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place as planned. The first incident involved
the two individuals each of whom had a flask
of flammable liquid tied to his leg. In the
second incident, the discovery of a knife at a
checkpoint resulted in the boarding of only
one of four persons who planned to hijack
the aircraft to Cuba.

At the same time that these types of inci-
dents were taking place in the United States,
a different kind of aircraft hijacking was oc-
curring in other parts of the world. These in-
cidents, some of which involved U.S. reg-
istered carriers, were noteworthy because of
their complexity, duration, and deadliness.
They include the hijackings of Trans World
Airways Flight 847 and Kuwaiti Air Flight
422, which involved multiple and often zeal-
ous, well-armed, well-trained, and dis-
ciplined hijackers. Unlike their contem-
porary U.S. counterparts, these individuals
often demonstrated a willingness to die rath-
er than fail and to kill others if their de-
mands, which were frequently politically-
motivated, were not met. In many instances,
passengers were killed as a result of the ac-
tions of such hijackers.

Why such incidents did not occur in the
United States during the past nine years is a
matter of conjecture. Many theories have
been advanced, including logistical and oper-
ational problems for international terrorists,
non-interest by TU.S. domestic terrorist
groups, and difficulties (or perceived difficul-
ties) in accessing targets. It should not be
presupposed from this, however, that such
hijackings will never occur in the U.S. Po-
litically motivated hijackings by multiple
hijackers have, in fact, taken place in the
U.S., but not within the past 9 years.

During the past nine years, hijackers in
the United States have acted in striking con-
trast to some of their more noteworthy
international counterparts. They usually
have not been motivated by the same polit-
ical forces, such as the freeing of political
prisoners or providing publicity for a cause,
and they have not exhibited the lame pro-
pensity to die and Kkill others rather than
fail.

The fact that handguns were seldom used
and actual explosive devices never used in
domestic hijackings during the past nine
years is interesting, but it should not be as-
sumed that future hijackers will act simi-
larly. It is not known why this occurred; it
may be a reflection of either better screen-
ing procedures or a perception that it is too
difficult to pass a gun on board an aircraft.
Since several small knives and other items,
such as a pair of scissors and a starter pistol,
were successfully passed through screening
checkpoints in a carry-on bag, however, the
system is not infallible.

Although most U.S. hijackings during the
past nine years were committed by persons
acting alone, it should not be assumed that
future incidents will follow this format. If
there are accomplices, however, they will
likely identify themselves in the beginning
of the incident rather than remain hidden.
Based on past experiences, the hijacker(s)
may possess ore or more weapons or a flam-
mable liquid, a fact which they likely will
make known, or they may claim to possess
an explosive device.

Hijackings should be taken seriously un-
less it is obvious that there is no threat or
danger. It is often difficult to determine if a
claimed weapon, explosive device, or incen-
diary device is real. The hijacker(s) should
be given the benefit of the doubt until cir-
cumstances prove otherwise.

NATIONAL PURPLE HEART
RECOGNITION DAY

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I am in
support of S. Con. Res. 112 which sup-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

ports the goals and ideals of National
Purple Heart Recognition Day. This
award was created by General George
Washington, who established the Hon-
orary Badge of Distinction in the fig-
ure of a heart in purple cloth or silk on
August 7, 1782. Since that time, more
than 1,535,000 Americans have received
Purple Hearts, and their numbers are
growing daily as the war in Iraq con-
tinues to take its toll.

Over 5,000 Americans have been
wounded in Iraq, many of them suf-
fering horrific injuries. One such Amer-
ican is SP Gabe Garriga, one of my
constituents. Specialist Garriga volun-
teered for the Illinois National Guard
right after September 11, when he was
just 17 years old, because he felt obli-
gated to go and make a difference.

In the summer of 2003, his unit was
deployed to Iraq. On July 14, 2003, Spe-
cialist Garriga was rushing to help de-
fend a checkpoint in Baghdad. The
checkpoint had been breached by an
Iraqi car that sped through without
stopping, and U.S. soldiers feared that
this was yet another suicide bomber. In
the rush to defend the checkpoint,
Garriga’s Humvee slammed into an-
other Humvee and he was thrown from
his gun turret directly into burning
fuel canisters.

