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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. PRICE of Georgia).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 13, 2006.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ToM PRICE
to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day.

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

————

PRAYER
The Reverend Louis V. Iasiello,
President, Washington Theological

Union, Washington, DC, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Most good and gracious God, You
bless us and guide us at every moment
of our lives, and most especially at
times of great trial and adversity.

We thank You for the priceless gift of
this great Nation and for the constitu-
tional principles that guide it. We
thank Thee for the many liberties that
mark us as a blessed and a free people,
and for myriad patriots who have worn
the sacred cloth of military service
throughout our proud history, citizen
warriors who have defended those free-
doms against the tyrannies of days
past and those who continue the good
fight this very day. We know their
service honors You, for it stands as yet
one more sign of the great bounty that
is the United States of America.

And so at this troublesome time of
national emergency, in the current
struggle against global extremism, we
ask for the strength to face adversity
with pure and sincere hearts that You
might empower us to be a light for all
the nations and build a world with jus-
tice and peace for men and women of
good will everywhere. So help us God,
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 Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

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

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

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 866. An act to make technical correc-
tions to the United States Code.

———
SMALL BUSINESS NEEDS

(Mrs. KELLY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to urge my colleagues to con-
tinue addressing the needs of small
businesses that create seven out of
every 10 jobs in our communities.
Small businesses are the backbone of
our local economies.

During the past month, I held small
business walks down the main streets
and through the business districts of
towns and villages in New York’s Hud-
son Valley.

I talked directly to small business
owners and employees in places like

Warwick, Port Jervis, Beacon and
Highland Falls to hear directly from
them about the challenges they face
every day.

They asked for continued tax relief
so they can afford to pay their employ-
ees. They need to keep more of their
earnings in order to create new, good
paying jobs in our local communities.

They asked for affordable health in-
surance to be more accessible for them
to be able to provide for their employ-
ees. Only 41 percent of the smallest
businesses can afford to offer health
benefits, compared with 99 percent of
large companies.

When I discussed small business
health plan legislation that we have
passed in the House, they often agreed
that would be a practical first step to-
ward solving the problem of America’s
uninsured.

Mr. Speaker, these and other pro-
posals are part of a five-point plan I
have been pushing to help our small
businesses, and I ask my colleagues to
support these initiatives that level the
playing field for small businesses and
provide them the tax relief they need.

———

A NEW DIRECTION FOR AMERICA

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker,
hard on the heels of the anniversary of
9/11, instead of dealing meaningfully
with the concerns of the American peo-
ple, like immigration and the econ-
omy, instead the House deals with
horse slaughter rules and Indian gam-
ing. There is no meaningful action or
even debate on how the Bush adminis-
tration’s war of choice has left Iraq in
shambles and civil war.

North Korea and Iran are more
threatening and dangerous than when
labeled the ‘“‘Axis of Evil.”
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We are losing ground to the Taliban
in Afghanistan, where the NATO com-
mander cannot even get the troops he
says he needs.

Independent polls show America’s
standing in the world at the lowest
ever recorded.

The good news is that there will be a
chance in November’s election where
we will be able to not just send a mes-
sage but change the leadership here in
the House and start a new direction for
America.

——————

BETRAYED IN THE LINE OF DUTY

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

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, the battle on
the second front continues, and the
U.S. Government shows it is on the
wrong side of the border war.

Two border patrol agents named
Ramos and Compean chased a drug
dealer down on the Mexico-Texas bor-
der. Gun shots were exchanged. The
drug smuggler fled back to safety in
Mexico, leaving his van and 800 pounds
of dope on the American side.

The U.S. decided to prosecute. The
U.S. Attorney went to Mexico, found
the drug dealer, took him to America,
treated his bullet wounds, and then,
get this, gave him immunity to testify
against agents Compean and Ramos for
their shooting him, the criminal.

Both border agents were convicted by
an overzealous prosecutor that was
looking for pelts in her belt. She ap-
peared to have more loyalty to Mexico
than to America because she was on
the wrong side.

Both agents await sentencing. The
two border agents should have been
given medals and sent back down to
the border to bag another drug dealer
instead of being prosecuted.

Yet another example of how our gov-
ernment is more concerned about
illegals and drug dealers than they are
about America and Americans.

And that’s just the way it is.

————

TAX CUTS FOR WEALTHY, PAY
CUTS FOR MIDDLE CLASS

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, for a lot of Amer-
ican families it is becoming more and
more difficult to make ends meet in
the Bush economy. With sky-high gas
prices this summer, rising health care
costs and stagnant wages, working
Americans are feeling a serious squeeze
on their family finances.

Unfortunately, President Bush and
the congressional Republicans refuse to
address our economy because they
think it is moving along smoothly. But
that is simply not the case.

While full-time minimum wage earn-
ers face a 50-year low in buying power,
and all Americans face wages that are
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falling after inflation, corporate profits
have reached their highest share of the
economy since the 1960s. It would be
nice if corporate CEOs and share-
holders were not the only ones bene-
fiting from the production American
workers are bringing in every day.
Democrats believe it is time for them
to get their fair share.

Mr. Speaker, working Americans are
ready for a new economic direction,
one where workers are justly com-
pensated for their efforts and the bene-
fits of increased productivity can be
shared by all. The days of catering ex-
clusively to the wealthiest have helped
create the troubling economic condi-
tions that our Nation now faces. It is
time for a change.

——————

NATO STRATEGIC AIRLIFT
CAPABILITY

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

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, as a del-
egate of the NATO Parliamentary As-
sembly and very active in its defense
subcommittee, and also the chairman
of the Baltic Caucus, I am excited and
extremely pleased with NATO’s recent
announcement in a letter of intent
after 6 months of negotiation.

Thirteen Nations have developed a
plan to create a NATO Strategic Airlift
Capability based at Ramstein Air
Force Base. Initially comprised of
three to four C-17s, the SAC will be
flown by multinational air crews, pi-
lots and loadmasters, and a multi-
national military structure will be cre-
ated to command and control these air-
craft.

Boeing, who builds the C-17, is a
great U.S. company. This aids in
NATO’s transformation and jobs for
U.S. workers.

———
INTRODUCTION OF H. CON. RES. 453

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

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, with
record temperatures set in the first
half of 2006, with hurricane season upon
us, the need for Congress to address
global climate change is more pressing
than ever.

There is no longer debate within the
scientific community. Global warming
exists, and we need to do something
about it.

We have the opportunity and the re-
sponsibility to take action to reverse
the negative impacts of global climate
change. However, this must be done
both domestically and internationally.

It is time the U.S., with the inter-
national community, fully address the
issue of global climate change.

Congressman Jim Leach and myself
have introduced H. Con. Res. 453, a bi-
partisan resolution expressing the need
for the U.S. to participate in inter-
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national agreements that address glob-
al climate change.

I invite my colleagues to cosponsor
this bill and join us in taking this step
and begin addressing global climate
change.

CONGRATULATING THE 2006 LIT-
TLE LEAGUE WORLD CHAMPIONS

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

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker,
millions play our national pastime for
the love of the game, but only the
truly elite can claim the title of world
champion.

I have the great pleasure of rep-
resenting Columbus, Georgia, home of
the 2006 Little League World Cham-
pions. Our community beams with
pride for these incredible young slug-
gers and slingers.

The players for Columbus Northern
are living the dream of every American
boy who has ever slipped on a glove. In
order to compete for the world cham-
pionship, Columbus Northern first had
to defeat the best Little League teams
that the United States had to offer.

Then, as the American champions in
the World Series, Columbus Northern
took on a tough and talented Japanese
team. The game was a defensive strug-
gle, allowing Columbus Northern to
win 2-1 after a 2-run homer by catcher
Cody Walker, who also caught the
fastball of winning pitcher Kyle Carter.
The champs recently met one of the
Nation’s biggest baseball fans, Presi-
dent Bush, when he was in Atlanta.

The Columbus Northern team is on
top of the world. It will have memories
to last a lifetime.

Mr. Speaker, I salute the players of
Columbus Northern. Georgians and
Americans are thrilled with their suc-
cess, and we are more than a little jeal-
ous, but very thankful, that they get to
live every boy’s dream.

———

PRESIDENT BUSH CONTINUES TO
MISREPRESENT THE WAR IN IRAQ

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

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, in his speech on Monday night,
President Bush continued to try to jus-
tify the invasion of Iraq by drawing
nonexistent links to the 9/11 attacks.
The President’s misuse of the fifth an-
niversary of the attacks shows that he
will go to any length to divert our at-
tention from his failures in Iraq, which
has diverted focus from America’s real
national security concerns.

President Bush, and most Repub-
licans here in Congress, refuse to admit
that things are not going well in Iraq.
One has to only look at a report that
we requested from the President’s own
Pentagon showing that the situation in
Iraq has greatly worsened. The number
of attacks against Americans and
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Iraqis has climbed to its highest level
since the war began, and in the month
of July alone 100 Iraqis a day were
being killed.

U.S. troops continue to pay too high
a price. To date, more than 2,600 brave
American soldiers have lost their lives,
an additional 19,000 have been wounded,
and we have now spent over $320 billion
in Iraq. Do we really need to lose 58,000
soldiers before we stop staying the
same course in Iraq as we did in Viet-
nam?

It is time for a new strategy in Iraq,
one where the Iraqis themselves, not
foreign occupiers, are responsible for
their Nation’s future.

———————

UNITY AND RESOLVE WILL WIN
THE WAR ON TERROR

(Mrs. MILLER of Michigan asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, Osama bin Laden himself has
stated that victory for the extremists
in Iraq will mean America’s defeat and
disgrace forever.

The terrorists clearly see Iraq has
the central front in the global war on
terror.

On Monday evening, the fifth anni-
versary of the attacks of 9/11 and the
beginning of the war on terror, the
President clearly stated the impor-
tance of success in Afghanistan and
Iraqg and winning that war. He under-
stands the resolve that we need to
meet the significant challenges faced
by our Nation.

And what is the response of the
Democratic leadership? To attack the
President for even mentioning Iraq as a
part of the war on terror. They seek,
once again, to distract and divide
America to score cheap political
points.

For whatever reason, they do not
take the terrorists at their word with
regard to Iraq, or they do not care be-
cause they see a political benefit in un-
dermining U.S. efforts.

The Democrats must understand that
America must be united. We must have
the resolve to defeat the terrorists in
the heart of their power so we do not
have to fight them on our own streets.

One has to wonder if the Democratic
leadership cares as much about win-
ning the war on terror as they do about
winning the election in November.

———
O 1015

PRESIDENT BUSH USES NATION-
ALLY TELEVISED SPEECH TO
SPREAD DISINFORMATION

(Ms. SOLIS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, just when
you thought the Bush administration
had finally faced reality and admitted
that Iraq had nothing to do with 9/11,
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President Bush uses a nationally tele-
vised speech on 9/11 to once again blur
the lines between the war on terror and
the war in Iraq.

Last week, a bipartisan Senate Intel-
ligence Committee report concluded
that the U.S. intelligence analysts
were strongly disputing any link be-
tween al Qaeda and Iraq, while the
Bush administration officials were fab-
ricating links to justify invading Iraq.

Over the last month, President Bush
and Vice President CHENEY have admit-
ted to the American people there was
no link between the terrorist attack on
September 11 and the Iraq war. Yet,
during a nationally televised speech on
Monday, the President once again had
the audacity to say that the safety of
America depends on the outcome of the
battle in the streets of Baghdad, once
again connecting in many people’s
minds 9/11 and Iraq.

The President can’t have it both
ways. And on an issue so important as
this, national security, the President
should level with the American people
and admit it is time to make a change
and change the course in Iraq.

————

IN MEMORY OF FORMER U.S.
CONGRESSMAN CLAIR BURGENER

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

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, it is with
great sadness that I inform the House
of the passing of our former colleague,
the gentleman from California, Clair
Burgener. He was an amazing indi-
vidual, and I have a load of articles
here that have been written about him
over the past several days.

I think the San Diego Union-Tribune
put it extraordinarily well when it
said: ‘“‘Burgener earned a reputation for
honesty and modesty in a three-decade
career that began in San Diego city
politics and ended in the hallways of
the Nation’s Capitol.”

As we look at this time of partisan
divide here, former nine-term Demo-
cratic Congressman Lionel Van Deerlin
said, ‘“He was a wonderful colleague.
He and I were on different levels as far
as our voting went, but we didn’t try to
hold back or fool each other.”

And Herb Klein, the retired editor in
chief of Copley Newspapers and direc-
tor of communications for President
Nixon, recalled a man of unbending
ethics: ‘‘Clair Burgener was the epit-
ome of a great American Congressman.
He was honest and ethical, a strong
leader dedicated to his community. He
was a wonderful friend whose warmth
never waned.”

Mr. Speaker, our thoughts and pray-
ers go to Clair’s wife, Marvia. We
thank him for his extraordinary serv-
ice to the United States of America.

————
PRESIDENT ATTEMPTS TO CON-
NECT IRAQ WITH OVERALL WAR
ON TERROR

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

Mr. McCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, on
Monday night, President Bush contin-
ued this difficult job he has of trying to
connect the war in Iraq with al Qaeda.
He said it is the most difficult part of
his job. Because there is no connection.

Even the Senate report this past
week said, and it is a bipartisan report
from the Senate Intelligence Com-
mittee, said there is no link between
Saddam Hussein and al Qaeda. The
Senators wrote: ‘“‘Saddam expressed
only negative opinions about Osama
bin Laden.”

Yet the President had the audacity
on Sunday night to say that our Na-
tion’s safety depends on what happens
in the streets of Baghdad. Now, Mr.
Speaker, we have to ask the President,
where were you when you set this war
up and you told General Shinseki, head
of the Army, we didn’t need 350,000 peo-
ple; we could go over there with a mini-
mal force?

You led us into this quagmire, and
you have got to give us a way out. We
need the strategic redeployment that
Mr. MURTHA is talking about.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair and not to the
President.

———

BORDER SECURITY

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to remind my colleagues that partisan
bickering and ill-fated policies toward
immigration reform will simply not
solve the crisis we are facing today. We
must produce a solution to border secu-
rity and close a major loophole in our
Nation’s security, thereby fulfilling the
most important role of the Federal
Government.

It is time we turn off the faucet be-
fore we decide to fix the pipes. Now is
not the time to work on comprehensive
reform. During the District Work Pe-
riod in August, my constituents deliv-
ered a clear message: no amnesty, just
secure the borders now. After 22 immi-
gration field hearings, an identical re-
sounding and powerful message has
been sent to officials in Washington:
secure the borders now.

Why are my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle so opposed to the will
of the American people? Security is an
issue that should not be taken lightly,
much less used for political gain.

Mr. Speaker, we are now in Wash-
ington to represent those who voted to
send us here, and we must not ignore
the message they are sending. It is
time to secure the borders and stop the
unending flow of illegal aliens.
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HOW SAFE IS AMERICA TODAY
FROM TERRORIST ATTACKS?

(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. How safe is
America today from terrorist attacks?
Here are some of the results from For-
eign Policy magazine’s recently pub-
lished ‘‘Terrorism Index,” a survey of
over 100 top national security experts
from across the political spectrum,
with the results weighted to ensure
balance between conservatives and lib-
erals.

Among the key findings are, one, 84
percent of the experts said we are los-
ing the war on terror. Eighty-six per-
cent said that the world is becoming
more dangerous for the United States
and the American people. Ninety-three
percent said the war in Afghanistan
had a positive impact on the war on
terror, but 87 percent said the war in
Iraq had a negative impact on the war
on terror.

It is clear to the American people
now that this country is moving in the
wrong direction, the wrong direction in
the war in Iraq; and it is time for a new
direction. The Democrats offer a new
direction for America.

———

GLOBAL WAR ON TERROR

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, in the 5
years since the 9/11 terrorist attacks,
we have made great strides in fighting
global terrorism, but this war is not
over. The recently uncovered plot to
bomb U.S.-bound passenger jets made
it clear that we are still threatened.

As we remember 9/11, we must renew
our commitment to winning this war
against Islamic terrorists. Make no
mistake, the enemy hasn’t lost its re-
solve. Osama bin Laden put it this way.
He said, ‘“The whole world is watching
this war and the two adversaries. It is
either victory and glory or misery and
humiliation.”

Our enemies are determined, but
they will be defeated if we remain vigi-
lant. As Congress deliberates this
month, we must continue to make the
protection of the American people our
top priority. America’s greatest
strength lies with our people’s love of
freedom. By doing what it takes to win
this war, we will show that our love for
freedom is stronger than our enemy’s
desire for bloodshed and tyranny.

———

DEMOCRATS SUPPORT DEMOC-
RACY AT HOME AS WELL AS
ABROAD

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

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
the statement by Majority Leader
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BOEHNER was shameful and disgraceful.
To suggest that my fellow Democrats
care more about protecting the terror-
ists than the American people is not
right, it is not fair, it is not just, and
it is not the American way.

Mr. Speaker, Democrats will not
stand by and let a single attack go un-
answered. You may play the politics of
fear, you may question the patriotism
of those who use their constitutional
rights to criticize this administration,
but this dog will not hunt. This dog
just will not hunt.

The American people know better.
They want this Nation to take a new
path. They want to move in a different
direction. They want leaders who re-
spect the dignity and the values of our
democracy. We cannot defend democ-
racy abroad if we don’t practice it here
at home.

