like watching you do, because you do it
so well.

You mentioned something as it re-
lates to the tax cut and really what it
means to working Americans. Health
care premiums are escalating, middle-
class tax increase, I must add. Health
care costs increased by 13.9 percent na-
tionwide last year, the third year in a
row double-digit increases and the larg-
est increase since 1990. Florida, the
State that I am in, the Florida region
health care insurance premiums have
increased by 65 percent since the begin-
ning of the Bush administration.

Nationally, the increase in family
health care insurance premiums over
the past 3 years has tripled. The
amount of the tax cut that is ongoing
for middle-class income families over 4
years, now, that is fact. Okay.

Also you have the college education
issue. We talked about that. We talked
about raising taxes on college. These
are raising tax on middle-class working
families. Guess what? Millionaires and
billionaires, they do not have to worry
about paying for college, because nine
times out of 10, their kids are wel-
comed into the university and their
grandchildren are welcomed there be-
cause of the legacy, because they have
given money to the institution. But
guess what? Those individuals, I mean,
we may not know their story, we are
not saying that we are upset with
them. We are just saying that we
should not have two Americas. We
should have an America that everyone
has a fair shake at a fair opportunity
towards higher education.

When we look at the whole situation,
and I cannot help but continue to talk
about Florida, because it is the reality
in many of the States that are out
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there, the cost of college education has
increased by 29 percent in Florida’s re-
gion since the beginning of the Bush
administration.

At the same time, Republicans are
refusing to increase funding for Pell
grants and also for Perkins loans to de-
fray the costs of higher education. The
cost of college has increased steadily in
the Florida region. Tuition for a 4-year
public college education has increased
by $852 over the past 3 years.

I will tell you, this is from the col-
lege board. There are a number of
issues that are out there, but I just
want to say that it is important that
we share this information with the
American people. It is important that
they understand that they do have a
choice in the matter. It is important
that they know that Democrats in this
House are willing to be able to carry a
bucket of heavy water on their behalf,
because we look forward to the oppor-
tunity.

Matter of fact, we pray for the oppor-
tunity to be able to govern, to be able
to make a better situation and home-
front as it relates to health care costs,
health care access, making sure that
we have a stronger America in the fu-
ture, that our children when they grad-
uate and they walk across that stage
with that diploma, or as an individual
walk across the stage, at a technical
high school, that they are guaranteed a
future in this America, that they do
not have to move offshore for the job
that they have trained and hopefully
educated themselves for, that this it
will be here for them and that this gov-
ernment will not have them in debt,
leaving a 4-year institution and even
those individuals that are fortunate
enough to qualify for future student
loans to get through a graduate pro-
gram.

This is about America. This is not
about what the people of Iraq want or
what people of another country want.
This is about making sure what Ameri-
cans want. I can tell you, there is no
partisanship there. I mean, so leader-
ship is important, and we need it and
we need it desperately.

Last point, and I want you to do the
e-mail and read the e-mails and do the
e-mail address, we want to give a big
shot out to Rock the Vote. We are get-
ting a lot of response from the voter
suppression issue. I just want to share
with the Americans we had supervisors
of elections telling people that they
could not register to vote if they go to
school. Right now we have a lot of
young people that are in school, sum-
mer school right now. The fall semes-
ter will start in mid-August.

Ladies and gentlemen, when you go
back, you can register where you are
going to be in September or late Au-
gust, and definitely in November you
can register to vote there. There is a
1975 Supreme Court decision that was
made saying that if you are registered
in school, even if you are from Sioux
City, Iowa, and you are going to school
in Georgia, you can register in Georgia.
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Mr. RYAN of Ohio. And let us be
clear. Go to the board of elections, and
they will tell you you cannot and you
say, yes, I can. Do not take no for an
answer when you go to the election
board, because they just do not know.
They are misinformed.

Mr. MEEK of
Rockthevote.com.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Rockthevote.com.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. That can give
you more information on voter sup-
pression. I want to thank those individ-
uals that have sent us e-mails and said,
listen, we thank you for letting us
know. We had one young man who had
to go and get a lawyer to register to
vote in America. Can you believe it?

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Well, I want to
say, too, you were talking about col-
lege education, and we only have a few
minutes left. One of the studies that
was done here, they are calling it the
“Boomerang,” and this article was on
“CNN Money.” It says study hard, get
into a good college. Graduate. Move
back in with Mom and Dad; 61 percent
of college seniors plan to return to
their family home after graduation, ac-
cording to a survey taken this spring
by monster.com. Sixty-one percent. So
I think that illustrates the trouble we
are having with the job market, the
failure to invest, the failure to invest
in science, the box that this adminis-
tration has put us in.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I know you
have to give the address out and then
read the e-mails.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. You said you
wanted me to say it, but now you are
cutting me off.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. You said you
were looking at the e-mails, and I
thought you were going to read those.
What you are saying as it relates to 61
percent, we will have more Americans
writing their name on the orange juice
at home after they graduate.

[ 2300

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Yes. Have you
seen that one Cellular One commercial,
with the first kid in their class to get
a job, and all the other ones are home
not working yet. It is a funny commer-
cial. Pay attention. You need to see
that.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I will, when I
have time.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. It is good.
30somethingdems@mail.house.gov.
Send us an e-mail.