The wounds this young man suffered
were absolutely horrendous. He had
second and third degree burns over al-
most half his body and severe abdom-
inal injuries. Doctors gave him a 1 per-
cent chance for survival, but he beat
those daunting odds.

Specialist Garriga deserves every-
thing this Nation can give him in re-
turn for his service and sacrifice and
that includes a Purple Heart.

This award was reinstated in 1932, a
century and a half after General Wash-
ington created his Badge of Military
Merit. At that time, Army regulations
defined the conditions for the award as
“‘a wound which necessitates treatment
by a medical officer and which is re-
ceived in action with an enemy.”

There is no doubt that Specialist
Garriga’s wound necessitated medical
treatment—27 operations are blunt tes-
timony to that terrible fact. And there
is no doubt in my mind that Gabe was
involved in action with an enemy when
he and his comrades were rushing to
defend that breached checkpoint in a
time of war. Nonetheless, over a year
later, he has still not received a Purple
Heart.

Current Army regulations reiterate
the conditions spelled out in 1932 and
add ‘It is not intended that such a
strict interpretation of the require-
ment for the wound or injury to be
caused by direct result of hostile ac-
tion be taken that it would preclude
the award being made to deserving per-
sonnel.”

Seeking to prevent a suicide bombing
against U.S. troops or officials or
against innocent Iraqi civilians is the
act of a soldier engaged in the fight
against terrorism. President Reagan,
in fact, explicitly expanded the terms
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of the award to include those wounded
or killed as the result ‘“‘of an inter-
national terrorist attack.”

So, this year, as the anniversary of
the creation of this commendation ap-
proaches and as we vote to recognize
this day, I also urge the Army to award
Specialist Garriga the Purple Heart as
a symbol of our recognition of his sac-
rifice in the war in Iraq. He has earned
it.

———
U.S.-CHINA ECONOMIC AND SECU-

RITY REVIEW COMMISSION RE-

PORT

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. President, I rise
to call to the attention of my col-
leagues the release on June 15 of the
2004 Report to Congress of the United
States-China Economic and Security
Review Commission.

The Commission was created by Con-
gress on October 30, 2000, as part of the
National Defense Authorization Act for
2001. Its principal sponsor in the Senate
was Senator BYRD. The charter of the
Commission provides that it be com-
posed of 12 Commissioners, 3 of whom
are appointed by each of the Congres-
sional leaders in both the House and
Senate. The Commission is thus bipar-
tisan, and reflective of the leadership
of both the House and the Senate.

The purpose of the Commission, ac-
cording to its charter, is to ‘“‘monitor,
investigate and report to Congress on
the national security implications of
the bilateral trade and economic rela-
tionship between the United States and
the People’s Republic of China.”” The
Commission is required by its charter
to submit an annual report to Con-
gress, which must include a full anal-
ysis, along with conclusions and rec-
ommendations for legislative actions,
if any, of the national security implica-
tions for the United States of trade and
current account balances, financial
transactions, and technology transfers
with the People’s Republic of China.

In preparation for its 2004 annual re-
port, the Commission held 11 public
hearings, including field hearings in
Columbia, SC, and San Diego, CA.
Through these hearings the Commis-
sion heard the perspectives of members
of Congress, current and former senior
government officials, representatives
of industry, labor and finance, aca-
demics, journalists, and citizens. The
Commission took testimony from more
than 130 witnesses.

The Commission’s fact-finding and
examination process also included
funding statistical analyses of China’s
role in world trade and investment, and
its compliance record with its WTO
commitments. Moreover the Commis-
sion contracted for the translation of
articles from influential publications
within China discussing Beijing’s eco-
nomic and security strategies and its
perceptions of the United States.

During the course of its delibera-
tions, the Commission developed a
broad bipartisan agreement on the
issues it was charged by Congress to
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