———

CONGRATULATING HARALSON
COUNTY, GEORGIA, ON ITS 150TH
ANNIVERSARY

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

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Haralson County, Geor-
gia, which this year is celebrating its
150th anniversary.

One hundred fifty years ago, back in
1856, the Georgia General Assembly
created Haralson County from parts of
Carroll and Polk Counties. Haralson
County is forever tied to the statesman
of its founding. The county was named
after a distinguished soldier and a
United States Congressman, Hugh
Haralson, and the county’s seat, Bu-
chanan, was named several years later
after President James Buchanan.

Mr. Speaker, one of the most rec-
ognizable sites in the city of Buchanan
is the courthouse, built in 1891, and
currently listed on the National Reg-
ister of Historic Sites. The courthouse
is symbolic of Haralson County, for as
the county has grown and changed over
the past 150 years, it has never lost
sight of its history and founding.

And though the county’s founders
might not recognize some of the recent
additions, like the Honda plant, I know
they would feel right at home in the
warm communities that populate this
county. Mr. Speaker, I ask that you
and all of my colleagues join me in
congratulating the citizens of Bremen,
Buchanan, Tallapoosa, Waco, and all of
Haralson County on this historic occa-
sion.

———

PRESIDENTIAL RHETORIC VS.
ECONOMIC REALITY

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

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, as a mem-
ber of the Education and Workforce
Committee, I am shocked at the dif-
ference between Presidential rhetoric
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and economic reality. Every time the
President speaks about the state of our
Nation, it becomes apparent just how
out of touch he really is.

Last month, after meeting at Camp
David with his economic team, the
President told reporters that things
are good for the American worker. Let
me ask: What exactly is his economic
team telling him?

The reality is that American workers
are suffering, while corporate profits
soar. Productivity in our Nation has
increased, but the workers who are
putting in the extra effort have no
piece of that wealth they are helping to
create. In fact, wages and salaries are
at their lowest proportion of the econ-
omy, while corporate profits are at the
highest level since 1960.

What that means for the average
American worker is that they are
working harder without receiving any
real pay increase. Meanwhile, the com-
panies they work for are reporting
record profits. Something is wrong. We
need to turn it around and have that
reality work for the working people.

PRESIDENT HAS MISLED THE
AMERICAN PEOPLE ON IRAQ

(Ms. WATERS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, the
President of the United States con-
tinues to try and sell Americans on the
fact that we should be in Iraq.

Mr. President, where is Osama bin
Laden? Mr. President, you have spent
over $300 billion on this occupation in
Irag. You have misled this country. We
have over 2,700 soldiers that are dead
and the occupation continues. We are
less safe.

The real war is in Afghanistan. We
have not dedicated the soldiers or the
money there. That border between Af-
ghanistan and Pakistan is a staging
ground for our soldiers to be attacked,
yet we wrap our arms around Mr.
Musharraf, the President of Pakistan.
They won’t even let us come into Paki-
stan to get the terrorists who are at-
tacking our soldiers.

It is time for the President of the
United States to own up to the fact
that he has made a mistake. He has
misled the American people. We cannot
continue this occupation. It is draining
us of our resources, and it is placing us
in real danger. Mr. President, go get
Osama bin Laden.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will request once again that
Members address their remarks to the
Chair and not to the President.
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RAISING THE MINIMUM WAGE

(Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of
raising the minimum wage. Less than a
month ago in this body I voted against
raising the minimum wage. Now why
would I vote against raising the min-
imum wage? There is no Member in
this House that supports raising the
minimum wage more than I do. I clear-
ly understand that a person cannot live
on $10,700 a year. But it was a poison
pill. As we said in the Florida House, it
was the kiss of death because it was
tied to an estate tax that would have
taken trillions of dollars out of the
budget and we would have had to cut
education, health care and so many
other programs that we care about.

The Bible says the poor will always
be with us, but our job is to help raise
the standard. Give us a clean bill on
this floor and let’s vote to help the
American people.

IRAQ IS A DISTRACTION

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

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, on Monday night, our President had
an opportunity, after 5 years of 9/11, to
again unify this Nation as he did in
2001. Instead, he chose to give a polit-
ical speech that focused more on the
war in Iraq than what he is doing now
to secure this Nation against those
really responsible for the attacks of 9/
11.

Last month, the Republican cochair
of the 9/11 Commission Tom Kean said,
“We’re not protecting our people in
this country. The government is not
doing its job.” That is from a Repub-
lican.

When Commissioner Kean was asked
whether Iraq is preventing us from pro-
tecting our Nation, Kean admitted Iraq
has been a distraction.

Five years ago and 2 days after 9/11,
Osama bin Laden remains at large and
the Taliban is resurging in Afghani-
stan. Since the Bush administration
turned its attention away from Af-
ghanistan to go into Iraq, roadside
bombs have increased by 30 percent and
suicide bombings have doubled.

Mr. Speaker, President Bush had a
chance on Monday to level with the
American people. It is time we turn our
attention back to Osama bin Laden,
who really was the one who was respon-
sible for the 9/11 attacks. Let’s get
Osama bin Laden.

———

AMERICA CANNOT AFFORD TO
STAY THE COURSE
(Mr. WU asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute
and to revise and extend his remarks.)
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Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, it is indeed
time for a change in Iraq. Our troops
are currently caught in a deadly civil
war between the Sunnis and Shiias, a
war that is resulting in the death of
American soldiers every night, and
hundreds of Iraqi civilians every day. If
there was ever a time to change tac-
tics, now is that time.

House Republicans and President
Bush cling stubbornly to the mantra
‘“‘stay the course,” but slogans cannot
substitute for strategy.

President Bush says American troops
will still be on the ground in Iraq when
he leaves office in 2009, and that would
make the Iraq war longer than World
War II. We cannot continue to be
bogged down in Iraq’s civil war. Condi-
tions there are not getting better. Ac-
cording to the latest Pentagon report,
things are actually getting worse and
the war in Iraq has put an enormous
strain on our military, resulting in
military readiness levels at historic
lows.

It is time we get back to fighting the
real war on terror and not a civil war
in Iraq.

———

REPUBLICANS PREFER TO PLAY
POLITICS

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, this
week Republicans have turned to their
two favorite political tactics: Smear
and fear. It is bad enough that Presi-
dent Bush chose to use a 9/11 anniver-
sary speech on Monday night not to
unite this Nation with facts but in-
stead to once again divide us by using
his bully pulpit to instill fear into
Americans with misleading state-
ments.

Just 2 weeks ago the President said
Iraq had nothing to do with 9/11, but
once again on Monday night he spent
the majority of his speech in the Oval
Office talking about Iraq.

Why would the President talk about
Iraq if he knows it had nothing to do
with 9/11?

Mr. Speaker, he is trying to blur the
issue so Americans will continue to
tolerate his failed stay-the-course
strategy that a majority of Americans
have already rejected.

Democrats want a new direction for
Iraq, with the responsible redeploy-
ment of U.S. troops beginning this
year, in order to strongly position
America to confront the global chal-
lenge of terrorism. Unlike the adminis-
tration’s current plan, our real secu-
rity plan is a strategy for taking the
fight to the terrorists to better protect
Americans.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2965, FEDERAL PRISON
INDUSTRIES COMPETITION IN
CONTRACTING ACT OF 2006

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
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call up House Resolution 997 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 997

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2965) to amend
title 18, United States Code, to require Fed-
eral Prison Industries to compete for its con-
tracts minimizing its unfair competition
with private sector firms and their non-in-
mate workers and empowering Federal agen-
cies to get the best value for taxpayers’ dol-
lars, to provide a five-year period during
which Federal Prison Industries adjusts to
obtaining inmate work opportunities
through other than its mandatory source
status, to enhance inmate access to remedial
and vocational opportunities and other reha-
bilitative opportunities to better prepare in-
mates for a successful return to society, to
authorize alternative inmate work opportu-
nities in support of non-profit organizations
and other public service programs, and for
other purposes. The first reading of the bill
shall be dispensed with. All points of order
against consideration of the bill are waived.
General debate shall be confined to the bill
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on the Judiciary. After general debate the
bill shall be considered for amendment under
the five-minute rule. It shall be in order to
consider as an original bill for the purpose of
amendment under the five-minute rule the
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on the Judici-
ary now printed in the bill. The committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute
shall be considered as read. Notwithstanding
clause 11 of rule XVIII, no amendment to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute shall be in order except those
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution. Each
such amendment may be offered only in the
order printed in the report, may be offered
only by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered as read, shall be debat-
able for the time specified in the report
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a
demand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All
points of order against such amendments are
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of
the bill for amendment the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted.
Any Member may demand a separate vote in
the House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) is
recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.
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Mr. Speaker, this is a structured rule
providing for consideration of H.R.
2965, the Federal Prison Industries
Competition in Contracting Act of 2006.
The rule provides 1 hour of general de-
bate, equally divided and controlled by
the chairman and the ranking minority
member of the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. It waives all points of order
against consideration of the bill. It
provides that the amendment in the
nature of a substitute recommended by
the Committee on the Judiciary which
is now printed in the bill shall be con-
sidered as an original bill for the pur-
pose of amendments and shall be con-
sidered as read.

The rule makes in order only those
amendments printed in the Rules Com-
mittee report accompanying the reso-
lution, and it provides that the amend-
ments made in order may be offered
only in the order printed in the report,
may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be consid-
ered as read, shall be debatable for the
time specified in the report, equally di-
vided and controlled by the proponent
and an opponent, and shall not be sub-
ject to amendment, and shall not be
subject to a demand for division of the
question in the House or in the Com-
mittee of the Whole.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the rule waives
all points of order against the amend-
ments printed in the report and allows
one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions.

Mr. Speaker, today we will debate re-
forming a government-owned corpora-
tion called UNICOR, which is more
commonly known as the Federal Pris-
on Industries. Federal Prison Indus-
tries, Incorporated, manufactures prod-
ucts and provides services that are sold
to the executive agencies in the Fed-
eral Government. When the Federal
prison system was established at the
turn of the 20th century, factories were
erected in Federal prisons to manufac-
ture products for the Federal Govern-
ment. President Roosevelt consoli-
dated Federal Prison Industries into
UNICOR in 1934 to provide training op-
portunities for inmates, control inmate
behavior, and diversify production.

In fiscal year 2005, Federal Prison In-
dustries generated $765 million in sales
with all revenue reinvested in the pur-
chase of raw materials and wages for
inmates and staff. As of 2004, there
were 102 UNICOR factories at 71 dif-
ferent correctional facilities working
on operations such as metals, fur-
niture, electronics, textiles and graphic
arts. UNICOR currently employs 19,720
inmates, or 17 percent of eligible Fed-
eral prisoners, at a rate of 23 cents to
$1.15 an hour and, by charter, must be
economically self-sustaining without
any Federal appropriations.

So, Mr. Speaker, the problem with
the current system is the adverse im-
pact it has had on small businesses
which do not have the ability to com-
pete with UNICOR’s guaranteed mar-
ket, even if they could provide a better
deal for our government agencies.
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Mr. HOEKSTRA introduced H.R. 2965,
the Federal Prison Industries Competi-
tion in Contracting Act of 2005, with
the fundamental objective of cor-
recting this problem by eliminating
the requirement for Federal agencies
to purchase products from TUNICOR
under most circumstances.

H.R. 1829, the Federal Prison Indus-
tries Competition in Contracting Act
of 2003 passed by a vote of 350-65 in the
108th Congress, and it is almost iden-
tical to this Federal Prison Industries
Competition in Contracting Act of 2005,
the notable exception being the author-
ization of a new work-based employ-
ment preparation program for Federal
inmates where private sector firms can
enter into agreements with UNICOR to
prepare inmates to reenter society
through real-world work and appren-
ticeships.

The Federal Prison Industries Com-
petition in Contracting Act would
change the 1934 statute of Federal Pris-
on Industries by requiring UNICOR to
compete, let me repeat, to compete for
business opportunities instead of rely-
ing on a mandatory government pur-
chasing, prohibits inmate labor from
being sold separate from inmate prod-
ucts, provides more remedial education
and vocational training opportunities
for inmates, authorizes alternative in-
mate work opportunities in support of
nonprofit community service organiza-
tions, and it allows the Attorney Gen-
eral oversight and discretion to award
individual source contracts should
UNICOR lose a contract and endanger
the safety of a Federal correctional in-
stitution.

It establishes a $2.50 per hour min-
imum wage for prisoners who are with-
in 2 years of release. It raises the max-
imum wage to half of the Federal min-
imum wage for all inmates by Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and equal to the Fed-
eral minimum wage by 2013.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, it increases the
ability for public comment on proposed
Federal Prison Industries expansions
and ensures direct access to these com-
ments by the board of directors.

Considering our Nation’s tradition on
promoting fair competition and with
the support of organizations and busi-
ness interests such as the Associated
Builders and Contractors, the Coalition
for Government Procurement, the Na-
tional Association of Manufacturers,
the National Federation of Independent
Business, the Uniform and Textile
Service Association, the United States
Chamber of Commerce, and the Prison
and Justice Fellowship, it should be
reasonable to apply good business prac-
tices to prison labor.

Beyond fair competition, it is impor-
tant to modernize the Federal Prison
Industries program for this 21st cen-
tury. UNICOR has operated on the
same base model since 1934, despite di-
verse changes in labor and technology.

Our Federal prisoners are beyond the
days of simply stamping a license plate
for a penny a day. If we are to remain
committed to rehabilitation and our
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Federal system of prisons, then we
need a serious commitment to give
prisoners reasonable work skills, rein-
force acceptable behavior, and rein-
state these prisoners to a real world
work environment.
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Furthermore, we need a system that
is business friendly and is cost effec-
tive to our Federal Government.

I urge my colleagues to vote for swift
passage of this rule, and, of course,
H.R. 2965, the Federal Prison Industries
Competition in Contracting Act of 2006.

I, Mr. Speaker, stand in support for
both the rule and the underlying legis-
lation.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I thank
Mr. GINGREY for the time, and I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposi-
tion to this rule and to the underlying
bill. In 1934, Congress had established
Federal Prison Industries, or FPI, a
government corporation that employs
inmates in Federal prisons to produce
goods and services for the Federal Gov-
ernment.

FPI employs nearly 20,000 inmates in
more than 100 prison factories to man-
ufacture a number of products for the
United States Government. Prisoners
manufacture such items as clothing,
textiles, fleet management of the vehi-
cle components, graphics and indus-
trial products in return for cheap
labor. Inmates receive valuable job
training opportunities that teach them
the necessary skills that may help
them become productive, hardworking
citizens once they reenter society.

Under current Federal law, FPI is a
mandatory source of goods and services
for Federal agencies. That means, Mr.
Speaker, that any agency that wants
to buy at least $2,500 worth of goods
and services must first seek to do so
through FPI. If FPI cannot process an
order, the agency is then given a waiv-
er to make the purchase from another
source.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation seeks to
phase out the preference given to Fed-
eral Prison Industries in contracts
with Federal agencies. Supporters
claim that it is unfair to exclusively
employ prisoners when small busi-
nesses and private firms want to secure
contracts with the Federal Govern-
ment.

However, I claim if it ain’t broke,
don’t fix it. I claim that it is unfair to
spend more than half a billion tax dol-
lars to dissolve an effective and self-
sustaining program. I claim that it is
unfair to obligate an additional $75
million a year for the next 5 years to
implement an educational and voca-
tional program to replace an already
successful educational and vocational
program.

This seems to me to be an extraor-
dinarily wasteful way to spend Amer-
ican taxpayers’ dollars. As a former
judge, I know the importance of prison
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employment training programs. I per-
sonally witnessed the benefits of giving
prisoners constructive work while they
are incarcerated. While the Federal
Prison Industries may need reform, I
propose we seek other options. I pro-
pose we first ask the Bureau of Prisons
what they think about reforming Fed-
eral Prison Industries.

I propose we ask the Federal agencies
that receive FPI products and services
what improvements can be made. I am
not convinced that this particular bill
is necessary or that it is the best solu-
tion in reforming Federal Prison Indus-
tries.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I do not under-
stand why this bill could not have been
considered under an open rule. It was
in the last Congress, and this same
measure passed in the last Congress,
350-65, was not taken up by the U.S.
Senate, is not going to be taken up by
the United States Senate in the next 2
weeks and probably not even in a lame
duck session.

There weren’t very many of our col-
leagues who offered amendments at the
Rules Committee last night, and of the
Members who were not permitted to
offer their amendments, Mr. SCOTT
from the Judiciary Committee and Mr.
ROHRABACHER, a Democrat and a Re-
publican, each had thoughtful amend-
ments, which the full House should
have been given the opportunity to de-
bate.

We didn’t vote yesterday until 6:30 in
the evening, and there isn’t anything
at least firm on the schedule on the
floor Friday. So why not let the House
work its will? Why continue to stamp
out democracy here in the people’s
House while feigning to advocate de-
mocracy around the globe. It really
kind of makes you go hmm, and it
makes me wonder, Mr. Speaker.

For all of the above reasons, I urge
my colleagues to reject this rule and
the underlying bill.

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

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 5 min-
utes to the distinguished gentleman
from California (Mr. COSTA).

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to speak on the rule, not due to the
merits of the bill before us, but because
I am compelled to call to attention the
complete debacle that I think is exist-
ing at the Federal Bureau of Prisons.