I am going to read you one real quick
from a Daniel Spitsburgh in Pennsyl-
vania. He says, “I saw the e-mail ad-
dress on CSPAN on June 22. My name
is Dan Spitsburgh and I am a reg-
istered Republican. I fall into the 1 per-
cent sub-class of voters who are totally
undecided and will probably decide who
to vote for immediately before the
election.” He is a Penn State student,
considers himself right down the mid-
dle, ““waiting for someone to go out and
grab our vote.”

They are concerned about the present
circumstances in the Middle East.

Florida.
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“Don’t forget the college voter. They
are often the most spirited, live most
densely around others and are most
able to attract support. We are con-
cerned that we just want the best for
our country. Thank you, Representa-
tive MEEK and RYAN. If there is any
way to get involved in the election
process or any literature, please let me
know.”” Signed Dan.

We also have one here, “I am a 40-
something conservative Republican,
who watches you and I, which is inter-
esting, is it not? A 40-something.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Some demo-
graphic.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. ‘“Thank you both
for speaking honestly and not being
mean-spirited in the talk about our
President and other Republicans. The
growth of Federal spending also con-
cerns me. I agree in general concept
with your ideas you spoke about. We
all want what is best.”” But a Repub-
lican concerned about Federal spend-
ing.

The one I want to end on here, ‘‘Dear
Members, this is a note to ask for help
in getting a state of emergency de-
clared for the unemployed.” State of
emergency. He is a union member.
“Talented trades and craft union peo-
ple are proud, hard-working, well-
trained people who seem to always
have work. Things have really slowed
all over the country or gone to low
paying, no benefit, nonunion contrac-
tors. We serve 4 to 5 year apprentice-
ships to learn our jobs properly as well
as yearly updates to stay current, and
we don’t need to retrain.” He says, and
this is interesting, ‘I wish you would
look into this matter, as time is cru-
cial. We need your support right now.
We union folk are in great numbers and
a little help from you could mean a
lot.”

These are people that are out strug-
gling. And the CEO of Aetna, and I do
not know if you saw this quote, the
CEO of Aetna said, ‘““We are pretty sure
that the jobs that are going to be cre-
ated will not have health care benefits
associated with them.”

So talk about two Americas. I mean,
literally, you are going to have mil-
lions and millions more than we have
now of people who are going to be with-
out health care. There is not a bigger
stress that you could have as a parent
than thinking, I cannot take my kid to
the clinic, I cannot take my kid to the
doctor, to the hospital, because I can-
not afford it, and then when you do go,
you go to the emergency room. That is
no way.

I think we do have universal health
care in this country, but it is just ad-
ministered through the emergency
rooms, and that is the worst way to do
it, it is the most inefficient way to do
it, and it is the most costly way to do
it. Instead of providing the prevention
up front, which would save everybody
money in the long run, we wait. In-
stead of going to the doctor with a
cold, you go to the emergency room
with pneumonia, and it costs the tax-
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payers a lot more money. It just is a
bad way to administer. So,
30somethingdems@mail.house.gov,
wrapping up another edition.

I want to say hello to my cousins
that are in town, actually aunt and
uncle, Jimmy and Tammy Schick, who
are here, who took me out to dinner to-
night, it was very nice, my wife Julie’s
aunt and uncle.

So, that is it.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. There is noth-
ing like family. Nothing like family.

I say to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. RYAN), it was an outstanding
pleasure once again. God has made it
able for us to come back again to be
able to speak to the American people
and Members of the House.

Mr. Speaker, we appreciate the op-
portunity to address the American peo-
ple and Members of the House tonight.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Mr. BECERRA (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today on account of per-
sonal reasons.

Ms. CARSON of Indiana (at the request
of Ms. PELOSI) for today and the bal-
ance of the week on account of per-
sonal reasons.

Mr. ENGEL (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today on account of a death
in the family.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (at the re-
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today and the
balance of the week on account of offi-
cial business.

Mr. HINCHEY (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today and the balance of
the week on account of an injury.

Mr. HONDA (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today and July 7 and 8 on
account of official business.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio (at the request of
Ms. PELOSI) for today and July 7 on ac-
count of personal reasons.

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York (at the
request of Ms. PELOSI) for today on ac-
count of illness.

Ms. SLAUGHTER (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today on account of official
business.

Ms. SoLis (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today on account of official
business.

——————

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

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

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

Mrs. McCARTHY of New York, for 5
minutes, today.

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. LIPINSKI, for 5 minutes, today.
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Mr. BLUMENAUER, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. McDErRMOTT, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. HoLT, for 5 minutes, today.

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

Mr. COLE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. ISAKSON, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BURGESS, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. PAuL, for 5 minutes, July 7, 8,
and 9.
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5

minutes, July 7 and 8.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, for 5 minutes,
today and July 8.

(The following Member (at his own
request) to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:)

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, for 5
minutes, today.

———

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
PENCE, announced his signature to an
enrolled bill of the Senate of the fol-
lowing title:

S. 2507. An act to amend the Richard B.
Russell National School Lunch Act and the
Child Nutrition Act of 1966 to provide chil-
dren with increased access to food and nutri-
tion assistance, to simplify program oper-
ations and improve program management, to
reauthorize child nutrition programs, and for
other purposes.

————

BILL PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT

Jeff Trandahl, Clerk of the House re-
ports that on July 1, 2004, he presented
to the President of the United States,
for his approval, the following bill.

H.R. 4103. To extend and modify the trade
benefits under the African Growth and Op-
portunity Act.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 4 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, July 7, 2004, at 10
a.m.