I rise on behalf of my constituents in
a small rural town in Mendota, Cali-
fornia, to demand that the Federal
Government stay true to its word, as a
focus to the core of this issue, to focus
on what I believe is smart budgeting in
addressing the security demands that
evolved with our country, as well as
the Federal Government’s commitment
to make good on its commitments.

In May of 2000 the city of Mendota
was approached by the Federal Bureau
of Prisons to build a medium security
Federal correctional institution. The

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

local elected officials, the community
leaders have been strong supporters of
this project and proud to provide the
public service to our country, which
also has the effect of encouraging eco-
nomic stimulus that this prison would
create.

As you see here, over $100 million has
already been spent on the facility. It is
about 40 percent complete. This photo-
graph was taken about a week ago.

The funding, though, is now in jeop-
ardy. The administration has proposed
a rescission of $57 million in fiscal year
2002 and 2004 that has jeopardized the
entire completion of this project.
Mendota’s contract is set to expire in
October of this year, which, in this
case, is anticipated that any new con-
tract that will have to be reissued will
cost the Federal Government and our
budget 20 percent in additional dollars.

Yet the Bush administration refuses
the request to add additional dollars,
dollars to complete this facility. The
administration’s approach to funding
in this case, in my opinion, is penny-
wise and pound foolish. There is no
sound reasoning that would support
cutting off the funding for the comple-
tion of this facility. We know what the
issue is on the Federal level. We have,
under the medium security facilities,
currently over 37 percent over capacity
throughout the country, 37 percent
over capacity. The Federal Bureau of
Prisons expects that they need to
house 7,600 new Federal inmates annu-
ally.

In California, our institutional sys-
tem is 89 percent over capacity, and
the Department of Corrections expects
an increase of over 4,000 inmates annu-
ally. This Mendota facility would pro-
vide 1,522 much-needed beds to help ad-
dress this growing demand. The Fed-
eral Government has made a long-term
commitment to construct and operate
this facility.

To bring this project to a virtual halt
would be unfair not only to the citizens
of Mendota, who have over an 18 per-
cent unemployment level, of which 42
percent of the population is living
below the poverty line. The President
would provide good jobs and a major
boost to the very depressed local econ-
omy.

Now, when we talk about the admin-
istration’s failure and their fiscal year
irresponsibility to American taxpayers,
I think this continues, when you begin
to understand that the Bureau of Pris-
ons proposes to begin the construction
of two new facilities while they want
to stop this one half completed. What
sense does that make?

That is right, believe it or not, we
have a half-built prison in California in
the city of Mendota. It will cost the
Federal Government $2 million a year
to mothball this facility, to go in and
to make sure that they flush the toi-
lets and they do the other kinds of
things necessary to Kkeep it oper-
ational.

In closing, this is an untenable situa-
tion. It is an untenable situation for
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the city of Mendota. It is an embar-
rassment to this administration, which
finds its credibility being shredded al-
most on a daily basis. It is clear that if
the Bush administration refuses to pro-
vide the promised funding to this ongo-
ing construction of this facility, this
half-built facility will be standing
proof to our administration’s failure to
keep its word and to honor its commit-
ments.

Ladies and gentlemen, I urge that re-
consideration be taken to this funding
rescission and that, in fact, we offer
good common sense as it relates to our
Federal budget. It is not good fiscal re-
sponsibility to stop construction of a
half-completed prison and begin the
construction of two new facilities that
have yet to be started.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I don’t
question the gentleman from Califor-
nia’s right to take an opportunity to
advocate on behalf of his district and
the construction of that Federal facil-
ity, and I am sure he knows of what he
speaks. But getting more to the point
of this particular bill, the gentleman,
my good friend from Florida, wanted
an open rule.

Of course, I understand that. I think
if I were on the other side, I would al-
ways want an open rule as well. But in
the spirit of openness, I want to point
out to my colleagues, Mr. Speaker,
that I think there were eight or nine
amendments submitted. We accepted
five. Three of those amendments to
this bill were Democratic amendments,
one was a bipartisan amendment. Yes,
there was one Republican amendment.

The last time we passed this bill,
there were something like, we had an
open rule, and there were 14 amend-
ments that were accepted. All of those
amendments are included now in the
text of this bill that we are discussing
today.

I just want to point out that the
process of bipartisanship and openness,
Mr. Speaker, let me just tell you, and
remind my colleague from Florida, and
I know he is aware of this, but in the
committee, the ranking member, Mr.
CONYERS, supported this bill as did Mr.
WATT, Mrs. MALONEY, Ms. WATERS, and
Mr. FRANK. The main amendment that
came through committee concerned
this issue of training, of better training
of our current Federal prison popu-
lation to help them be better rehabili-
tated and have an opportunity, as they
go out into the 21st century.

As we point out, we are trying to re-
vise something that started in 1934
with people stamping license plates.
There is a lot of modern technology,
Mr. Speaker. I know all of our col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle un-
derstand that.

If there is some way that we can give
that training to these people in the
prison system who want to change
their lives, and, as soon as they get
out, they get a good job, maybe even go
to work for one of these private compa-
nies that is helping provide for their
training through this program, that
was a wonderful addition to the bill.
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That, in fact, was new since the last
time this bill came up. Again, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mr. WATT, Mrs. MALONEY, Ms.
WATERS and Mr. FRANK were all very
supportive of that.

So the statement that “if it ain’t
broke, don’t fix it,” I think it was
broke, and I think my good friend from
Florida’s colleagues felt that it was
broken, and in a bipartisan way we are
trying to fix it.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume only to respond to my
good friend from Georgia that I am pre-
pared, as I am sure all Members in this
body are, to stipulate that this is an
important matter. The question that I
would ask and answer rhetorically is,
is this the most important thing that
we could be doing here? If it is, I am
missing something, because I did not
see the minimum wage, I did not see
port security, I did not see the appro-
priations bills. All we have done is two
of the 13 up to now.

So if this is the most important
thing, which has already passed in a
previous session of Congress 350-65, and
ain’t going to pass the other body this
week or next or before September 29,
when the majority leader has said that
we will go sine die during that par-
ticular weekend, I am here to tell you
that this is a woeful response, and it is
more than credible that it will make
the suggestion that people make come
to fruition that this is a do-nothing
Congress, when in fact we are taking
up something that may very well be
important, but it sure ain’t the most
important thing to Jane and Joe Lunch
Bucket in America.

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

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume for
the purpose of closing.

The gentleman says that is not the
most important thing, and I don’t dis-
agree with him. I think it is very im-
portant. It is not the most important
thing. Of course, a lot of ‘“the most im-
portant things’” that he has mentioned
this Republican majority has brought
to the floor of this House and we have
passed, some of that, most of it actu-
ally, in a bipartisan way, with support
from the other side.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GINGREY. Of course, I yield to
my friend, the gentleman from Florida.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Most
quickly, have we done the appropria-
tions measures, and can the gentleman
assure me that between now and Sep-
tember 29 we will pass the rest of the
appropriations measures in the House
of Representatives?

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, as the
gentleman from Florida knows, we
have passed I guess it is 10 out of 11. We
may have one appropriations bill that
has not passed the House. All of the

Mr.
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rest have. We are waiting on the Sen-
ate. We are very confident that we will
next week, given the leader’s colloquy
for what our schedule is, I can’t say for
sure, but it is my understanding we
will be dealing with both the Homeland
Security appropriation and the Depart-
ment of Defense appropriation next
week.

As I pointed out, we have passed all
of these appropriations bills. We have
done our work and we will continue to
do our work. We are ready to receive
those conference reports.

In the meantime then, what are we
to do? Is the gentleman suggesting we
sit over here on the leadership major-
ity side and do nothing? Absolutely
not, Mr. Speaker. We are doing our
work.

This is a very important piece of leg-
islation, and I want to thank my col-
league from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA)
for sponsoring it and for being a tire-
less champion of reform for Federal
Prison Industries.

As I discussed in my opening state-
ment, it is important to protect the in-
terests of business without diminishing
the effectiveness of our Federal Prison
Industries, also referred to as UNICOR.
With H.R. 2965, the Federal Prison In-
dustries Competition in Contracting
Act of 2005, this Congress has an oppor-
tunity to promote fair competition and
to update UNICOR for the 21st century,
as I said earlier.

This body passed similar legislation
with an overwhelming 350-65 majority.
Federal Prison Industries are impor-
tant for prisoner behavior control, for
the safety of our Federal prison guards,
and, furthermore, it serves as an oppor-
tunity, and this is most important, for
inmates to learn skills necessary for
life after prison. It helps reduce the
number of repeat offenders and ulti-
mately reduces the stress of our over-
crowded prisons. My good friend the
gentleman from California (Mr. COSTA),
of course, mentioned that in describing
the facility in his district that is so
needed.

This current Federal Prison Indus-
tries system is outdated and it still op-
erates off of the same executive order
issued by President Franklin Delano
Roosevelt in 1934. Considering the glob-
al economy and accounting for further
changes and the needs and exchange of
goods and services in this, the 21st cen-
tury, it is important to update this
program in order to preserve its effi-
ciency for rehabilitating prisoners.

The Federal Prison Industries Com-
petition in Contracting Act of 2005
would preserve the successful formula
of the current system with the checks
and balances of a competitive market.
It is no longer in the best interests of
our government or Federal prisons to
have a guaranteed artificial market.
Our current system is not fair to small
businesses who wish to compete for
government contracts, it is not fair to
the executive agencies trying to work
within a tight budget, and it is not fair
for the education of prisoners who need
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to learn new job skills and the nature
of a competitive market.

Outside of providing competition for
outside businesses, H.R. 2965, the Fed-
eral Prison Industries Competition in
Contracting Act of 2005 would prohibit
inmate labor from being sold separate
from inmate products, it would provide
more remedial education and voca-
tional opportunities for inmates, and it
would authorize alternative inmate
work opportunities in support of non-
profit community service organiza-
tions.

So, Mr. Speaker, in closing, I want to
reiterate the diverse support of H.R.
2965, the Federal Prison Industries
Competition in Contracting Act of 2005,
including businesses, civic organiza-
tions and the unions. It is important to
pass legislation to reform Federal Pris-
on Industries in order to sustain the
program for the 21st century.

I ask my colleagues, please support
this rule and the underlying legisla-
tion.

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of this legislation that will end the un-
fair government-sponsored monopoly enjoyed
by Federal Prison Industries.

H.R. 2965 is a good bill that will protect the
jobs of American taxpayers. According to the
National Economic Council, 2.9 million manu-
facturing jobs have been lost since 2001. We
should do everything possible to keep workers
employed.

FPI is, not competing on a level playing
field. It pays its workers just pennies and is
not required to pay taxes. With its predatory
practices, FPI has contributed to the closure of
private companies and the loss of tens of
thousands of jobs throughout the Nation. This
legislation will ensure that contracts are
awarded to the company that will provide the
best products, delivered on time, and at the
best prices, thereby saving taxpayer dollars
and protecting good jobs. In short, the way the
free market is supposed to operate.

H.R. 2965 also provides valuable alternative
rehabilitative opportunities, including work in
support of nonprofit, public service organiza-
tions, to better prepare inmates for a success-
ful return to society.

The bill enjoys broad bipartisan support, and
has previously passed the House overwhelm-
ingly. Additionally, H.R. 2965 has support from
much of the business community and orga-
nized labor.

| urge my colleagues to vote for this legisla-
tion and to oppose any amendment that will
weaken the underlying bill.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H. RES. 994, EXPRESSING
SENSE OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES ON FIFTH ANNI-
VERSARY OF TERRORIST AT-
TACKS LAUNCHED AGAINST THE
UNITED STATES ON SEPTEMBER
11, 2001

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, 1
call up House Resolution 996 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 996

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order without inter-
vention of any point of order to consider in
the House the resolution (H. Res. 994) ex-
pressing the sense of the House of Represent-
atives on the fifth anniversary of the ter-
rorist attacks launched against the United
States on September 11, 2001. The resolution
shall be considered as read. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the resolution and preamble to final adop-
tion without intervening motion or demand
for division of the question except: (1) four
hours of debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the Majority Leader and Minority
Leader or their designees; and (2) one motion
to recommit which may not contain instruc-
tions.

SEC. 2. During consideration of House Res-
olution 994 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous
question, the Chair may postpone further
consideration of the resolution to a time des-
ignated by the Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS) is
recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to my friend the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN), pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

Mr. Speaker, this rule provides for 4
hours of debate in the House, equally
divided and controlled by the majority
leader and minority leader or their des-
ignees. It waives all points of order
against consideration of the resolution
and also provides one motion to recom-
mit, which may not contain instruc-
tions.

Finally, it provides that notwith-
standing the operation of the previous
question, the Chair may postpone fur-
ther consideration of the resolution to
a time designated by the Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, we are here today, 5
years after the tragedy of September
11, to speak with one voice to let the
world know that we have not forgotten
the lessons of that terrible day. We are
here to remember the thousands ruth-
lessly murdered by our enemies who hi-
jacked four civilian aircraft and
crashed them into the World Trade
Center towers, the Pentagon and a field
in Pennsylvania, and to recognize the
unimaginable losses suffered by their
families. We are also here to honor the
sacrifices and the courage shown by
our first responders who selflessly
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rushed to the flaming buildings in
order to rescue the victims of these at-
tacks.

We are also here to let our allies in
the war on terror know that we stand
united with them in the war on terror,
and to recognize the progress that con-
tinues to be made by our Federal intel-
ligence, law enforcement and security
agencies in conjunction with intel-
ligence, law enforcement and security
agencies of our allies, in keeping Amer-
icans safe. And we are here to remind
these allies and to place our enemies
on notice that we will never shirk from
the war on terror and that we will
never forget what happened on Sep-
tember 11, 2001.

The six-page resolution should be
recognized by every Member of this
body as an opportunity to remember
our Nation’s tragic loss and to encour-
age every American to do the same. It
is an opportunity to extend our sym-
pathies to the families of the lost and
to honor those who risked their own
lives and health trying to protect the
lives and health of others.

It is an opportunity to extend our
gratitude to our intelligence and mili-
tary personnel serving at home and
abroad and their families for their
service. It is to thank the citizens of
other nations who are contributing to
the effort to defeat global terrorism.

More importantly, it is an oppor-
tunity by this body to reaffirm that we
remain vigilant and steadfast in the
war on terror, that we remember the
sacrifices made by so many innocent
Americans on September 11 and that
we will never succumb to the cause of
terrorists.

Mr. Speaker, the resolution that will
be brought here before the House for a
vote is an earnest, heart-felt and com-
prehensive resolution putting the
House on record and standing once
again against terrorism.

This House already has a strong
record on this topic and has already
passed a number of bills designed to ac-
complish the main goal laid out in this
resolution, to remember the lessons of
9/11 and to honor the victims by pre-
venting another attack on American
soil. We have voted to give our law en-
forcement the tools they need to pros-
ecute the war on terror in the United
States and throughout the world, and
through the passage of the USA PA-
TRIOT Act and its reauthorization we
have once again reaffirmed that.

We have voted to implement a key
component of the 9/11 Commission by
creating Federal standards for the ap-
plication process in the issuing of
State identification cards through the
REAL ID Act.

0 1115

And this House has voted to secure
our borders through the Border Protec-
tion, Antiterrorism, and Illegal Immi-
gration Control Act and to defend our
ports through the Security and Ac-
countability for Every Port Act. We
have made important reforms in the in-
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telligence community through the In-
telligence Reform and Terrorism Pre-
vention Act and provided our first re-
sponders with the resources that they
would need with our annual Homeland
Security authorization and appropria-
tions process.

Mr. Speaker, this House has accom-
plished a great deal on behalf of the
American people to ensure the citizens
of the United States that they can be
safe here and abroad, but we under-
stand that this job is not yet done.
Next week the House is scheduled to
consider legislation that will build
upon all of this hard work, legislation
to further boost our national security
and to give our law enforcement the
tools it needs to prevent our shadowy,
ever-shifting, and determined enemy to
once again demonstrate that we do not
rest in the war on terror and that we
will not forget.

I encourage all of my colleagues to
join me in supporting this rule to let
our allies and our enemies alike know
that we will continue the war on terror
both in memory of those murdered on
September 11 and for the generations
still to come who will look back and
evaluate our ability to put partisan-
ship aside and to stand together on be-
half of our Nation, our citizens, and, in
fact, our civilization.

I encourage all of my colleagues to
support this resolution.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. SESSIONS), my friend, for yielding
me the customary 30 minutes, and I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, today we remember
that terrible day of September 11, 2001.
We continue to mourn for those who
are lost. Our hearts continue to ache
for the loved ones left behind. We
honor those first responders who saved
so many lives. We continue to stand
firm as we pursue justice against those
who perpetrated those attacks. And we
remain committed to finding and
eliminating terrorists around the
world.

Mr. Speaker, almost every year since
2001, Congress has passed resolutions
commemorating the September 11 at-
tacks. In past years those resolutions
have been thoughtful, appropriate, and
solidly bipartisan, as they should be.
Sadly and unfortunately, that is not
the case this year.

Instead, the Republican leadership of
this House has chosen to include con-
troversial language in the resolution,
including language celebrating the pas-
sage of legislation that many of us,
both Democrats and Republicans, find
to be deeply problematic.

For example, the resolution before us
celebrates the passage of the USA PA-
TRIOT Act, which I and many others,
Republicans and Democrats, believe
went too far in sacrificing American’s
constitutional civil liberties.