——————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

8872. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting the
semiannual report of the Inspector General
and the classified annex for the period Octo-
ber 1, 2003 — March 31, 2004, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) section 5(b); to
the Committee on Armed Services.

8873. A letter from the Chairman, Council
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 15-460, ‘‘National Capital
Revitalization Corporation Eminent Domain
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Clarification and Skyland Eminent Domain
Approval Temporary Amendment Act of
2004,” pursuant to D.C. Code section 1-
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Government
Reform.

8874. A letter from the Chairman, Council
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 15-458, ‘‘Closing of a Por-
tion of a Public Alley in Square 235, S.0O. 03-
2526, Act of 2004,”” pursuant to D.C. Code sec-
tion 1-233(c)(1); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform.

8875. A letter from the Chairman, Council
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 15-455, ‘“Youth Pollworker
Amendment Act of 2004,” pursuant to D.C.
Code section 1-233(c)(1); to the Committee on
Government Reform.

8876. A letter from the Chairman, Council
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 15-456, ‘‘Office of Employee
Appeals Amendment Act of 2004, pursuant
to D.C. Code section 1-233(c)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

8877. A letter from the Chairman, Council
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 15-457, ‘‘Advisory Commis-
sion on Sentencing Structured Sentencing
System Pilot Program Amendment Act of
2004,” pursuant to D.C. Code section 1-
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Government
Reform.

8878. A letter from the Chairman, Council
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 15-442, ““‘Omnibus Alcoholic
Beverage Amendment Act of 2004,”” pursuant
to D.C. Code section 1-233(c)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

8879. A letter from the Chairman, Council
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 15-463, ‘‘Omnibus Public
Safety Agency Reform Amendment Act of
2004, pursuant to D.C. Code section 1-
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Government
Reform.

8880. A letter from the Chairman, Council
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 15-459, ‘‘Removal of the
Permanent System of Highways, a Portion of
22nd Street, S.E., and the Dedication of Land
for Street Purposes (S.0. 00-89) Technical
Amendment Act of 2004, pursuant to D.C.
Code section 1-233(c)(1); to the Committee on
Government Reform.

8881. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting the designation as ‘‘foreign ter-
rorist organizations’ pursuant to Section 219
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, pur-
suant to 8 U.S.C. 1189; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

8882. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; Eurocopter France
Model EC 155 B and B1 Heliocopters [Docket
No. 2004-SW-05-AD; Amendment 39-13665; AD
2004-12-06] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 21,
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

8883. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; Hamilton
Sundstrand Corporation (formerly Hamilton
Standard Division) Model 568F Propellers
[Docket No. 2003-NE-48-AD; Amendment 39-
13669; AD 2004-12-10] (RIN: 2120-A A64) received
June 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

8884. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; Cessna Model 500,
501, 550, and 551 Airplanes [Docket No. 2000-
NM-65-AD; Amendment 39-13594; AD 2004-09-
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05] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 21, 2004,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

8885. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; Boeing Model 757
Series Airplanes Equipped with Rolls Royce
RB211 Engines [Docket No. 2000-NM-376-AD;
Amendment 39-13666; AD 2004-12-07] (RIN:
2120-A A64) received June 21, 2004, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

8886. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; Boeing Model 737-
100, -200, -200C, -300, -400, and -500 Series Air-
planes [Docket No. 2004-NM-29-AD; Amend-
ment 39-13673; AD 2004-03-3¢ R1] (RIN: 2120-
AA64) received June 21, 2004, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

8887. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; Empresa
Brasileira de Aeronautica S.A. (EMBRAER)
Model EMB-120 Series Airplanes [Docket No.
2003-NM-79-AD; Amendment 39-13671; AD
2004-12-12] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 21,
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

8888. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; Pilatus Aircraft
Ltd. Models PC-12 and PC-12/45 Airplanes
[Docket No. 2004-CE-08-AD; Amendment 39-
13670; AD 2004-12-11] (RIN: 2120-A A64) received
June 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

8889. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Modification of Class E Airspace; Des
Moines, IA. [Docket No. FAA-2004-17145; Air-
space Docket No. 04-ACE-11] received June
21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

8890. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Modification of Class E Airspace; Mount
Comfort, IN; Revocation of Class E Airspace;
Indianapolis-Brookside, IN; Modification of
Legal Description; Indianapolis-Terry, IN.
[Docket No. FAA-2003-16059; Airspace Docket
No. 03-AGL-16] received June 21, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

8891. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Establishment of Class E Airspace; King
Cove, AK [Docket No. FAA-2003-13833; Air-
space Docket No. 03-AAIL-26] received June
21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

8892. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Amendment of Class D, E2 and E4 Airspace;
Columbus Lawson AAF, GA, and Class Eb
Airspace; Columbus, GA [Docket No. FAA-
2003-16596; Airspace Docket No. 03-AS0-20]
received June 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

8893. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Establishment of Class E Airspace;
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Beckwourth, CA. [Docket No. FAA-14849;
Airspace Docket No. 03-AWP-7] received
June 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.

801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

8894. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; Boeing Model 767
Series Airplanes [Docket No. 2004-NM-17-AD;
Amendment 39-13505; AD 2004-05-10] (RIN:
2120-A A64) received June 21, 2004, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

8895. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; Aeropatiale Model
ATRA42-500 and ATRT72-212A Series Airplanes
[Docket No. 2002-NM-301-AD; Amendment 39-
13672; AD 2004-12-13] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received
June 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

8896. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; McDonnell Doug-
las Model DC-10-30 Airplane [Docket No. 2002-
NM-237-AD; Amendment 39-13642; AD 2004-10-
12] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 21, 2004,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

8897. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; BAE Systems (Op-
erations) Limited Model BAe 146 and Avro
146-RJ Series Airplanes [Docket No. 2002-NM-
343-AD; Amendment 39-13641; AD 2004-10-11]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 21, 2004, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

8898. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; BAE Systems (Op-
erations) Limited Model BAe 146 Series Air-
planes [Docket No. 2003-NM-171-AD; Amend-
ment 39-13639; AD 2004-10-09] (RIN: 2120-A A64)
received June 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

8899. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; NARCO Avionics
Inc. AT150 Transponders [Docket No. 2002-
NE-32-AD; Amendment 39-13586; AD 2004-08-
16] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 21, 2004,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

8900. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; Eagle Aircraft
(Malaysia) Sdn. Bhd Model Eagle 150B Air-
planes [Docket No. FAA-2004-17890; Direc-
torate Identifier 2004-CE-14-AD; Amendment
39-13649; AD 2004-11-04] (RIN: 2120-AA64) re-
ceived June 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

8901. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; Boeing Defense
and Space Group Model 234 Helicopters
[Docket No. 2004-SW-09-AD; Amendment 39-
13651; AD 2004-06-51] (RIN: 2120-A A64) received
June 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

8902. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
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transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; Agusta S.p.A.
Model A109E Helicopters [Docket No. 2003-
SW-32-AD; Amendment 39-13652; AD 2004-11-
06] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 21, 2004,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

8903. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; Boeing Model 747-
400 and -400F Series Airplanes Equipped with
Rolls Royce Engines [Docket No. 2003-NM-
202-AD; Amendment 39-13648; AD 2004-11-03]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 21, 2004, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

8904. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; Raytheon Model
BAe.125 series 800A (including C-29A and U-
125 Variant) and 800B Airplanes; and Model
Hawker 800 (including U-125A Variant) and
800XP Airplanes [Docket No. 2003-NM-216-
AD; Amendment 39-13646; AD 2004-11-01] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received June 21, 2004, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

8905. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Airworthiness Directives; Dornier Model 328-
100 and -300 Series Airplanes [Docket No.
2003-NM-120-AD; Amendment 39-13606; AD
2004-09-17] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 21,
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

8906. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a descrip-
tion of the changes to existing laws, pre-
pared by the Administration, that would be
required to bring the United States into
compliance with the United States-Australia
Free Trade Agreement, as signed by the
United States Trade Representative on be-
half of the United States on May 18, 2004,
pursuant to Public Law 107-210, section 2105
(a)(1)(B); (H. Doc. No. 108-198); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means and ordered to be
printed.

8907. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, Department of Health and Human
Services, transmitting the Department’s
“Major’” final rule — Medicare Program;
Medicare Ambulance MMA Temporary Rate
Increases Beginning July 1, 2004 [CMS-1492-
IFC] (RIN: 0938-AN24) received July 1, 2004,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); jointly to
the Committees on Energy and Commerce
and 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:

[Omitted from the Record of June 25, 2004]

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs. H.R. 3936. A bill to amend
title 38, United States Code, to authorize the
principal office of the United States Court of
Appeals for Veterans Claims to be at any lo-
cation in the Washington, D.C., metropolitan
area, rather than only in the District of Co-
lumbia, and expressing the sense of Congress
that a dedicated Veterans Courthouse and
Justice Center should be provided for that
Court and those it serves and should be lo-
cated, if feasible, at a site owned by the
United States that is part of or proximate to
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the Pentagon Reservation, and for other pur-

poses (Rept. 108-574 Pt. 1). Ordered to be

printed.

[Pursuant to the order of the House on June 25,
2004 the following report was filed on June 28,
2004]

Mr. BOEHLERT: Committee on Science.
H.R. 3980. A bill to establish a National
Windstorm Impact Reduction Programs;
with an amendment (Rept. 108-575 Pt. 1). Or-
dered to be printed.

[The following action occurred on June 30, 2004]
Mr. SENSENBRENNER: Committee on the

Judiciary. H.R. 3247. A bill to provide con-

sistent enforcement authority to the Bureau

of Land Management, the National Park

Service, the United States Fish and Wildlife

Service, and the Forest Service to respond to

violations of regulations regarding the man-

agement, use, and protection of public lands
under the jurisdiction of these agencies, to
clarify the purposes for which collected fines
may be used, and for other purposes; with an
amendment (Rept. 108-511 Pt. 2). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

[Pursuant to the order of the House on June 25,
2004, the following reports were filed on July
1, 2004]

Mr. WOLF: Committee on Appropriations.
H.R. 4754. A bill Making appropriations for
the Departments of Commerce, Justice, and
State, the Judiciary, and related agencies for
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2005, and
for other purposes (Rept. 108-576). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. KINGSTON: Committee on Appropria-
tions. H.R. 4755. A bill Making appropria-
tions for the Legislative Branch for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2005, and for
other purposes (Rept. 108-577). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. BOEHLERT: Committee on Science.
H.R. 4516. A bill to require the Secretary of
Energy to carry out a program of research
and development to advance high-end com-
puting; with an amendment (Rept. 108-578).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

Mr. BOEHLERT: Committee on Science.
H.R. 3890. A bill to reauthorize the Steel and
Aluminum Energy Conservation and Tech-
nology Competitiveness Act of 1988; with an
amendment (Rept. 108-579). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

Mr. BOEHLERT: Committee on Science.
H.R. 4218. A bill to amend the High-Perform-
ance Computing Act of 1991 (Rept. 108-580).
Referred to the Whole House on the State of
the Union.