Rand Corporation terrorism expert
Brian Michael Jenkins recently made
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this point very well. He argues that
strengthening America must involve
preserving American values. And I
quote: “We cannot claim to be a Nation
of laws, a champion of democracy,
when we too easily accept a disturbing
pattern of ignoring inconvenient rules,
justifying our actions by extraordinary
circumstances, readily resorting to
extrajudicial actions based on broad as-
sertions of unlimited executive author-
ity, and espousing public arguments
against any constraints on how we
treat those in our custody. The defense
of democracy demands the defense of
democracy’s ideals. To ignore this is to
risk alienation and isolation. And de-
feat.”

Additionally, Mr. Speaker, the reso-
lution before us celebrates the 2005 pas-
sage of what many of us consider to be
a punitive, controversial immigration
bill, a bill that couldn’t even pass the
Republican Senate and a bill that
President Bush does not even support.

Mr. Speaker, it did not have to be
this way, and it should not be this way.
On Monday night the United States
Senate passed its own version of the
September 11 resolution, S. Res. 565,
and I will insert a copy of the Senate
bill at the conclusion of my remarks.

Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill ap-
proaches this issue the right way. It
sticks to remembering the victims,
condemning the attacks and their per-
petrators, recommitting the TUnited
States to fighting terrorism, and com-
mending the members of our Armed
Forces, law enforcement personnel,
first responders, members of the intel-
ligence community, and others who are
on the front lines of this effort. The
Senate bill was cosponsored by every
single Senator, Republican and Demo-
crat. Every single Senator put their
names on this bill, and it was passed
unanimously. For the life of me, I can-
not figure out why the same thing is
not good enough for the leadership in
this House. Why on this subject, where
unity is vitally important, does the
leadership of this House seek disunity?
Let us commemorate, not politicize,
September 11.

This resolution should not be a Re-
publican resolution. It should be a res-
olution that defies party label. I am
worried that some in this House are so
consumed with politics that they
would use this terrible tragedy for par-
tisan gain, and I find that offensive.

The resolution before us also states
as fact that ‘‘the Nation is safer than it
was on September 11, 2001.”” Mr. Speak-
er, I would argue that the actions of
this administration, particularly the
war in Iraq, have made us less safe.
Five years ago the world stood in sym-
pathy and solidarity with America.
Today, America’s standing in the world
is at the lowest point in history. Mr.
Speaker, we invaded and now occupy a
country that posed no imminent threat
to the United States. Despite definitive
and repeated findings that there were
no ties between Iraq and al Qaeda, a
finding most recently echoed by the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Republican-controlled Senate Intel-
ligence Committee, the President and
Vice President continue their mis-
leading efforts to link al Qaeda, Osama
bin Laden, Iraq, and 9/11 all together.

The war in Iraq and the war against
terrorism are distinct. The present Iraq
policy, many of us believe, has made us
less safe and must be changed. Even
our top generals in Iraq have conceded
that our policy in Iraq has actually
produced more terrorists. This does not
make us safer, Mr. Speaker. It makes
us more isolated and more vulnerable
in an increasingly dangerous world.

We know that resources were di-
verted from Afghanistan, where the 9/11
deadly plot was born, in order to in-
vade and occupy Iraq. And we know
now that the trail of Osama bin Laden,
the mastermind of 9/11, has grown
stone cold. We know that the Presi-
dent’s policies in Iraqg have put an
enormous strain on our military, with
U.S. military readiness levels now at
historic lows.

We know that the independent 9/11
Commission has just issued a 5-year re-
port card on President Bush and the
Congress filled with D’s and F’s on
homeland security. And I think we all
know, if we are being honest with our-
selves, that we in this Congress have
underfunded so much of our homeland
security.

We know that the invasion and occu-
pation of Iraq has increased the budget
deficit to record proportions because
this administration and Congress have
done what no other President and Con-
gress have ever done in the history of
the United States: they have continued
to fund this war completely outside the
normal budget and to grant a series of
tax cuts to the wealthiest of the
wealthy during a time of war.

And we know, Mr. Speaker, that Iraq
is rapidly descending into an ethnic
and religious civil war with a daily ci-
vilian toll that tells every single Iraqi
that nowhere is safe from violence, not
their homes, not their jobs, not their
schools, not even their hospitals.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution could
have been, should have been a thought-
ful, bipartisan commemoration of Sep-
tember 11, its victims, and the men and
women who fight to protect us each
and every day. That is what we should
have on the floor today. Unfortunately,
the resolution before us does not meet
that standard.

Members of this House have dif-
ferences about policy. There are dif-
ferences about the war in Iraq, and I
respect and appreciate my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle who have
a very different opinion on this war
than I do. We have differences about
protecting civil liberties. We have dif-
ferences about how best to deal with
immigration. But there are no dif-
ferences, there are no differences, when
it comes to honoring the memories of
those lost on September 11. There are
no differences when it comes to com-
mending the men and women on the
front lines of the war on terror. And
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there are no differences when it comes
to the desire to protect this country
from future terrorist attacks.

Mr. Speaker, I regret that the leader-
ship of this House, during this most
solemn week, has chosen not to focus
solely on the things that bring us to-
gether as Members of Congress and as
Americans.

S. RES. 565

Whereas on September 11, 2001, terrorists
hijacked four civilian aircraft; crashed two
of them into the towers of the World Trade
Center in New York City; and crashed the
third into the Pentagon outside Washington,
DC;

Whereas the fourth hijacked plane, United
Airlines Flight 93, crashed in Somerset
County, Pennsylvania, near the town of
Shanksville, after the passengers and crew of
that flight struggled with the terrorist-hi-
jackers to take back control of the plane, ul-
timately preventing the flight from reaching
its likely destination in Washington, DC;

Whereas the heroic actions of the rescue
workers, volunteers, Federal, State and local
officials who responded to the attacks with
courage, determination, and skill are to be
commended;

Whereas thousands of innocent Americans,
and civilians from many other countries,
were killed and injured as a result of these
attacks;

Whereas Congress declared, in the after-
math of the attacks, September 12, 2001 to be
a National Day of Unity and Mourning;

Whereas there has not been a terrorist at-
tack on the United States homeland since
the terrorist attacks five years ago; but al
Qaeda has perpetrated terrorist attacks
throughout the world against U.S. persons,
facilities, and interests, as well as U.S. allies
during that time; Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate:

(1) commemorates the life of each indi-
vidual who died as a result of the attacks of
September 11, 2001;

(2) extends its deepest condolences to the
victims of these attacks, as well as to their
families, friends, and loved ones;

(3) once again condemns in the strongest
possible terms the attacks, the terrorists
who perpetrated them, and their sponsors;

(4) commits to support the necessary steps
to interdict and defeat terrorists who plot to
do harm to the American people;

(6) recommits itself and the nation to
bringing to justice the perpetrators of the
attacks, along with their sponsors;

(6) honors and expresses its gratitude to
members of its Armed Forces, law enforce-
ment personnel, first responders, members of
intelligence community and others who have
bravely and faithfully participated in the
War on Terrorism since September 11, 2001;

(7) declares September 11, 2006, to be a Na-
tional Day of Remembrance, in commemora-
tion of the terrorist attacks against the
United States on September 11, 2001; and

(8) declares that when the Senate adjourns
today, it stand adjourned as a further mark
of respect to each individual who died as a
result of the attacks of September 11, 2001.

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

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, my col-
league, from Massachusetts does clear-
ly talk about the differences of opinion
that we have, and I respect that dif-
ference. I would also say that this body
has an obligation to move forward and
work on issues that we think are cor-
rect and right. And quite honestly, Re-
publicans do see what has happened to
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this country, I believe, in a signifi-
cantly different way than what my col-
leagues, the Democrats, see.

Several months ago we had a vote,
and we have done this several times,
but a vote on the intelligence bill
where the Democrat Party wanted and
had a vote on the floor that would re-
quire law enforcement and intelligence
to release every single name of every
single person under investigation by
the FBI and intelligence agencies to
the Congress, to nonlaw enforcement
officials. These are the kinds of ideas
that Ms. PELOSI and the Democrats
have about how we go about protecting
this country. We politely disagree.

The resolution here today is not
about policy as it relates to what we
are trying to pass today. It is about
how this act that happened on 9/11 we
will not forget. We will thank the men
and women who protected us that day.
We will stand behind the men and
women of our military and intelligence
organizations. We give thanks to the
families who are here in this country
whose loved ones serve on the front
lines. And, lastly, we will let our allies
know and the terrorists know that we
will stay to the end. That is what this
resolution is about.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the chairman of the
Rules Committee, Mr. DREIER.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend for yielding. And I want to
congratulate the gentleman from Dal-
las for his very hard work and superb
management of this important resolu-
tion that we are considering here.

Mr. Speaker, 5 years ago this week,
an act of war pierced the security and
peace of our Nation. The murder of
nearly 3,000 by terrorist fanatics shook
our country to its core and stirred
within each and every one of us the de-
termination to defend our freedom and
our liberty with all of our might.

The global war on terror, a war that
we did not start, has delivered many
successes. Most of the top leadership of
al Qaeda have been captured or killed.
In Iraq and Afghanistan, where terror
was once cultivated and exported, 50
million people now have democrat-
ically elected governments. Some of
the most wanted terrorists in Iraq,
such as Osama bin Laden’s deputy Abu
Musab al-Zarqawi, are no longer free to
wantonly murder.

There have been quiet successes that
fall beyond the scope of the military
and away from the field of battle, Mr.
Speaker. Following passage of the PA-
TRIOT Act, we have seen terrorist cells
that have been broken up here in the
United States, five in particular, do-
mestic terrorist cells that have been
broken up because of the existence of
the PATRIOT Act.
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And we have also seen the breakup
around the world of these cells because
of legislative initiatives that we have
taken since September 11, 2001. The
Justice Department has won 253 con-
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victions in terror-related cases across
the United States.

Intelligence gathering and coopera-
tion between allies resulted in foiling a
plot to blow up commercial airliners
flying from London to the United
States just weeks ago. It is absolutely
essential that those in charge of keep-
ing us safe have every tool necessary to
do so.

The results of these diplomatic, in-
telligence, and military efforts are en-
couraging. Five years after September
11, 2001, our homeland has not been at-
tacked again, and that seems to be so
often forgotten, Mr. Speaker. Every
day we thank God that, because of
what we have done and because of the
initiative of our courageous men and
women, the United States of America
has not seen an attack in 5 years, when
many predicted that we would see
them follow immediately following
September 11, 2001. Yet, as the years
prior to 9/11 proved, periods of security
at home can lead to a false security.
An enemy that has no regard for
human life and no tolerance for free-
dom is an especially fierce foe. They
act and operate according to the belief
that, in the words of Osama bin Laden,
and I quote, ‘‘death is better than liv-
ing on this earth with the unbelievers
amongst us.”” Those are the words of
bin Laden.

Mr. Speaker, like the Cold War, the
global struggle will be measured in
decades, not years or months. While it
is important and appropriate to ques-
tion the tactics used in the global war
on terror, there can be no doubt that it
is critical to stay vigilant, stay com-
mitted, and stay on the offense. There
have been many trying and somber
days in the prosecution of this war, and
there will be many more to come. We
are especially thankful, as the gen-
tleman from Dallas just said, to our
men and women in uniform, from local
law enforcement to those in the mili-
tary. We offer our deepest appreciation
for the opportunity they have given
our Nation to know safety and free-
dom.

Now, Mr. Speaker, as we proceed
with this legislation, I am convinced
that, contrary to what was said by my
friend from Massachusetts, this resolu-
tion will enjoy strong bipartisan sup-
port just as resolution after resolution
that we have passed since September of
2001 have enjoyed.

Now, I have gone through and looked
at past resolutions that have enjoyed
great support from Democrats and Re-
publicans in this House, and they have
gone through many of the things that
we have done to recognize what it has
taken to be successful. And I believe
that focusing on our border security is
critical for that, and that is why the
House-passed version of the border se-
curity measure was important. And I
am pleased that we have the chairman
of the Homeland Security committee,
Mr. KING. He has worked very hard on
this and testified yesterday on behalf
of the nexus between our security and
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the fact that border security is na-
tional security.

Similarly, we have found that by
breaking up the financial network
through legislation like the SWIFT
program, which has enjoyed great suc-
cess, and unfortunately was disclosed
in the media, we have had success in
breaking up the financial aspect of
those who would do us in because of
the initiatives that we and this admin-
istration have taken. Mr. Speaker, I
would argue that had we not taken the
initiatives that we have over the past 5
years, things like the PATRIOT Act,
we would not be here today without
having suffered another attack on our
soil.

Today, we express our condolences,
our thoughts and prayers with the fam-
ilies and the loved ones of those what
paid the ultimate price on September
11, 2001, and the single best thing that
we can do for every single one of them
and their families is to ensure that we
put into place the tools necessary so
that it will never, ever happen again.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the comments from both my
friend from Texas and my chairman of
the Rules Committee, Mr. DREIER, the
gentleman from California, and I would
just say that that was a really good
campaign speech as he went through a
litany of issues. But this is not a day
for campaign speeches.

Mr. DREIER. Would the gentleman
yield?

Mr. MCGOVERN. Once I finish my
sentence.

Mr. DREIER. I was just accused of
making a campaign speech when I am
talking about the reverence of Sep-
tember 11.

Mr. MCGOVERN. And I would say to
the gentleman that on Monday, those
Members who were in town, Repub-
licans and Democrats, gathered on the
East Front of the Capitol in solidarity.
There were no campaign speeches,
there was no politics. People gathered
in solidarity together to commemorate
those who lost their lives and to honor
those who gave such tremendous sac-
rifice on September 11th.

The United States Senate on Monday
night had a resolution that every sin-
gle Member of the United States Sen-
ate, Republican and Democrat, both,
all co-sponsored and passed unani-
mously. There was unity. There was a
desire not to debate the PATRIOT Act,
not to debate the House version of the
Border Security bill which the Repub-
lican-controlled Senate doesn’t like
and even the President doesn’t like. It
was about putting all those issues aside
where there are differences, not just
between Democrats and Republicans, I
would say to the gentleman from
Texas, but on issues like the PATRIOT
Act there were a number of Repub-
licans who had concerns about it.

So this is not about one party versus
the other. But on an issue like this in-
volving commemorating the terrible
tragedy of September 11 and honoring
those who sacrificed their lives, I
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would like to think in the spirit here of
what happened Monday night and using
the example of what went on in the
United States Senate, that we could
rise to the occasion.

Mr. Speaker, I would yield to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
DREIER).

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, let me
begin by saying it was within our lead-
ership that I first mentioned the idea
of our once again singing God Bless
America on the East Front of the Cap-
itol, and I believe that that was a very
important moment to once again let
the American people know that we
stand together, and it was my hope
that we would be able to see strong bi-
partisanship as we proceed in these
coming weeks following the fifth anni-
versary of September 11.

I also would like to say that as we
look at this resolution, and a strong
attempt was made by our leadership
team to work with Members of the mi-
nority to fashion a resolution that
would enjoy bipartisan support. And I
believe that it is essential for us to rec-
ognize the tools that have allowed us
to ensure that we have not suffered an-
other September 11. And I deeply re-
sent being accused of making a cam-
paign speech as we revere the lives that
were lost on September 11.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I thank the gen-
tleman for his comments and reclaim
my time.

Mr. Speaker, let me state for the
record that in 2002, when we had a reso-
lution on this issue, it passed unani-
mously. In 2004 and 2005, the resolu-
tions that were brought to this floor
were jointly sponsored by Representa-
tives HYDE and LANTOS both times.
There was an effort at bipartisanship
then, and I think that is the model.
That is the model we should be fol-
lowing here. The bottom line is this is
not a resolution that has been pro-
duced as a result of bipartisan con-
sultation.

But let me go back to the point I was
trying to make in the beginning, and
that is, this is a very solemn week, and
we should not be doing anything but
trying to bring this House together
like they did in the United States Sen-
ate so that we speak with one voice
and that we make it clear that we are
together when it comes to commemo-
rating those who lost their lives and
those who have sacrificed so much and
those who continue to put their lives
on the line for the protection of all
people.

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

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the

gentleman from California (Mr.
DREIER).

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I would simply like to
say that I think the gentleman from
Massachusetts makes a very important
point. We have seen resolutions since
September 11, 2001 pass unanimously
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and enjoy strong bipartisan support. I
would recommend that my colleagues
look at the resolutions that were
passed year after year since September
11, 2001, and recognize that in those res-
olutions we talked about the different
tools and the things that have been
utilized to ensure that we win the glob-
al war on terror. We want this to be bi-
partisan. Mr. Speaker, I will predict
that when this resolution is voted on,
that it will enjoy strong bipartisan
support.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, at this
time I would like to yield to the gen-
tleman from Georgia, Dr. GINGREY, 4
minutes.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of this rule and
the underlying resolution. As we just
marked the fifth anniversary of the
September 11 terrorist attack launched
against the United States, it is more
important than ever that we stand
united in condemning terrorism as we
engage in this epic battle for the future
of civilization.

In this war on terror, Mr. Speaker,
we are not in a battle of civilizations,
we are in a battle for civilization, and
our enemies are actively and aggres-
sively adjusting their tactics while
waging their terrorist war of religious
intolerance against the free nations of
the world.

Our government has achieved many
successes in this war and we have made
substantial progress. We have enacted
strong legislation, including the PA-
TRIOT Act and the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 which created the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. We have
strengthened our borders and ports
through the Enhanced Border Security
and Visa Entry Reform Act of 2002 and
the Maritime Transportation Security
Act of 2002. We have funded our first re-
sponders in the amount of $41.5 billion.
Our intelligence agencies are working
together like never before, thanks in
large part to the Intelligence Reform
and Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004.

While many of our political oppo-
nents have disagreed with our efforts,
these changes are directly responsible
for preventing another attack against
our Nation since 9/11.

Thanks to our counterterrorism
techniques, the United States and our
allies have foiled several terrorist
plots, disrupted terrorist cells, includ-
ing several in our own country, and
brought many high-profile terrorists to
justice.

Just one month ago, Mr. Speaker,
British authorities in London foiled a
plot to blow up as many as 10 United
States bound commercial airliners.
The cooperation of British and Amer-
ican intelligence and counterterrorism
authorities that led to the foiling of
this plot is proof of two indisputable
facts: First, we cannot let our guard
down in the fight against terrorism;
and, second, the steps Congress has
taken since the tragic events of 9/11 are
indeed working.

It is therefore critically important,
Mr. Speaker, that we continue giving
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America the tools it needs to fight the
global war on terror.

As stated by the 9/11 Commission, we
must continue making strides and
using terrorism finance as an intel-
ligence tool. It is absolutely appalling
that, in the light of this, 174 of my
Democratic colleagues still voted
against H. Res. 895, legislation sup-
porting intelligence and law enforce-
ment programs that track terrorists
and condemning the publication of any
classified information that could po-
tentially impair the fight against ter-
rorism. Not only did House Democrats
vote against making the Committee on
Homeland Security permanent at the
beginning of this Congress, 120 of them
opposed the creation of Homeland Se-
curity in the first place.

Mr. Speaker, no matter how much we
have at times disagreed on how to pros-
ecute the war on terror, none of us will
ever forget the attacks of September
11. Let me be clear. By supporting this
resolution, we are standing strong and
sending a message that we will con-
tinue fighting the terrorists. We will
prevail no matter how long it takes.
We are telling the terrorists that they
will never again catch us off guard, and
that an enemy committed to the death
and destruction of the American way of
life will not prevail. I know the
strength of America, I know the
strength of her people, and I know that
we will be victorious in this fight for
freedom. We must continue honoring
the memory of those heroes who died
on 9/11 by standing strong against ter-
rorism and taking the fight to the
enemy.

This resolution simply reaffirms our
commitment, and it deserves, as our
chairman and Mr. SESSIONS said, the
full support of this fight. I hope all of
my colleagues will join me in sup-
porting this rule and the underlying
resolution.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to remind some of the pre-
vious speakers here that the title of
this bill, H. Res. 994, is expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives
on the fifth anniversary of the terrorist
attacks launched against the United
States on September 11, 2001. And I do
that because we have heard a lot of
speeches here and we have talked about
a lot of different issues that are sepa-
rate from commemorating those who
lost their lives, those who sacrificed on
September 11, those who continue to
protect our country.
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We have talked about the PATRIOT
Act and border security. We have
talked about a whole litany of things,
and those are all certainly important
issues and legitimate issues for us to
discuss, how best to protect this coun-
try. Those are things we should be de-
bating here on a regular basis on the
House floor, but they are controversial,
some of these initiatives. They are con-
troversial with a lot of Members of
your own party.
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I wish we would get back to the point
that this resolution here today, and
what some of us are troubled by, is
that this should be about unity and
this should be about honoring those
who sacrificed, those who lost their
lives, those who have served our coun-
try so well. That is what this should be
about and not a litany of controversial
items that you want to promote during
a campaign year.

If you want to do that, do it in a sep-
arate resolution, take up a separate
bill, but we should all be together when
it comes to a resolution on September
11.

The United States Senate got it
right. They got it right over in the
United States Senate. We should do the
same here in the House.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, we think we got it
right. We think we did the PATRIOT
Act right. We think we did intelligence
authorization right. We think we do a
lot of things right around here. We are
going to stand up for this country, Mr.
Speaker. We are going to stand up for
the men and women who protect our
country. We are going to stand up and
give the men and women of the intel-
ligence community the things that
they need.

Today, it is right and fitting to say
thank you; we will not forget and we
will be vigilant to protect this country.
That is what this resolution is about.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. KING),
the chairman of the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the gentleman for yielding, and
I in particular appreciate the oppor-
tunity to be able to speak on this issue,
an issue which I believe is vital to the
history of our Nation and indeed to the
future of our Nation.

As the sponsor of the legislation and
chairman of the Homeland Security
Committee, I took a special interest in
doing all that I could to ensure that
this resolution would reflect the think-
ing of the Congress and would not be at
all provocative.

But the fact is, September 11 was the
darkest day in our Nation’s history. It
was also a day of exceptional bravery
and courage, and year after year since
September 11, 2001, we have expressed
this sense of the Congress, we have ex-
pressed the sense of the House. We have
pointed to the tremendous bravery
that occurred that day, the actions of
the police and the fire and the emer-
gency workers. We have certainly re-
ferred to the terrible suffering that oc-
curred that day.

But also, it is essential we not just
lament what happened that day, not
just acknowledge the suffering of that
day, but I believe we owe it to history
to show what Congress has done. It is
not enough just to say we feel sorry for
what happened. It is important we
show what we are doing, what we are

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

doing as Members of Congress, to re-
spond to the horrors of that day.

In putting together this resolution,
the leadership on our side of the aisle
reached out to the other leaders cer-
tainly. On my committee, we reached
out to Democratic members of our
committee trying to put together a
resolution, and the fact is the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts, who is a
good friend of mine, he acts as if this
resolution this year is so markedly dif-
ferent than what was passed in pre-
vious years.

Well, if you go back to 2004, the reso-
lution referred to introduced by Mr.
HYDE and Mr. LANTOS, H. Res. 757, it
goes through a long listing of what has
been done since September 11, 2001. It
refers to the war in Iraq as being part
of the war against terrorism. It refers
to port security and border security, to
the Terrorism Threat Immigration
Center. It talks about taking away the
financial assets of terrorists. It goes on
and on, listing a number of issues
which apparently today would be con-
sidered extremely controversial.

We make no reference at all to Iraq
in today’s resolution, other than to
mention the men and women of our
Armed Forces who are in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. We make no mention of the
NSA electronic surveillance program
which enjoys the support of the over-
whelming majority of American citi-
zens. We make no reference to the
SWIFT program, which is going after
the terrorist finances, which was to me
in violation of the Espionage Act re-
leased on the front page of the New
York Times. Even though it is entirely
legal and entirely effective, we make
no reference to that, but we do talk
about the PATRIOT Act because that
was a response of Congress.

Now, history may judge that we did
the wrong thing. I am absolutely con-
vinced we did the right thing in passing
the PATRIOT Act, and I think we owe
it to the American people to let them
know what we did. Also, maritime se-
curity, intelligence reform, port secu-
rity, immigration reform, all of these
are tied to the issue of international
terrorism.

This is the way Congress responded,
and I think it is not enough just to say
it was a tragedy that happened on Sep-
tember 11. Let us talk about what we
did.

The gentleman from Massachusetts
says he objects to the language in here
that we are safer since September 11.
Okay. Maybe we can have an honest
difference of opinion on that. The fact
is, even the co-chairmen of the 9/11
Commission say we are safer today
than we were on September 11. The
junior Senator from my State has said
we are safer now than we were on Sep-
tember 11. These are certainly not Re-
publican apologists.

Quite frankly, while I understand the
good faith on the other side, I as a per-
son who lost almost 150 friends, neigh-
bors and constituents resent the fact
that by us introducing the resolution
this is a campaign speech.
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As I was going to commemoration
after commemoration on Monday, I did
not say this as being part of the cam-
paign. To me, this is our way of re-
sponding. Again, you may be right, and
maybe in the future people will say it
was wrong to break down the wall be-
tween the FBI and CIA and it may be
wrong to be going after terrorist assets
and it may be wrong to listen in on ter-
rorist conversations. So be it. Let his-
tory be our judge.

But let this resolution stand for what
Congress has done, is doing and wants
to do if we are serious about winning
the war against international ter-
rorism.

If we want to talk about campaigns,
I would wonder where were you in 2004
when a resolution, if you want some
partisan references, by your definition
would be far more partisan than we are
introducing here today or is it perhaps
that the political party has been
changed somehow, and now what was
more than acceptable in 2004 is not
even remotely acceptable today?

So, if we are going to inject politics
into it, let us be honest who is raising
the political issue. I know that our
leadership and the Speaker of the
House went out of his way and their
way to try to make this a bipartisan
resolution. I certainly did. When you
compare what we are stating today and
what we stated in 2004, to me there is
no doubt over who is being partisan
and who is trying to exploit this issue.
I find that wrong.

I am saying I am proud to stand with
this resolution. I am proud to support
it. I urge the overwhelming majority of
Republicans and Democrats to put
aside partisanship, you do not have to
agree with every word of our resolu-
tion, to say that Congress has re-
sponded and has done its best to re-
spond to the attacks of September 11.

Again, let history be our judge. I am
more than willing for history to be our
judge, and I am proud to stand on the
record of the Congress, Republicans
and Democrats, and I urge the adoption
of the rule and urge the adoption of the
underlying resolution.

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

I would just respond to the gen-
tleman by again pointing to what the
other body, the United States Senate,
did where 100 Senators, Democrats, Re-
publicans, came together as one, co-
sponsored a resolution and voted
unanimously for a resolution.

That is what we should be doing dur-
ing this solemn week, not introducing
legislation that inspires, quite frankly,
the kind of debate that we have here
today about issues that really are not
about commemorating that day but
issues that are highly controversial,
ranging from everything to immigra-
tion to civil liberties to you name it.
That is not the way we should be doing
this.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3% minutes to
the distinguished gentleman from New
York (Mr. HINCHEY).
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Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Speaker, I am
very much opposed to this rule. This is
an issue that deserves a lot more atten-
tion than is allowed under this rule. It
is a closed rule, has no opportunity for
amendments.

Let me just cite one example of the
language in this resolution which needs
much more attention than is provided
under this rule and frankly within the
resolution itself.

In the resolution, it says that the
United States today is safer than it
was on September 11, 2001. I disagree
with that, and I think a great many
people disagree with it because all of
the evidence points in the other direc-
tion. We are not safer today than we
were.

Why are we not safer? Primarily be-
cause the administration and the lead-
ership in this Congress corrupted the
attack against the United States on
September 11, 2001, and behaved in
ways that have made the Nation less
safe.

Instead of focusing on the perpetra-
tors of the attack of September 11,
2001, the al Qaeda network and the
leader, Osama bin Laden, the adminis-
tration and the Defense Department
backed off. They let him escape and he
is free today.

The fact of the matter is 19 members
of al Qaeda attacked the United States
on September 11, 2001. There was a
handful of them in addition to those 19.
Now that number has grown enor-
mously. There are far more members of
al Qaeda and associate terrorist net-
works spread all over the Middle East,
and they are engaged in activities
which constitute a threat to our coun-
try and many others.

Subsequently, the attack against
Iraq was a totally corrupt response to
the attack of September 11, 2001. Iraq
had nothing to do with that attack,
nothing whatsoever.

The President in his speech to the
country the other night said the re-
gime of Saddam Hussein represented a
great threat. That is not the case. All
of the intelligence indicates that Sad-
dam Hussein represented no threat
whatsoever to the United States, just
as all the intelligence now makes it
very clear that there was no connec-
tion between Saddam Hussein or Iraq
and the attack of September 11 against
the United States, and there was no
evidence of weapons of mass destruc-
tion in Iraq.

So, instead of attacking the people
who attacked us, the administration,
with the consent of this Congress, at-
tack another country that had nothing
to do with it. The fact of the matter is
the world and our country today are
far less safe as a result of the way in
which the administration and the lead-
ers of this Congress behaved.

We need to live up to our obligations
here in the Congress. We need to con-
duct an investigation as to why the ad-
ministration behaved the way it did.
Why did it not pursue the people who
attacked us, why did it let Osama bin
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Laden go free, why did we attack Iraq
which had nothing to do with this, why
did the President of the United States
say that Iraq had weapons of mass de-
struction when all of the intelligence
indicated that there was no evidence
that there were weapons of mass de-
struction, no chemical or biological
weapons left and no nuclear weapons
program?

So the fact of the matter is that this
resolution does not focus on the issue
the way it ought to be focused upon,
and this rule does not provide us the
opportunity to expand the resolution,
to offer amendments, to engage in the
kind of debate that this issue needs so
that the people of this country can un-
derstand exactly what has been hap-
pening to them.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The gentleman from New York de-
scribed his disagreement with the ad-
ministration. I understand that. We
had seen the administration before this
President ignore, completely ignore,
the advice from the CIA. As a matter of
fact, I remember at least one CIA di-
rector resigned under President Clin-
ton because he could not get President
Clinton to pay attention to more than
3 hours in a month to the intelligence
needs of this country.

We have already talked about how
vote after vote after vote by the Demo-
crats that they choose to gut our abil-
ity, in my opinion, to effectively not
only have law enforcement but to
chase down those that may do harm
against this country.

Some choose to characterize that we
are not safer today than what we were
before the attack. I completely dis-
agree with that. I would completely
disagree with that because 1 think
every single American that day learned
of the tremendous forces that were
aimed at the United States that we had
really been completely unaware of be-
fore.

So I think that we are better off
today. Are we absolutely safe? No. Are
we safer? Yes, we are, and we have a re-
sponsibility to maintain that line of
defense.

This resolution has nothing to do
with that. It is a resolution, the force
of this body, to say we respect the men
and women who on 9/11 gave their lives;
we are sorry for the men and women
who have been injured as a result of
that; we are going to support our mili-
tary; we are going to support the fami-
lies and we will never forget; and we
are going to back up our allies; and we
are going to make sure that we get it
right. That is what this resolution is
about.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, let me
just take issue with the gentleman
from Texas. He says this whole ques-
tion of the Nation being safer than it
was on September 11, 2001, has nothing
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to do with this resolution. Well, that is
what it says in this resolution, if he
reads the resolution. There are some
things contained in this resolution
that people over here, and that people
on both sides legitimately have some
questions with.

Mr. Speaker, may I
much time remains.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts has 11 min-
utes remaining and the gentleman
from Texas has 22 minutes remaining.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I will
close for our side.

Mr. Speaker, the issue about whether
or not the Nation is safer than it was
on September 11, 2001, is a legitimate
topic for debate, but not on this resolu-
tion. The issue of the PATRIOT Act,
there are differences on that. I have a
lot of reservations about the PATRIOT
Act, as do many Republicans. That is a
legitimate debate we should continue
to have. The issue about how best to
protect our borders is a serious and im-
portant and legitimate issue. President
Bush and Senator McCAIN have one
opinion on how we should do it, which
I think makes a heck of a lot more
sense than the view of the Republican
majority in this House, but that is cer-
tainly a legitimate debate. But it
doesn’t belong in a resolution com-
memorating the lives and the sacrifices
of those individuals on September 11,
2001.

And I guess I wish that just once,
just once the leadership on the other
side of the aisle could bring to this
floor a piece of legislation, especially
on an issue like this, that is not
stained with politics. Why does every-
thing have to have a political slant to
it? I think people are sick of it, I really
do. I think on issues like this people
want us to come together, as we have
done in the past, as the other body has
done, and speak with one voice. Let us
not make this into something it
shouldn’t be.

So, Mr. Speaker, I am asking Mem-
bers of this House to vote ‘“‘no’ on the
previous question so that we can con-
sider a much better resolution, one
that respectfully commemorates this
most somber occasion. If the previous
question is defeated, I will amend the
rule so that instead of voting on the di-
visive partisan resolution made in
order under this rule, we will consider
the text of the truly bipartisan resolu-
tion that was adopted in the Senate on
the fifth anniversary of September 11.

Not only was this measure passed by
unanimous consent in the Senate on
September 11, the actual day of the an-
niversary, it was cosponsored by every
single Member of the United States
Senate: every single Democrat, every
single Republican.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment and extraneous materials imme-
diately prior to the vote on the pre-
vious question.

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

inquire how



September 13, 2006

There was no objection.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, this is
the resolution we should be considering
today, and let me tell you why. It was
not written for political gain or for 30-
second sound bites. It was written with
the sole intent and purpose of remem-
bering the tragic events of September
11, 2001, and to honor and mourn the
victims of that horrific day.

I think we owe it to the people of this
great Nation to put politics aside for
this one day and show that we are
Americans first and that some things
are sacred and should never be used for
political purposes.

So I would urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘no”” on the previous question so
we can consider the Senate version of
the September 11 commemorative.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back my time.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes,” and I urge
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’ because it
is the honorable and the right thing to
do, to say thank you to the men and
women who gave their lives, to say
thank you to the men and women who
were heroic in their efforts to try and
save people, and it is the right thing to
do to say to the men and women of our
military and our intelligence commu-
nities that we believe you have not
only done a great job but we thank
your families also for those sacrifices.