Mr. BOEHLERT: Committee on Science.
H.R. 3598. A bill to establish an interagency
committee to coordinate Federal manufac-
turing research and development efforts in
manufacturing, strengthen existing pro-
grams to assist manufacturing innovation
and education, and expand outreach pro-
grams for small and medium-sized manufac-
turers, and for other purposes; with an
amendment (Rept. 108-581). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

[Submitted July 6, 2004]

Mr. THOMAS: Committee on Ways and
Means. H.R. 1914. A bill to provide for the
issuance of a coin to commemorate the 400th
anniversary of the Jamestown settlement;
with an amendment (Rept. 108-472 Pt. 2). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union.

Mr. THOMAS: Committee on Ways and
Means. H.R. 2768. A bill to require the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to mint coins in com-
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memoration of Chief Justice John Marshall;
with an amendment (Rept. 108-473 Pt. 2). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union.

Mr. THOMAS: Committee on Ways and
Means. H.R. 3277. A bill to require the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to mint coins in com-
memoration of the 230th Anniversary of the
United States Marine Corps, and to support
construction of the Marine Corps Heritage
Center; with an amendment (Rept. 108-474
Pt. 2). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources.
H.R. 4362. A bill to authorize the Secretary of
the Interior to accept a parcel of Federal
land in the State of Washington in trust for
the Nisqually Tribe, to ensure that the ac-
ceptance of such land does not adversely af-
fect the Bonneville Power Administration,
and for other purposes (Rept. 108-582 Pt. 1).
Ordered to be printed.

Mr. LINDER: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 701. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4754) making ap-
propriations for the Departments of Com-
merce, Justice, and State, the Judiciary, and
related agencies for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2005, and for other purposes
(Rept. 108-583). Referred to the House Cal-
endar.

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE
[Omitted from the Record of June 25, 2004]

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the
Committee on Armed Services dis-
charged from further consideration.
H.R. 3936 referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the
Union.

[The following action occurred on June 28, 2004]

Pursuant to clause of rule XII the
Committee on Armed Services dis-
charged from further consideration.
H.R. 3980 referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the
Union.

[The following action occurred on June 30, 2004]

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the
Committee on Agriculture discharged
from further consideration. H.R. 2966
committed to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union
and ordered to be printed.

[The following action occurred on July 6, 2004]

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the
Committee on Armed Services dis-
charged from further consideration.
H.R. 4362 referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the
Union.

———————

TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED
BILL

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the
following action was taken by the
Speaker:

[Omitted from the Record of June 25, 2004]

H.R. 3936. Referral to the Committee on
Armed Services extended for a period ending
not later than June 25, 2004.

[The following action occurred on July 28, 2004]

H.R. 3980. Referral to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure extended
for a period ending not later than June 28,
2004.

[The following action occurred on June 6, 2004]

H.R. 4011. Referral to the Committee on
the Judiciary extended for a period ending
not later than July 16, 2004.

H.R. 4362. Referral to the Committee on
Armed Services extended for a period ending
not later than July 6, 2004.
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PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. CLAY:

H.R. 4756. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to conduct a study to deter-
mine the suitability and feasibility of desig-
nating the Soldiers’ Memorial Military Mu-
seum located in St. Louis, Missouri, as a
unit of the National Park System; to the
Committee on Resources.

By Mr. STEARNS (for himself and Mr.
BOUCHER):

H.R. 4757. A bill to promote deployment of
and investment in advanced Internet com-
munications services; to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. WEXLER:

H.R. 4758. A bill to amend the National
Voter Registration Act of 1993 to prohibit
States from removing individuals from the
official list of eligible voters for Federal
elections in the State by reason of criminal
conviction unless the removal is carried out
in accordance with standards providing no-
tice and an opportunity for an appeal, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
House Administration.

By Mr. DELAY (for himself and Mr.
RANGEL) (both by request):

H.R. 4759. A bill to implement the United
States-Australia Free Trade Agreement; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BURTON of Indiana (for himself
and Mr. PALLONE):

H.R. 4760. A bill to ensure that the goals of
the Dietary Supplement Health and Edu-
cation Act of 1994 are met by authorizing ap-
propriations to fully enforce and implement
such Act and the amendments made by such
Act, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida:

H.R. 4761. A bill to amend the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act to extend the
pilot program for alternative water source
projects; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. PALLONE:

H.R. 4762. A bill to require the Secretary of
Health and Human Services to ensure that
the public is provided adequate notice and
education on the effects of exposure to mer-
cury through the development of health
advisories and by requiring that such appro-
priate advisories be posted, or made readily
available, at all businesses that sell fresh,
frozen, and canned fish and seafood where
the potential for mercury exposure exists; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. RAHALL:

H.R. 4763. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to extend eligibility for pension
benefits under laws administered by the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs to veterans who
served during certain periods of time in spec-
ified locations; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

By Mr. RAHALL:

H.R. 4764. A bill to amend title 28, United
States Code, to extend eligibility for pension
benefits under laws administered by the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs to veterans who
received an expeditionary medal during a pe-
riod of military service other than a period
of war; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

By Ms. WOOLSEY:

H.R. 4765. A bill to amend the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to pro-
vide grants to local educational agencies to
encourage girls to pursue studies and careers
in science, mathematics, engineering, and
technology; to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.
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By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN (for herself,
Mr. LANTOS, Mr. PENCE, Mr. SHER-
MAN, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. ACKERMAN,
Ms. HARRIS, Mr. MCcCOTTER, Mr.
ENGEL, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. SMITH of
New Jersey, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr.
WELLER, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr.
CHABOT, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. BERMAN, Mr.
HOEFFEL, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida,
Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. MENENDEZ,
and Mr. BALLENGER):

H. Con. Res. 469. Concurrent resolution
condemning the attack on the AMIA Jewish
Community Center in Buenos Aires, Argen-
tina, in July 1994 and expressing the concern
of the United States regarding the con-
tinuing, decade-long delay in the resolution
of this case; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

By Mr. DINGELL (for himself and Mr.
EHLERS):

H. Res. 702. Resolution honoring former
President Gerald R. Ford on the occasion of
his 91st birthday and extending the best
wishes of the House of Representatives to
former President Ford and his family; to the
Committee on Government Reform.

By Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania
(for himself, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr.
TOOMEY, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. PLATTS,
Mr. GREENWOOD, Mr. MURPHY, Mr.
FEENEY, Mr. DOYLE, Ms. HART, Mr.
WoLF, Mr. GRADY of Pennsylvania,
Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. HOEFFEL, Mr. SHER-
wooD, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. PITTS, Mr.
WELDON of Pennsylvania, Mr. MUR-
THA, and Mr. KANJORSKI):

H. Res. 703. Resolution congratulating the
Pennsylvania State University on 150 years
of service and commending Pennsylvania’s
designation of the University as Pennsylva-
nia’s land-grant institution; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. ROYCE (for himself, Ms. LORET-
TA SANCHEZ of California, Mr. COX,
Mr. CALVERT, Mr. GARY G. MILLER of
California, and Mr. ROHRABACHER):

H. Res. 704. Resolution congratulating the
California State University, Fullerton Ti-
tans baseball team for winning the 2004 Na-
tional Collegiate Athletic Association Divi-
sion I College World Series; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

[The following were submitted July 1, 2004]

H.R. 4218: Mr. SMITH of Michigan and Mr.
GORDON.
H.R. 4516: Mr. GORDON.
[Submitted July 6, 2004]
Mr. BOSWELL.
Mrs. CAPITO.
Mr. EHLERS.
Ms. WOOLSEY.
H.R. 814: Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota.
H.R. 857: Mr. LEVIN.
. 1029: Mr. PALLONE.
. 1285: Mr. GONZALEZ.
. 1489: Mr. GINGREY.
. 1565: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN.
. 15682: Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota.
H.R. 1587: Mr. FILNER.
H.R. 1657: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN and Mr.
ISRAEL.
H.R. 1726: Mr. DELAHUNT.
H.R. 1818: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. CAPUANO,
and Mr. MCGOVERN.
H.R. 1824: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD.
H.R. 1861: Mr. GRIJALVA.
H.R. 1995: Mr. BOEHLERT.
H.R. 2023: Mr. HoLT, Mr. ISRAEL, and Mr.
LEWIS of Georgia.

H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.

126:
195:
623:
717:
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H.R. 2071: Mr. KUCINICH.

H.R. 21568: Mr. NUNES and Mr. DOOLEY of
California.

H.R. 2173: Mr. LAMPSON and Mr. HOLDEN.

H.R. 2198: Mr. UDALL of New Mexico.

H.R. 2727: Mr. MEEHAN and
CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 2868: Mr. WOLF, Mr. NOWROOD, Mr.
BURNS, Mr. JOHN, and Mr. JEFFERSON.

H.R. 3127: Mr. OWENS, Mr. MOORE, Mr.
FOSSELLA, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. PAYNE, Mr.
FROST, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia,
Mr. FOLEY, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. FARR, and
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 3193: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN.

H.R. 3293: Mr. ANDREWS.

H.R. 3324: Mr. KUCINICH.

H.R. 3350: Mr. ANDREWS.

H.R. 3352: Mr. GUTIERREZ.

H.R. 3474: Mr. GERLACH, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN,
Mr. KANJORSKI, Ms. MAJETTE, and Mr. BROWN
of South Carolina.

H.R. 3800: Mr. CALVERT.

H.R. 3803: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 3831: Mr. LIPINSKI and Mrs. DAVIS of
California.

H.R. 3834: Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 4026: Mr. FERGUSON and Mr. GUT-
KNECHT.

H.R. 4057: Mr. RAMSTAD.

H.R. 4107: Mr. MARKEY, Mr. HiLL, Mr.
REHBERG, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr.
RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. CUMMINGS, and Ms.
LEE.

H.R. 4140: Mr. UDALL of New Mexico.

H.R. 4205: Mr. WYNN.

H.R. 4261: Mr. PALLONE.

H.R. 4264: Mr. HONDA.

H.R. 4284: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida, Mr. PoMBO, Mr. SAXTON, Mr. WELDON of
Florida, and Mr. NEUGEBAUER.

H.R. 4312: Mr. MCINTYRE and Mr. ANDREWS.

H.R. 4325: Mr. PAYNE.

H.R. 4341: Mr. MICHAUD.

H.R. 4358: Mr. TERRY.

H.R. 4370: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois and Ms.
LEE.

H.R. 4391: Ms. SoLlS, Mr. LEwWIS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. BURGESS, Mr.
DEUTSCH, Ms. WATERS, and Ms. LINDA T.
SANCHEZ of California.

H.R. 4420: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr.
PAUL, and Mr. CARTER.

H.R. 4440: Mr. WELDON of Florida, Mr.
FEENEY, and Mr. AKIN.

H.R. 4463: Ms. McCoLLUM and Ms. BALDWIN.

H.R. 4472: Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania
and Mr. ETHERIDGE.

H.R. 4521: Mr. BisHOP of Georgia.

H.R. 4595: Mr. TIERNEY, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr.
CUMMINGS, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. KUCINICH, Ms.
LEE, Mr. DOGGETT, and Mr. MICHAUD.

H.R. 4600: Mr. MORAN of Kansas, Mr. WIL-
SON of South Carolina, Mr. MICHAUD, and Mr.
ROGERS of Alabama.

H.R. 4610: Mr. REYES, Mr. FROST, Mr. LEWIS
of Georgia, Mr. HOLDEN, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY,
and Mr. KILDEE.

H.R. 4628: Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. MICHAUD,
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. MCDERMOTT, and
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 4634: Mr. TERRY, Mr. BOEHNER, Mr.
GILLMOR, Mr. SHAYS, Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr.
GORDON, and Mr. WOLF.

H.R. 4662: Mrs. NORTHUP.

H.R. 4677: Mr. HAYES and Mr. GOODE.

H.R. 4688: Mr. MORAN of Virginia.

H.R. 4728: Mr. SERRANO and Mr. SKELTON.

H.J. Res. 56: Mr. PUTNAM.

H.J. Res. 99: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas and
Mr. REGULA.

H. Con. Res. 247: Mr. TIBERI.

H. Con. Res. 371: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.

H. Res. 129: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois.

H. Res. 466: Mr. LIPINSKI and Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN.

H. Res. 570: Mr. LANTOS.

Mrs.
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H. Res. 642: Mr. UDALL of New Mexico.

H. Res. 666: Ms. DUNN.

H. Res. 667: Ms. DELAURO and Mr. GOOD-
LATTE.

H. Res. 673: Mr. RANGEL.

H. Res. 687: Ms. KAPTUR.

H. Res. 6838: Mr. TOOMEY.

H. Res. 690: Ms. WATERS, Mr. MCDERMOTT,
Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. COOPER, Ms. MCCARTHY
of Missouri, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr.
TIERNEY, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Mr. FATTAH, Mrs. CAPPS, Mrs.
JONES of Ohio, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms.
McCoLLUM, Mr. OBERSTAR, and Mr. KLECZKA.

H. Res. 699: Mr. MEEHAN.

H. Res. 700: Mr. MEEHAN and Mr.
MCDERMOTT.
————
AMENDMENTS

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as
follows:

H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. SANDERS

AMENDMENT NoO. 1: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following
new title:

TITLE VIII—ADDITIONAL GENERAL
PROVISIONS

SEC. 801. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to make an applica-
tion under section 501 of the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C.
1861) for an order requiring the production of
library circulation records, library patron
lists, library Internet records, bookseller
sales records, or bookseller customer lists.

H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. SANDERS

AMENDMENT NoO. 2: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following
new title:

TITLE VIII—ADDITIONAL GENERAL
PROVISIONS

SEC. 801. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to make an applica-
tion under section 501 of the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C.
1861) for an order requiring the production of
library circulation records, library patron
lists, library Internet records, book sales
records, or book customer lists.

H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. SANDERS

AMENDMENT No. 3: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following
new title:

TITLE VIII—ADDITIONAL GENERAL
PROVISIONS

SEC. 801. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to make an applica-
tion under section 501 of the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C.
1861) for an order requiring the production of
library circulation records, library patron
lists, library Internet records, bookseller
sales records, or bookseller customer lists.

H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. OTTER

AMENDMENT NO. 4: Insert before the short
title at the end the following:

TITLE VIII-NOTICE OF SEARCH
WARRANTS

SEC. 801. Section 3103a of title 18, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘“may have
an adverse result (as defined in section 2705)”’
and inserting ‘‘will endanger the life or phys-
ical safety of an individual, result in flight
from prosecution, or result in the destruc-
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tion of or tampering with the evidence
sought under the warrant’’; and

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘a reason-
able period” and all that follows and insert-
ing ‘‘seven calendar days, which period, upon
application of the Attorney General, the
Deputy Attorney General, or an Associate
Attorney General, may thereafter be ex-
tended by the court for additional periods of
up to seven calendar days each if the court
finds, for each application, reasonable cause
to believe that notice of the execution of the
warrant will endanger the life or physical
safety of an individual, result in flight from
prosecution, or result in the destruction of
or tampering with the evidence sought under
the warrant.”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘“(c) REPORTS.—(1) On a semiannual basis,
the Attorney General shall transmit to Con-
gress and make public a report concerning
all requests for delays of notice, and for ex-
tensions of delays of notice, with respect to
warrants under subsection (b).

‘“(2) Each report under paragraph (1) shall
include, with respect to the preceding six-
month period—

‘“(A) the total number of requests for
delays of notice with respect to warrants
under subsection (b);

‘(B) the total number of such requests
granted or denied; and

“(C) for each request for delayed notice
that was granted, the total number of appli-
cations for extensions of the delay of notice
and the total number of such extensions
granted or denied.”.