We believe it is the right thing to do
to remember this event 5 years later.
We believe it is the right thing to do to
let the world know that the United
States Congress, this body, in this
House resolution, believes that we will
stay strong not only in the war on ter-
rorism but that we believe that fight-
ing for civilization and peace and op-
portunity in this world is the right

thing.
We have heard from three of this
Congress’ greatest leaders, PHIL

GINGREY, PETE KING, who is the chair-
man of the committee, and the young
chairman of the Rules Committee, Mr.
DREIER, as they have spoken elo-
quently about not only what this coun-
try stands for but about how our re-
spectfully saying thank you and re-
membering this day is a part of our job
and is the right thing to do.

I urge all of my colleagues to vote on
behalf of this resolution.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows:
PREVIOUS QUESTION FOR H. RES. 996, THE

RULE FOR H. RES. 994 EXPRESSING THE

SENSE OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

ON THE 5TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE TERRORIST

ATTACKS LAUNCHED AGAINST THE UNITED

STATES ON SEPTEMBER 11, 2001

Strike all after the resolved clause and in-
sert:

‘“‘Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order without inter-
vention of any point of order to consider in
the House the resolution printed in section 2
expressing the sense of the House of Rep-
resentatives upon the five-year anniversary
of the terrorist attacks against the United
States on September 11, 2001. The resolution
shall be considered as read. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the resolution and preamble to final adop-
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tion without intervening motion or demand
for division of the question except: (1) four
hours of debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the Majority Leader and Minority
Leader or their designees; and (2) one motion
to recommit.”

SEC. 2. The following is the text referred to
in Section 1:

RESOLUTION

““A resolution expressing the sense of the
House of Representatives upon the five-year
anniversary of the terrorist attacks against
the United States on September 11, 2001.

Whereas on September 11, 2001, terrorists
hijacked four civilian aircraft, crashed two
of them into the towers of the World Trade
Center in New York City, and crashed the
third into the Pentagon outside Washington,
D.C.;

Whereas the fourth hijacked plane, United
Airlines Flight 93, crashed in Somerset
County, Pennsylvania, near the town of
Shanksville, after the passengers and crew of
that flight struggled with the terrorist-hi-
jackers to take back control of the plane, ul-
timately preventing the flight from reaching
its likely destination in Washington, D.C.;

Whereas the heroic actions of the rescue
workers, volunteers, and State and local offi-
cials who responded to the attacks with
courage, determination, and skill are to be
commended;

Whereas thousands of innocent Americans,
and civilians from many other countries,
were Kkilled and injured as a result of these
attacks;

Whereas Congress declared, in the after-
math of the attacks, September 12, 2001, to
be a National Day of Unity and Mourning;
and

Whereas there has not been a terrorist at-
tack on the United States homeland since
the terrorist attacks five years ago, but al
Qaeda has perpetrated terrorist attacks
throughout the world against United States
persons, facilities, and interests, as well as
United States allies during that time:

Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) commemorates the life of each indi-
vidual who died as a result of the attacks of
September 11, 2001;

(2) extends its deepest condolences to the
victims of these attacks, as well as to their
families, friends, and loved ones;

(3) once again condemns in the strongest
possible terms the attacks, the terrorists
who perpetrated them, and their sponsors;

(4) commits to support the necessary steps
to interdict and defeat terrorists who plot to
do harm to the American people;

(b) recommits itself and the Nation to
bringing to justice the perpetrators of the
attacks, along with their sponsors;

(6) honors and expresses its gratitude to
members of the United States Armed Forces,
law enforcement personnel, first responders,
and others who have bravely and faithfully
participated in the War on Terrorism since
September 11, 2001; and

(7) declares September 11, 2006, to be a Na-
tional Day of Remembrance, in commemora-
tion of the terrorist attacks against the
United States on September 11, 2001.”’

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating.
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Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives, (VI, 308-311) de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

Because the vote today may look bad for
the Republican majority they will say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution * * * [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.”” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: Although
it is generally not possible to amend the rule
because the majority Member controlling
the time will not yield for the purpose of of-
fering an amendment, the same result may
be achieved by voting down the previous
question on the rule * * * When the motion
for the previous question is defeated, control
of the time passes to the Member who led the
opposition to ordering the previous question.
That Member, because he then controls the
time, may offer an amendment to the rule,
or yield for the purpose of amendment.”’

Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House of
Representatives, the subchapter titled
“Amending Special Rules’ states: ‘‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: Upon rejec-
tion of the motion for the previous question
on a resolution reported from the Committee
on Rules, control shifts to the Member lead-
ing the opposition to the previous question,
who may offer a proper amendment or mo-
tion and who controls the time for debate
thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda to offer an alternative plan.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WAMP). The question is on ordering the
previous question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

on
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later today.

————

RESTRICTING INDIAN GAMING TO
HOMELANDS OF TRIBES ACT OF
2006
Mr. POMBO. Mr. Speaker, I move to

suspend the rules and pass the bill

(H.R. 4893) to amend section 20 of the

Indian Gaming Regulatory Act to re-

strict  off-reservation gaming, as
amended.
The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4893

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 ‘‘Restricting In-
dian Gaming to Homelands of Tribes Act of
2006.

SEC. 2. RESTRICTION ON OFF-RESERVATION GAM-
ING.

Section 20 of the Indian Gaming Regulatory
Act (25 U.S.C. 2719) is amended—

(1) by amending subsection (b)(1) to read as
follows:

“(b)(1) Subsection (a) will not apply when
lands are taken in trust for the benefit of an In-
dian tribe that is newly recognized, restored, or
landless after the date of the enactment of sub-
section (f), including those newly recognized
under the Federal Acknowledgment Process at
the Bureau of Indian Affairs, and the following
criteria are met:

‘““(A) The Secretary determines that such
lands are within the State of such tribe and are
within the primary geographic, social, histor-
ical, and temporal nexus of the Indian tribe.

‘““(B) The Secretary determines that the pro-
posed gaming activity would not be detrimental
to the surrounding community and nearby In-
dian tribes.

“(C) Concurrence by the Governor in conform-
ance with laws of that State.

‘““(D) Mitigation by the Indian tribe in accord-
ance with this subparagraph. For the purposes
of the Indian tribe mitigating the direct impact
on the county or parish infrastructure and serv-
ices, the Indian tribe shall negotiate and sign,
to the extent practicable during the compact ne-
gotiations described in section 11(d)(3), a memo-
randum of understanding with the county or
parish government. Such mitigation require-
ments shall be limited to the direct effects of the
tribal gaming activities on the affected county
or parish infrastructure and services. If a memo-
randum of understanding is not signed within
one year after the Indian tribe or county or par-
ish has notified the other party and the Sec-
retary, by certified mail, a request to initiate ne-
gotiations, then the Secretary shall appoint an
arbitrator who shall establish mitigation re-
quirements of the Indian tribe.”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsections:

““(e)(1) In order to consolidate class I1I gaming
and class III gaming development, an Indian
tribe may host one or more other Indian tribes
to participate in or benefit from gaming con-
ducted under this Act and in conformance with
a Tribal-State compact entered into by each in-
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vited Indian tribe and the State under this Act
upon any portion of Indian land that was, as of
October 17, 1988, located within the boundaries
of the reservation of the host Indian tribe, so
long as each invited Indian tribe has no owner-
ship interest in any other gaming facility on
any other Indian lands and has its primary geo-
graphic, social, historical, and temporal nexus
to land in the State in which the Indian land of
the host Indian tribe is located.

“(2) An Indian tribe invited to conduct class
II gaming or class III gaming under paragraph
(1) may do so under authority of a lease with
the host Indian tribe. Such a lease shall be law-
ful without the review or approval of the Sec-
retary and shall be deemed by the Secretary to
be sufficient evidence of the existence of Indian
land of the invited Indian tribe for purposes of
Secretarial approval of a Tribal-State compact
under this Act.

“(3) Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, the Indian tribes identified in paragraph
(1) may establish the terms and conditions of
their lease and other agreements between them
in their sole discretion, except that in no case
may the total payments to the host Indian tribe
under the lease and other agreements exceed 40
percent of the net revenues (defined for such
purposes as the revenue available to the 2 In-
dian tribes after deduction of costs of operating
and financing the gaming facility developed on
the leased land and of fees due to be paid under
the Tribal-State compact) of the gaming activity
conducted by the invited Indian tribe.

“(4) An invited Indian tribe under this sub-
section shall be deemed by the Secretary and the
Commission to have the sole proprietary interest
and responsibility for the conduct of any gam-
ing on lands leased from a host Indian tribe.

“(5) Conduct of gaming by an invited Indian
tribe on lands leased from a host Indian tribe
under this subsection shall be deemed by the
Secretary and the Commission to be conducted
under the Act upon Indian lands—

“(A) of the invited Indian tribe;

“(B) within the jurisdiction of the invited In-
dian tribe; and

“(C) over which the invited Indian tribe has
and exercises governmental power.

““(6) Notwithstanding the foregoing, the gam-
ing arrangement authorized by this subsection
shall not be conducted on any Indian lands
within the State of Arizona.

“(7) Any gaming authorized by this subsection
shall not be conducted unless it is—

‘““(A) consistent with the Tribal-State com-
pacting laws of the State in which the gaming
activities will be conducted;

“(B) specifically identified as expressly au-
thorized in a tribal-State compact of the invited
Indian tribe approved by an Act of the legisla-
ture of the State in which the gaming will be
conducted; and

“(C) specifically identified as expressly au-
thorized in a tribal-State compact of the invited
Indian tribe approved by the Governor of the
State in which the gaming will be conducted.

““(8) Host tribe compacts shall not be affected
by the amendments made by this subsection.

“(f) An Indian tribe shall not conduct gaming
regulated by this Act on Indian lands outside of
the State in which the Indian tribe is primarily
residing and exercising tribal government au-
thority on the date of the enactment of this sub-
section, unless such Indian lands are contig-
uous to the lands in the State where the tribe is
primarily residing and exercising tribal govern-
ment authority.”’.

SEC. 3. STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The amendment made by
paragraph (1) of section 2 shall be applied pro-
spectively. Compacts or other agreements that
govern gaming regulated by the Indian Gaming
Regulatory Act (25 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.) on In-
dian lands that were in effect on the date of the
enactment of this Act shall not be affected by
the amendments made by paragraph (1) of sec-
tion 2.
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(b) EXCEPTION.—The amendments made by
section 2 shall not apply to any lands for which
an Indian tribe, prior to March 7, 2006, has sub-
mitted to the Secretary or Chairman a fee-to-
trust application or written request requiring an
eligibility determination pursuant to section
20(b)(1)(A) or clause (ii) or (iii) of section
20(b)(1)(B) of the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act
(25 U.S.C. 2719(b)(1)(4), 2719(b)(1)(B)(ii), and
2719(b)(1)(B)(iii), respectively); provided that
such lands are located within—

(1) the State where the Indian tribe primarily
resides; and

(2) an area where the Indian Tribe has a pri-
mary geographical, historical, and temporal
nexus.

(c) FURTHER EXCEPTION.—The amendments
made by section 2 shall not affect the right of
any Indian Tribe to conduct gaming on Indian
lands that are eligible for gaming pursuant to
section 20 of the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act
(25 U.S.C. 2719), as determined by the National
Indian Gaming Commission, Secretary of the In-
terior or a Federal court prior to the date of the
enactment of this Act.

SEC. 4. REGULATIONS REQUIRED.

Not later than 180 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of the Inte-
rior shall promulgate regulations to implement
section 20 of the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act
25 U.S.C. 2719). The regulations shall require
tribal applicants for any of the exceptions listed
in section 20 of the Indian Gaming Regulatory
Act to have an aboriginal or analogous historic
connection to the lands upon which gaming ac-
tivities are conducted under the Indian Gaming
Regulatory Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. PomMBO) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. POMBO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
now under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, this bill has a basic
premise: Indian gaming should occur
on Indian lands; and when a tribe is
newly recognized, restored or landless,
then it has to include the local commu-
nity at the table for the simple purpose
of signing a memorandum of under-
standing to address impacts. It is as
simple as that.

Unfortunately, over the last 17 years,
far too many tribes have drifted away
from the original purpose and spirit of
the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act and
have sought to develop off-reservation
casinos in whatever location seemed to
be the most lucrative, often far from
their tribal lands. Those who have pur-
sued this course have turned the spirit
of IGRA on its head. Instead of seeking
to bring economic development to the
Indian reservation, they have instead
sought to bring the Indian reservation
to wherever there is economic develop-
ment. This is wrong, and it threatens
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both the future of Native American
economic development and the integ-
rity of Indian tribal sovereignty itself.

When IGRA was written, it mandated
that only lands held by tribes prior to
October 17, 1988, or lands later acquired
directly adjoining those lands, would
be eligible for tribal gaming activities.
It was a central principle of IGRA that,
in general, lands acquired by tribes
after enactment of IGRA would be in-
eligible for gaming.

However, IGRA provided for four ex-
ceptions, and it was expected that
these would be used only rarely. Unfor-
tunately, time has shown that the use
of these four exceptions to IGRA’s pro-
hibition on gaming on after-acquired
lands has been anything but rare.
While opponents of reform make the
oft-repeated claim that there have
been only three off-reservation casinos
since 1988, this claim is limited to only
one of those exceptions, section 20. It
ignores the fact that there are at least
38 casinos in operation today on land
that was not held in trust in 1988, near-
ly 10 percent of the Nation’s total num-
ber of tribal casinos.

Currently, there are at least 50 addi-
tional proposals for off-reservation ca-
sinos under those four exceptions. Be-
yond that, there have been dozens upon
dozens of other projects announced or
proposed over the last several years
where paperwork has not yet been
filed. Under the two-part determina-
tion of IGRA, virtually any land in the
country could be targeted for gaming.
Each one of those proposed casinos has
had a very real and negative impact on
public support for tribal gaming.

Over the last 2 years, the Committee
on Resources has held nine hearings,
heard from dozens of witnesses, and re-
ceived thousands of communications
documenting problems arising from
off-reservation gaming. The committee
has heard a compelling story and the
heavy toll that off-reservation gaming
proposals impose on local commu-
nities, and tribal sovereignty has be-
come very clear.

Local citizens have told stories of
waking up one day and being surprised
to learn that a parcel of land in their
community has been purchased by a
developer who has announced that he
intends to have that land declared a
reservation where an Indian casino will
be opened. This despite the fact that
the community was hundreds of miles
from the nearest existing tribal res-
ervation land.

We have heard from private property
and business owners about how the
land-claims exception in IGRA has
been abused by those seeking off-res-
ervation casinos. Throughout the east-
ern United States, numerous land
claims have been filed, resulting in
costly litigation and the clouding of
private property titles. These claims
are filed in the hopes of forcing the
State to settle the claim with an off-
reservation casino. The current land
claims exception in IGRA has become
an incentive for this type of abusive
lawsuit and must be brought to an end.
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Local leaders have testified about the
possibility of their community being
significantly and permanently changed
by the presence of a newly declared In-
dian reservation and tribal casino.
They have told of their feelings of pow-
erlessness to meaningfully participate
and affect the process of the land being
taken into trust. And they have spoken
of their frustration that the impacts of
the proposed casino facility will not be
fully mitigated, because after the
State’s Governor and casino developer
take their cut of the action, the tribe
does not have enough revenue left to
share to offset their impact on the
community.

H.R. 4893 represents real reform of
these abuses, while maintaining the op-
portunity for tribes to conduct gaming
under IGRA on their tribal lands as per
the original intent of the law. H.R. 4893
does away with the land-claim excep-
tion in the section 20 two-part deter-
mination. It reforms the procedures
where newly recognized, landless and
restored tribes can ask for lands to be
placed in trust for an initial reserva-
tion. Tribes seeking these lands will
now have to satisfy a three-part test to
demonstrate that they have a primary
historic, geographic, and temporal
nexus to the land they wish to acquire
for gaming. This will ensure that the
initial reservation placement is deter-
mined by where the tribal people live
and receive services, not by where the
market for gaming seems best.

One of the most important parts of
the bill is that State and local commu-
nities will play a more meaningful role
in the process and will have an oppor-
tunity to give greater input into a ca-
sino proposed by a newly recognized
and restored tribe. This bill requires
the tribe to enter into a memorandum
of understanding with the local county
for the purpose of providing direct
mitigation of impacts from a casino
project.

H.R. 4893 is a real reform that will
solve, once and for all, the problems
with off-reservation gaming. It is the
responsibility of this Congress to act
now to bring the practice of off-res-
ervation gaming to an end and to pre-
vent further damage in the relation-
ship between tribes and local commu-
nities over off-reservation casinos and
to restore the original intent and spirit
of IGRA to today’s Indian gaming prac-
tice.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
H.R. 4893, a bill that would amend sec-
tion 20 of the Indian Gaming Regu-
latory Act to impose on the poorest
tribes new onerous requirements before
those tribes could obtain trust land for
gaming.

The provision that is most trouble-
some represents a drastic change in
Federal law and policy because it un-
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dermines tribal sovereignty by requir-
ing certain tribes to enter into a
memorandum of understanding with
counties and if the memorandum of un-
derstanding is not signed in 1 year
would subject those tribes and counties
to binding arbitration.

I do not believe by adding this provi-
sion to his bill Chairman POMBO acted
with ill intent. I think we are all con-
cerned about the possible proliferation
of off-reservation gaming, but this bill
goes far beyond that issue because it
subverts tribal sovereignty by requir-
ing tribes to negotiate with counties
which are not sovereign governments
at all but are creatures of the State.

Under current law, tribes must nego-
tiate casino-style gaming compacts
with State governments. As creatures
of the State, the counties’ interests
should be protected by their State, as
is the case in Michigan and other
States. Never before has a Federal law
equated sovereign tribes with counties.

We can address the issue of off-res-
ervation gaming without equating
those sovereign tribes with counties.
But suspension of the rules forbids any
amendments. I oppose setting a bad
precedent in Federal law that under-
mines our long-standing policy of pro-
tecting tribal sovereignty.

In addition, there are a number of
Members’ concerns that remain
unaddressed by this bill. During com-
mittee markup of this bill, several
Members were told that their issues
would be resolved before the bill was
scheduled for consideration on the
floor. Their concerns remain
unaddressed, and consideration of this
bill under suspension of the rules does
not allow for modification or amend-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, there was wide opposi-
tion to this bill. I and other Members
of Congress have received letters from
the National Congress of American In-
dians which represents 250 tribes
throughout the Nation, the National
Indian Gaming Association, the Na-
tional Indian Business Association,
California Nations Indian Gaming As-
sociation, Arizona Indian Gaming As-
sociation, Washington State Indian
Gaming Association, New Mexico In-
dian Gaming Association, tribes from
North Dakota, Montana, Oregon,
Maine, Oklahoma, Wisconsin and my
own State of Michigan.

Tribes and Indian organizations from
all across the Nation overwhelmingly
oppose this bill because it erodes tribal
sovereignty. Therefore, in the interest
of protecting tribal sovereignty and
honoring our government-to-govern-
ment relationship with tribes, I urge
my colleagues to oppose this bill.

Mr. Speaker, when we all took our
oath of office, we pledged and took an
oath to uphold the Constitution of the
United States. That Constitution
reads, ‘“The Congress shall have the
power to regulate commerce with for-
eign nations and among the several
States and with the Indian tribes.”
That Constitution lists the three
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sovereignties recognized by this Con-
stitution.

I think we should be most careful
when we diminish the sovereignty of
one of those three by equating them
with creatures of the State when those
counties can have their interests pro-
tected by their own State government.

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

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

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from OKkla-
homa (Mr. COLE).

Mr. COLE of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today in opposition to H.R. 4893,
a bill amending section 20 of the Indian
Gaming Regulatory Act.

Mr. Speaker, I know this bill has
been forged in the cauldron of Indian
country, and speaking from experience,
I know Native American passion can be
as powerful as any constituency in
America. That is why I rise, first and
foremost, to voice my utmost respect
for the chairman of the Resources
Committee, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. POMBO), who has attempted
to address casino-style gaming outside
tribal reservations in a fair and bal-
anced fashion. I particularly want to
thank him for working to accommo-
date many of my concerns in particular
areas of this bill. Frankly, I wish we
had had the opportunity to continue
our discussions on the bill.

Mr. Speaker, the chairman is a tre-
mendous ally of Indian country and
anyone who doubts this to any degree
need only to look to his record and to
his committee’s priorities. He has al-
ways had nothing but the best interest
of tribes in mind from a policy perspec-
tive, and he understands their issues as
well as anyone in Congress. Unfortu-
nately, on this issue we simply dis-
agree.

The Resources Committee has craft-
ed this bill with the best of intentions.
I recognize its members are trying to
address a complex challenge. However,
as the only enrolled member of a tribe
in Congress, the Chickasaw Nation, I
take my obligation to defend the con-
cept of tribal sovereignty very seri-
ously. This bill, however well-inten-
tioned, in my opinion violates and
erodes the sovereignty of all American
Indian tribes. As a result, tribal gov-
ernments in my State and all across
the country have urged me to oppose
this legislation. And most tribal orga-
nizations, as the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) has pointed out,
also oppose the legislation.

Our Constitution recognizes three
types of sovereign entities beyond our
own country: First, foreign govern-
ments; second, the States; and third,
Indian tribes. Existing law requires
that to enter into gaming activities,
tribes must negotiate agreements with
the Federal Government and the State
government.

Under this bill, for the first time in
United States history, Indian tribes
would be required to negotiate directly
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with local governments in order to en-
gage in lawful activity. That dimin-
ishes the power of tribes and raises
local governments to the level of sov-
ereign entities.

This is wrong for two reasons. First,
local governments are not sovereign
units. They are the creation of State
governments and it is the responsi-
bility of State governments to look
after their interests. Second, it is the
responsibility of State governments to
negotiate for and represent the inter-
ests of local governments in their deal-
ings with tribes. To shift this burden
from the States to the tribes is both
wrong and irresponsible.

Mr. Speaker, as currently written,
the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act
works. It has provided tribes the oppor-
tunity to recapitalize, diversify their
economies, and raise their voices in na-
tional politics. It reinforces the tribes’
constitutional right to negotiate as a
sovereign entity with the Federal Gov-
ernment and with State governments,
and it protects the interest of local
governments by ensuring they work
with their State governor and legisla-
ture in the State compacting process.

Mr. Speaker, all things considered, I
see no upside in subjecting tribes to
local governments. Therefore, I see it
as Congress’ responsibility to continue
the tradition enshrined in the Con-
stitution, embedded in our laws, and
reinforced by countless judicial deci-
sions, and that is to preserve and pro-
tect Indian sovereignty. I strongly urge
a ‘“‘no’” vote on H.R. 4893.

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

Again, I would hope that we would
not suspend the rules today and I look
forward to continuing to work with Mr.
PoMBO, my chairman. From the very
beginning I told him he was taking on
a very important task, but I think we
do have a poison pill, not put in with
ill-will but a poison pill in this bill.

I would be most happy to continue to
work with him to try to find a solution
to the possible proliferation of casinos.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
KENNEDY).

Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding me this time and for his lead-
ership on sovereignty in this country
on behalf of Native Americans, our
very first Americans, the people who
had America before Europeans settlers
came here to take their land.

When the European settlers took
their land, they took it and made one
promise: We will give you what little
land you have left, we will let you stay
on that land and we will let you be in
charge of it. And we will incorporate
that into our various systems of gov-
ernment where we have a State govern-
ment, we have city government, we
have county government, and we will
have tribal governments. But for pur-
poses of tribal governments, they will
have sovereignty that will surpass
States so that the only relationship
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that these tribal governments will
have will be the relationship between
them and the Federal Government su-
perseding States.

This was a part of the Constitution.
It was decided by the Constitution and
this legislation undermines that
premise and forces tribes to negotiate
with local counties, which is under-
mining 200 years of Federal policy for
tribal sovereignty.

I ask for a “‘no” vote on this because
its substance is bad, and the fact that
it is being rushed through is bad as
well.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. WU).

(Mr. WU asked and was given permis-
sion to revise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong
opposition to H.R. 4893 because of my
opposition to a proposed Indian gam-
bling casino in the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area in Oregon.

We should not be considering a bill of
this importance on the suspension cal-
endar with only 40 minutes of debate,
no opportunity to amend. This is com-
pletely inappropriate.

Regardless of whether you are an op-
ponent or proponent of off-reservation
gaming, Members should have an op-
portunity to bring their concerns to
the floor and offer amendments. There
are many reasons to oppose this bill,
and I have the largest one of them of
all: This, an 80-mile long, 4,000-foot-
deep gorge. It is our Yosemite. It is our
Grand Canyon. It is a national treas-
ure, and it is completely inappropriate
to put a gambling casino smack-dab in
the middle of this national treasure.

Vote ‘‘no” on this suspension bill so
we can protect the Columbia River
Gorge and we can bring a real bill to
the floor and have Members debate
their concerns and amend this bill ap-
propriately.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Wis-
consin (Ms. BALDWIN).

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, pro-
ponents of this bill claim that it will
guarantee greater local control. But
for my constituents, nothing could be
further from the truth.

More than 5 years ago, the commu-
nity of Beloit, Wisconsin, began work-
ing with the Bad River Band and the
St. Croix Chippewa Indians to build a
casino in their community. My con-
stituents, through a referendum, ex-
pressed their very strong support for
this project, and local governments
have worked hand-in-hand with the
tribes on a project that the community
deems important to their economic de-
velopment.

For 5 years they have played by the
rules and they are now in the last
weeks of the approval process. Now, as
the community anticipates a final de-
cision on the tribe’s application, this
bill abruptly changes the rules, pos-
sibly denying the local community
what they seek.

The citizens of Beloit, the local gov-
ernments in the area, and the tribes
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who seek to develop this project, are
not seeking any special treatment.
They simply want, and deserve, a fair
decision on the merits of their applica-
tion. After 5 years of following a fair
process, this is no time to change the
rules.

I urge my colleagues to oppose this
bill.

Mr. POMBO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
DENT).

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to speak in favor of H.R. 4893, the Re-
stricting Indian Gaming to Homelands
of Tribes Act of 2006.

The expansion of tribal casinos to
lands whose connection to Native
American culture is limited or attenu-
ated at best. This is a growing problem
throughout the United States. No one
wants to deny Native Americans the
right to pursue government recogni-
tion of their tribal connections and to
celebrate their native cultures.

Increasingly, however, groups anx-
ious to promote casino gambling have
aligned with some Native American
groups for the sole purpose of utilizing
the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act,
IGRA, to promote the establishment of
casinos.

In my district, the Delaware Nation,
which is headquartered in OKklahoma,
has filed suit in Federal court to estab-
lish title to a 315-acre tract of land in
Northampton County, Pennsylvania, so
it can build a gambling facility. More
than 25 families live on this property.
It is also home to the Binney and
Smith Company, on which it has placed
a Crayola crayon manufacturing facil-
ity. The individuals trying to establish
this casino, who all reside out-of-State,
are not concerned about the area’s
homeowners, about the valuable manu-
facturing jobs potentially displaced by
this casino, or about the fact that
Binney and Smith’s Crayola makes a
useful product loved by children all
over the world.
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They are only interested in seeing
working people and seniors gamble
away their hard-earned dollars. H.R.
4983 would effectively end this kind of
reservation shopping. It prohibits gam-
bling on Indian lands outside of the
State in which that tribe is primarily
residing and exercising tribal authority
as of the date of this law’s enactment,
unless those lands are contiguous to
lands currently overseen and occupied
by that tribe.

This prevents a tribe with head-
quarters, in, say, California or OKkla-
homa from acquiring lands in places
like Ohio, Illinois and Pennsylvania,
where there are no federally recognized
Indian tribes, for the sole purpose of
putting a casino on those properties.

Homeowners and business owners
should not be held hostage to out-of-
state casino interests that are willing
to throw people out of their homes and
destroy local businesses in order to fur-
ther the expansion of casino gambling.
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I would ask for all Members to sup-
port H.R. 4893.

Mr. POMBO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. COSTA).

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of this bill. As you may know,
some of you, earlier this year I intro-
duced a bill, H.R. 5125, that would, in
essence, require States to undertake
planning for the siting of Indian gam-
ing facilities, essentially developing a
State master plan before a new class
IITI gaming license could be granted.

We have 22 States in the Nation that
allow for class III gaming. Currently, if
you look at those 22 States, take a
snapshot, there are 339 sovereign na-
tions within those 22 States that could
potentially have legalized gaming.

What happens in the experience that
I have determined in California over
the last 15 years is too often Indian
tribes are at the mercy of shifting po-
litical winds in State government. Ne-
gotiating a tribal-State compact for
the right to engage in class III gaming
on their tribal lands is a process that is
complicated by elections, changing at-
titudes towards the tribe, as well as an
understanding that tribal gaming also
can be a lucrative process and business,
therefore, to the State.

This process I call, or dubbed, is fre-
quently understood as ‘‘let’s make a
deal” time. We have had three Gov-
ernors in California in the last 15 years
that have engaged in that process.

My legislation would not prevent
tribes from engaging in their applica-
tion process or affect any of those that
have already had approval of a com-
pact. But what it would do is develop
some common sense in terms how we
look in the future for prospective gam-
ing under class III licensing with the 22
States that have 339 sovereign nations
that could, but yet do not have com-
pacts, that would allow them to have
class III gaming.

I think it is time that we learned
from the lessons of the last 15 years
and the 22 States across the country
that do have class IIT gaming. Let us
require the States to submit a master
plan to the Secretary of the Interior so
that we know how we will go forward
prospectively as to the impact of that
class III gaming.

Common sense tells us that this
makes, I think, the best process for
planning future gaming in this coun-
try. Although my legislation isn’t a
part of this bill, I continue to work
with Members on both sides of the aisle
to try to put forth an effort to develop
a master plan for those States that, in
fact, do have class III gaming.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from West
Virginia (Mr. RAHALL).

Mr. RAHALL. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman from Michigan, a
very valued member of our Resources
Committee, for yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, I share the concerns of
some on my side of the aisle that this
amendment should have been brought
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to the floor under a rule so that
amendments could be offered by inter-
ested Members.

Indeed, during the Resources Com-
mittee’s deliberations on this measure,
several members issued concerns, and
both the chairman and myself assured
them that they would be considered as
the process moved forward. Yet the Re-
publican leadership chose to schedule
this bill as a suspension, and as such
amendments are not made in order.

With that said, the bill before the
body today is the product of a negotia-
tion which took place between Chair-
man PoMBO and myself as the ranking
member on the Resources Committee.

The original introduced version bill
went too far in my opinion in inter-
fering with tribal sovereignty. As a re-
sult of our negotiations, the version re-
ported by the committee, which is
pending before us, has a great deal
more respect for tribal sovereignty
while still achieving the goal of reining
in off-reservation casino shopping.

Let me be very clear on this point.
The letter the National Congress of
American Indians has sent in opposi-
tion to this bill must be in reference to
the original introduced version, not
what is before us today. That letter al-
leges that a tribe would have to seek
approval of a local government before
gaming could commence. It alleges the
bill would subordinate tribes to local
governments. This is just plain false.

What the bill does require is that a
tribe seeks to establish an agreement
with a local community concerning the
costs of mitigating the impact from
public services that could arise from a
new casino. That is nothing less and
nothing more than good business prac-
tice. It is what most tribes do today.

On the broader issue, there should be
no doubt that this legislation is nec-
essary. According to United South and
Eastern Tribes, which represents 24
federally recognized tribes in the east,
this bill is critical on tracking down
reservation-shopping abuses which are
often funded by shadowy developers.

The president of the organization,
Keller George, in a letter to Congress
states: “This kind of reservation shop-
ping runs counter to the intent of the
Indian Gaming Regulatory Act and
well-established Indian policies.” He
urges the favorable approval of the
pending legislation.

So while I remain concerned about
the process, I am in support of the bill.
I urge Members to vote in favor of it.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. INSLEE).

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to this bill. I think it is im-
portant to note that before we do vio-
lence to the existing situation here
that there has been substantial suc-
cess. In the existing relationships, we
have had only three essential tribes, all
of which have been done with largely
local jurisdictions’ approval. To do sig-
nificant changes to upset that balance
would erode, and I do believe this bill
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as currently written does erode, to a
degree, tribal sovereignty in this re-
gard. For that reason, I don’t believe it
is necessary at this time, and there can
be and should be improvements.

It is disappointing again that democ-
racy isn’t functioning here in this body
in that we are not allowed to offer
amendments on the floor to a very crit-
ical issue involving tribal sovereignty.
We have seen tribes abused historically
in this country. I think that is hap-
pening again today where this bill is
not allowed to be subject to the amend-
ment process on the floor that it
should.

But I also want to note that I believe
that somehow the gaming process has
not assisted folks in these tribes. I just
want to attest, having seen boys and
girls clubs established, in fact, first
boys and girls club on a reservation in
the Toledo reservation in the State of
Washington, as a result of this eco-
nomic activity, there are a lot of good
economic activities happening in these
communities. I think this bill will not
foster them and we should oppose it.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, how much
time remains on each side?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Michigan has 4%2 minutes.
The gentleman from California has 9
minutes.

Mr. KILDEE. Who has the right to
close?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I was here
in 1988 as a Member of the Interior
Committee, and I helped write IGRA. I
am very familiar with it. All laws here
are written on Capitol Hill, not Mount
Sinai, so I know that they are not per-
fect bills. But this has been a good bill.

As I said, from the very beginning, I
told Mr. PoMBO that I admired his
courage to address this situation, but I
do think that it has not been addressed
properly, particularly with equating
sovereign tribes with counties. I would
be glad to work with him, bring this
bill out on regular order where people
could offer amendments on a very, very
important bill.

This bill took us a long time to write
in 1988. We had great debate in 1988 and
great input. We wrote a good bill.

So I date back to those, probably one
of the few who were here when we
wrote that law, and I think that to
amend it in this fashion, particularly
on suspension, and, secondly, treating
sovereign tribes as if they were like
counties which are creatures of States,
treat them as two equals. The Con-
stitution does not say, Congress shall
regulate commerce with foreign na-
tions, the several States, the Indian
tribes and the various counties. It men-
tions the three sovereignties here.
That is very, very important to me,
and we bore that in mind when we
wrote this bill back in 1988.

I would hope, Mr. Speaker, that we
will be able to defeat this today, and
Mr. PoMBO knows. I have talked to him
repeatedly on this. We should sit down
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and see if we can bring a bill out with
some of the provisions, especially the
one treating as equals, two entities
that are not equals, included in a rule
where we can offer amendments on the
floor.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
UDALL).