H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. TANCREDO

AMENDMENT NoO. 5: At the end of the bill,
insert after the last section (preceding the
short title) the following:

TITLE VIII—ADDITIONAL GENERAL
PROVISIONS

SEC. 801. None of the funds made available
in this Act for the State Criminal Alien As-
sistance Program under the heading ‘‘DE-
PARTMENT OF JUSTICE—OFFICE OF JUS-
TICE PROGRAMS—STATE AND LOCAL LAW EN-
FORCEMENT ASSISTANCE’ may be used in con-
travention of section 642(a) of the Illegal Im-
migration Reform and Immigrant Responsi-
bility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1373).

H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. FARR
AMENDMENT NoO. 6: Insert before the short
title at the end the following:
TITLE VIII—ADDITIONAL GENERAL
PROVISIONS
SEC. 801. None of the funds made available
in this Act to the Department of Justice
may be used to prevent the States of Alaska,
California, Colorado, Hawaii, Maine, Mary-
land, Nevada, Oregon, Vermont, or Wash-
ington from implementing State laws au-
thorizing the use of medical marijuana in
those States.
H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. PAUL
AMENDMENT No. 7: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
TITLE VIII—ADDITIONAL GENERAL
PROVISIONS
SEC. 801. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used for the American
Community Survey.
H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. PAUL

AMENDMENT NoO. 8: Insert before the short
title at the end of the bill the following title:
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TITLE VIII—ADDITIONAL GENERAL
PROVISIONS

SEC. 801. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act to the Department of Justice
may be used—

(1) to take any legal action against a phy-
sician for prescribing or administering a
drug not included in schedule I of the sched-
ules of controlled substances under section
202(c) of the Controlled Substances Act for
the purpose of relieving or managing pain; or

(2) to threaten legal action in order to pre-
vent a physician from prescribing or admin-
istering such a drug for such purpose.

(b) None of the funds made available in
this Act to the Department of Justice may
be used—

(1) to take any legal action against a per-
son for acts relating to the prescribing or ad-
ministering by a physician of such a drug for
such purpose; or

(2) to threaten any legal action against a
person in order to prevent the person from
engaging in acts relating to the prescribing
or administering by a physician of such a
drug for such purpose.

H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. PAUL

AMENDMENT NoO. 9: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:

TITLE VIII—ADDITIONAL GENERAL
PROVISIONS

SEC. 801. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to pay expenses for
any United States contribution to the
United Nations Educational, Scientific, and
Cultural Organization (UNESCO).

H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. PAUL

AMENDMENT No. 10: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), add the following:

TITLE VIII-ADDITIONAL GENERAL
PROVISIONS

SEC. 801. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to pay any United
States contribution to the United Nations or
any affiliated agency of the United Nations.

H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. KUCINICH

AMENDMENT NoO. 11: Page 57, line 11, after
the dollar amount, insert the following: ‘‘(re-
duced by $1,000,000) (increased by $1,000,000)"".

H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. KUCINICH

AMENDMENT NoO. 12: Page 57, line 11, after
the dollar amount, insert the following: ‘“‘(re-
duced by $250,000) (increased by $250,000)"".

H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. KUCINICH

AMENDMENT NoO. 13: Page 57, line 11, after
the dollar amount, insert the following: ‘‘(re-
duced by $50,000) (increased by $50,000)"".

H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MS. JACKSON-LEE OF TEXAS
AMENDMENT No. 14: Page 2, line 7, after the

dollar amount, insert ‘‘(decreased by
$1,000,000)".
Page 84, line 11, after the first dollar

amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)".
H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MS. JACKSON-LEE OF TEXAS

AMENDMENT No. 15: Page 2, line 7, after the
dollar amount, insert the following: ‘‘(re-
duced by $10,000,000)’.

Page 26, line 20, after the dollar amount,
insert the following: ‘“‘(increased by
$10,000,000)"’.

Page 28, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert the following: ‘“‘(increased by
$10,000,000)"’.
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H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MS. JACKSON-LEE OF TEXAS

AMENDMENT NoO. 16: Page 8, beginning on
line 4, strike ‘‘Attorneys.” and insert ‘At-
torneys: Provided further, That in using funds
made available under this heading to pros-
ecute crimes described in section 274(a) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8
U.S.C. 1324(a)), priority shall be given to
cases in which the offense was part of an on-
going commercial organization or enterprise;
the aliens were transported in groups of 10 or
more; and the aliens were transported in a
manner that endangered their lives or the
aliens presented a life-threatening health
risk to people in the United States.”.
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H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. OXLEY
AMENDMENT No. 17: Page 5, line 20, after
the first dollar amount, insert the following:
¢, of which $2,605,000 shall be for 25 positions
to investigate and prosecute adult obsenity
and child exploitation crimes,”.
H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. OXLEY
AMENDMENT NoO. 18: Page 5, line 20, after
the first dollar amount, insert the following:
¢, of which $2,605,000 shall be for the Child
Exploitation and Obscenity Section,”.
H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. OXLEY
AMENDMENT No. 19: Page 5, line 20, after
the first dollar amount, insert the following:
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‘““(reduced by $2,605,000) (increased by

$2,605,000)"".
H.R. 4754
OFFERED BY: MR. AKIN

AMENDMENT No. 20: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:

TITLE VIII—ADDITIONAL GENERAL
PROVISIONS

SEC. 801. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used in contravention of
the provisions of subsections (e) and (f) of
section 301 of the United States Leadership
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Ma-
laria Act of 2003 (Public Law 108-25; 22 U.S.C.
7631(e) and (f)).
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