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. I very
much appreciate the honorable gen-
tleman from Michigan in his yielding
to me, and his leadership on this issue.
There is nobody in this Congress that
respects tribal sovereignty more than
DALE KILDEE. I am very proud to stand
here today with him.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today against pas-
sage of H.R. 4893 under suspension of
the rules. My district in northern New
Mexico is home to more than 16 tribes.
I have heard from many of my con-
stituents, and they are strongly op-
posed to this bill. In fact, I do not
know of a single tribe in the entire
State of New Mexico who wants to see
these changes. I know there are some
States that have serious concerns sur-
rounding tribal gaming issues, and I re-
spect those concerns.

But my State of New Mexico and the
tribes I interact with have approached
gaming and the responsibilities related
to this industry with the utmost integ-
rity and transparency. I am afraid that
this one-size-does-not-fit-all legislation
will have the serious consequence of
undermining 200 years of tribal sov-
ereignty.

I ask that we take another look at
this legislation and then bring it up for
consideration under the regular order
so that amendments are allowed. Mem-
bers deserve a chance to amend this
important legislation, and, sadly, once
again the leadership is stifling debate.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, again, I
wish we had a longer time to debate
this very important bill, a bill that
took us months to put together back in
1998. I regret that. I do look forward to,
however, if we defeat this bill, which I
hope we do, to sit down with Mr.
PoMBO. He knows that I recognize that
there are some things that we can
agree upon in this bill, then bring the
bill out under regular order and let the
House speak its mind.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back my last
second.

Mr. POMBO. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of our time.

Mr. Speaker, over the last 2 years, we
have attempted to address this issue in
the Resources Committee. Two years
ago I put out a draft legislation for dis-
cussion that all of the members of the
committee, all the Members of Con-
gress, and the interested public had an
opportunity to comment on.

We got thousands of comments. We
held hearings, we got thousands of
comments on that draft. We changed
that draft. We took all of the input
that we got, the testimony that we got,
and we put that into that draft, and we
continued to work on it.

Mr. KILDEE, from the very beginning,
raised the issue of sovereignty; and it
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is an important issue to him, as it is to
most of the members of the committee,
that this is something that we wanted
to protect, as it is our constitutional
responsibility to protect the sov-
ereignty of tribes and to negotiate with
tribes, just as it is to negotiate with
states in foreign countries.

We took all of that comment, and we
came up with a new draft, and we put
that out for additional comment. Fi-
nally, we introduced the underlying
bill.

0 1245

Mr. KILDEE brought up the issue of
sovereignty and how we dealt with
that. We changed the bill we are actu-
ally voting on today substantially from
that original draft. The original draft
did give cities a veto power in essence
over trust lands. Many members of the
committee and different attorneys that
we talked to felt that that would not
stand up to a court challenge, and we
took that out.

But what we did do, as Mr. RAHALL
pointed out, we gave local cities and
counties the ability to negotiate with
the tribes to come up with a memo-
randum of understanding so that they
have the ability to make sure that if
there is a major new development that
is going to happen within their commu-
nity that they are held harmless, that
they have some input into that project
going forward, that sewer and water
and transportation needs and other
things, just like if it was a private de-
veloper going in, would be met. That is
the requirement that we put in. That
somehow is now being deciphered as
threatening sovereignty.

I will tell you though, and I want to
make this perfectly clear, if you care
about sovereignty of our Native Amer-
ican tribes in this country, then you
better support this bill, because if we
do not further regulate the expansion
of off-reservation casinos, we will have
an attempt made within this Congress
to threaten that sovereignty, and we
know that that is going to happen be-
cause we have seen it over the last few
years. The proliferation of Indian gam-
ing throughout the country is a threat
to that sovereignty, and we need to do
that.

Mr. KILDEE also talks about in IGRA,
the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act in
1988. It took us years just to draft these
amendments to it. This may have
taken months, but it wasn’t written on
Mount Sinai.

When you helped to write that bill, it
was a $200 million industry. Today it is
a $23 billion industry. We have a re-
sponsibility to regulate that industry.
We have a responsibility as Members of
Congress and the Resources Committee
to do what we have to do in order to
ensure that that sovereignty con-
tinues, because if we don’t that is a
bigger threat to that sovereignty.

I would also say, Mr. Speaker, that
the Speaker of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT) is a
strong supporter of the bill. He asked



September 13, 2006

me to mention that in my closing com-
ments. Unfortunately, he was not able
to make it down here on the floor, but
he will have a statement to add into
the RECORD.

Having said that, I urge passage of
the legislation.

Mr. HASTERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of H.R. 4893
and want to thank Chairman POMBO
and Ranking Member RAHALL for their
hard work on behalf of this important
bipartisan legislation. The practice of
Indian tribes acquiring lands outside
the borders of their tribal homelands
for the purposes of opening casinos—
often called reservation shopping—is a
problem that is spreading throughout
the country. In most cases, it forces
states and local governments into pro-
tracted and costly legal battles. This is
especially true in the State of Illinois
where off-reservation claims have af-
fected thousands of landowners.

When Congress passed the Indian
Gaming Regulatory Act (IGRA) in 1988,
they did not intend to authorize res-
ervation shopping by Tribes. In fact,
IGRA prohibits gaming on all after-ac-
quired lands and only permits off-res-
ervation gaming under extremely lim-
ited circumstances. However, some
Tribes are attempting to take advan-
tage of IGRA’s provisions and move
into lucrative casino markets far from
their reservations and lands where
they have a historical connection.

This legislation puts an end to res-
ervation shopping by prohibiting at-
tempts to establish off-reservation ca-
sinos outside the state where the tribe
currently resides. Most importantly,
this legislation prevents tribes from
filing lawsuits and land claims against
private property owners in hopes of
getting a casino in the settlement.

One example is in my district where
the Prairie Band of Potawatomi Indian
Tribe, based in Kansas, has laid claim
to 1,280 acres of land in DeKalb County.
Their claim is based on an 1829 Treaty
between the United States and United
Tribes of the Chippewa, Ottawa and
Potawatomi that granted the DeKalb
acreage for the ‘‘use’ of a chief named
Shab-eh-nay and ‘‘his band.” Shab-eh-
nay left the land in the 1830’s and
moved to Kansas with his band. In fact,
on December 1, 1845, Shab-eh-nay sold
640 acres of the property for $1200—a
deed which I have a copy of right
here—and federal agencies determined
that the land had been reverted to fed-
eral ownership when he moved west.

Nonetheless, the Tribe asserts that
the 1829 Treaty granted a permanent
title to the land that could only be
taken away by an Act of Congress.
Their claim is based solely on a letter
written on the final day of the Clinton
Administration by U.S. Department of
Interior Solicitor John Leshy that the
Tribe had a ‘‘credible’” claim to the
land.

However, instead of requesting that
the Department of Interior formally
recognize that claim and have the land
taken into trust, the Tribe made an
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open-market purchase of 128 acres of
land and declared through a Tribal
Council Resolution their sovereign au-
thority and jurisdiction over the prop-
erty.

It should be noted that according to
the Department of Interior, the Tribe
has never officially contacted the De-
partment about their claim to this
land. Not to mention that another
tribe, the Ottawa Tribe of Oklahoma,
has made a competing claim to the
same land.

Shortly after presenting the resolu-
tion to the County, the Tribe at-
tempted to begin work on construction
of a satellite office on the property,
which the land is not currently zoned
for. As a result, the County was forced
to issue a stop work order on the
project. Subsequently, the Tribe sched-
uled a public hearing regarding their
proposed change in land use. Ulti-
mately, the Tribe’s intention is to con-
struct a $715 million ‘‘first class gam-
ing, entertainment and resort complex
on 1,280 acres of land” according to
their proposal issued in 2003. This is de-
spite the fact that tribal gaming is not
allowed under State law.

Rather than take the steps outlined
by IGRA, and apply to have their land
taken into trust by the Department of
Interior, the Tribe has instead chosen
to force costly legal action by the
County for the purpose of having their
claim heard in court. This is clearly an
attempt to circumvent the review proc-
ess by the Department of Interior.

Mr. Speaker, even the Supreme Court
ruled in 2005 that an Indian Nation can-
not regain the sovereignty of lands
through open market land purchases.
Nonetheless, these claims persist and
put private landowners and local gov-
ernments at risk. Without congres-
sional action, these claims could estab-
lish a dangerous precedent whereby
tribes could, and would, locate casinos
in any state where gaming is allowed.

Mr. Speaker, it is my opinion that
H.R. 4893 is especially important for
the sake of protecting private land-
owners who have a legitimate right to
their land, while providing fair and rea-
sonable treatment for Indian Tribes. I
strongly encourage my colleagues to
support this important and common-
sense legislation.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in opposition to H.R. 4893,
amending section 20 of the Indian Gaming
Regulatory Act to restrict off-reservation gam-
ing.
gThis bill amends the Indian Gaming Regu-
latory Act for the first time since 1988. The bill
would require Tribes to enter into compacts
with local government entities, in addition to
State governments, to conduct casino-style
and non-casino-style gaming (such as bingo).

The U.S. Constitution article 1, section 8 ac-
knowledges Indian Tribes as governments,
equal to states and foreign nations. H.R. 4893
includes a provision that forces Tribes to enter
into binding negotiations and arbitration with
counties and parishes. This is directly counter
to the constitutional provision recognizing Trib-
al governments as sovereign nations equal to
Federal and State governments.
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| oppose this bill because it is inconsistent
with and dismissive of current law and policy.
The National Indian Gaming Association, Na-
tional Congress of American Indians, Native
American Rights Fund, and the National In-
dian Business Association have all expressed
concern that this bill requires Indian tribes to
negotiate financial arrangements with local
municipalities and counties, rather than the ar-
rangement of government-to-government inter-
actions, which is the current precedent.

Indian tribes are sovereign entities, and as
such negotiate in government-to-government
settings. The provision in this bill to require In-
dian tribal governments to negotiate with mu-
nicipalities and counties in effect replaces the
state government partner with a sub-govern-
ment entity. This intrusive action violates the
constitutional principle of tribal sovereignty.

A bill with consequences this far-reaching
deserves thorough consideration and debate.
The fact that this bill has been placed on the
suspension calendar, and thus is not subject
to amendment, is irresponsible. Tribal sov-
ereignty is a bedrock principle of American
law. It should not be dismissed without proper
debate that allows every concerned and af-
fected Member of Congress to participate.

The Department of the Interior is presently
reviewing Section 20 in order to publish regu-
lations pertaining to the economic opportuni-
ties, liability and jurisdictional issues, and pol-
icy implications for the greater American In-
dian community. In March, the Committee on
Resources heard Mr. James Cason, Associate
Deputy Secretary of the Interior, give testi-
mony in which he expressed the need to re-
view and work on certain elements of the bill.
To my knowledge, the issues have not been
resolved to the satisfaction of all of the Mem-
bers of the Committee, let alone Members of
Congress who are not on the Resources Com-
mittee.

This bill does not belong on the suspension
calendar, and should instead be open to re-
view and amendment by all Members of Con-
gress.

| urge my colleagues to speak up for proper
procedure in this House, as well as respect
the precedent that this bill ignores.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I agree with
the proposition that it makes no sense
to allow tribes to establish gambling
casinos in territories that have no rela-
tionship to the tribe. But, I am voting
against this bill because I believe that
people who disagree with me ought to
have the right to offer an amendment—
for example, those who want to limit
Indian tribes’ ability to establish off-
reservation casinos but would make an
exception if the effort is supported by
local officials—county board, city
council, mayor—or if it is approved by
referendum. But, this bill is arrogantly
presented in a take it or leave it fash-
ion which would not allow amendments
to accomplish that.

Without amendments such as that,
this bill is going nowhere. It is simply
a cynical effort by the Committee
Chairman and the House Republican
leadership to pose for political holy
pictures by pretending that they are
doing something by pushing a bill that
is going nowhere.

Even though I am troubled by some
provisions of the bill, I could vote for it
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after the House has had an opportunity
to consider legitimate amendments to
it. But, I will not accept something
that is arbitrarily presented on a take
it or leave it basis.

One problem in dealing with this
issue is that people on both sides of the
question have abused the process.
Some tribes have abused existing law
and have established casinos in terri-
tory totally unrelated to their own ter-
ritorial base and have attempted to run
roughshod over local officials in the
process. And, on the other side, the
committee and the House leadership
have abused the process by refusing to
allow amendments to the bill.

If this bill were the product of nego-
tiations, I could even accept that. But,
the committee has chosen to arbi-
trarily bring this take it or leave it
proposal to the House floor and has not
even had the courtesy to provide a
committee report to explain and help
analyze the bill.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, | stand in strong
opposition to H.R. 4893. This legislation seeks
to make drastic changes to the Indian Gaming
Regulatory Act without the option to offer
amendments or have a full debate on the floor
of the House of Representatives.

Instead of offering legislation that would
weaken tribal sovereignty, Congress should be
working hard to ensure American Indians are
protected from corrupt lobbyists and given the
means to care for their members.

Mr. Speaker, it is time for this Congress to
take a stand for millions of American Indians
throughout the country by voting against H.R.
4893.

Ms. HERSETH. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
opposition to H.R. 4893. All nine sovereign
Tribes in South Dakota have asked me to op-
pose this legislation. | take my responsibility to
consult with Tribes very seriously and share
their concerns that this bill will create an un-
necessary and unprecedented infringement on
Tribal sovereignty.

Though gaming has transformed tribal
economies in many places, the harsh reality is
that Native Americans remain the poorest peo-
ple in our country. This was confirmed only a
few weeks ago in the Census Bureau’s annual
poverty report. Gaming alone has not—and
will not—fix this problem.

The right of Tribes to conduct gaming is a
manifestation of tribal sovereignty and one of
its many benefits. Sovereignty allows tribes to
move forward with economic development op-
portunities and to draw strength from their rich
history. Sovereignty, and not gaming, is the
most valuable tool to lift Indian Country out of
poverty. | urge my colleagues to support sov-
ereignty and vote against H.R. 4598.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, | would like to
thank the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. KiL-
DEE, for all of his efforts to defend the rights
of the first people to inhabit our great Nation.

| strongly oppose H.R. 4893, which would
amend the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act to
restrict Indian gaming and subject Indian tribes
to the whims of local governments.

The United States Constitution recognizes
Indian Tribes as sovereign governments,
equal to States and Foreign Nations. H.R.
4893 would force Indian Tribes to enter into
agreements with counties in order to operate
gaming facilities. Tribes are already required
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to negotiate gaming compacts with State gov-
ernments. Requiring Tribes to negotiate with
local governments is a blatant violation of their
sovereignty.

The California Nations Indian Gaming Asso-
ciation, which represents many tribes in my
home State of California, is firmly opposed to
this bill.

Never before in the history of our Nation
have tribes been required to negotiate with
local governments. | urge my colleagues to
oppose this bill and protect the sovereign
rights of American Indian Tribes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, extreme
care should be exercised when Congress leg-
islates in areas affecting tribal sovereignty and
issues important to Native Americans.

It is troubling that H.R. 4893 comes to the
House floor under a suspension of the rules,
which implies the bill is non-controversial and
is one which has consensus support and no
need of extensive debate or modification.

This is not the case with this attempt to
amend the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act. The
National Congress of American Indians, the
National Indian Gaming Association, and sev-
eral tribes in the State of Oregon have ex-
pressed their opposition. The rules suspension
does not permit Congress to debate potential
changes and indeed all debate is severely lim-
ited.

| am deeply concerned that any changes to
the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act be carefully
considered and fair and balanced for all par-
ties involved. Sadly, this proposal does not
meet that test.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, today the Re-
publican leadership decided to consider legis-
lation that would substantially revise the Indian
Gaming Regulatory Act (IGRA)—the first time
we have been allowed to address our con-
cerns with IGRA since it was enacted in 1988.
The bill we are voting for today, while it does
much to stop the most egregious forms of res-
ervation shopping allowed by IGRA, is not
wholly adequate. Suspending the House rules
to vote on this bill forces my colleagues and
me to settle for a makeshift and inadequate
solution to the proliferating problem of off-res-
ervation gaming. Since Mr. POMBO’S bill fails
to thoroughly address the gaming issues fac-
ing my constituents, | would have liked the op-
portunity to offer an amendment that reflects
the concerns of the people in Marin and
Sonoma Counties. | sincerely hope that the
Republican Majority will allow for a full debate
that includes the opportunity for Members to
amend this bill, as we should not shortchange
our constituents in the process of passing this
important piece of legislation. Circumventing
traditional House procedure, obstructing de-
bate, and forcing us to vote on inadequate
legislation is wrong, and | will be voting “no”
on H.R. 4893.

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of H.R. 4893, the Restricting Indian
Gaming to Homelands of Tribes Act. The bill
before us improves upon the Indian Gaming
Regulatory Act (IGRA) by restricting the inter-
state expansion of Indian gambling and includ-
ing states and local communities in the appli-
cation review process at the Department of In-
terior. | intend to vote in favor of this bill as it
does improve upon the existing law, however
| believe IGRA is deeply flawed and in need
of more far-reaching reforms in the future.

Congress passed the Indian Gaming Regu-
latory Act in 1988 in reaction to an ongoing
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expansion of casino-style gambling on res-
ervations. Following the Supreme Court’s
Cabazon ruling that states did not have the
authority to regulate tribal casinos, Congress
elected to establish a framework for Indian
gambling in an effort to control its growth. De-
spite IGRA’s passage, or some would say be-
cause of it, annual Indian gambling revenues
exploded from $100 million in 1988 to over
$23 billion in 2005 alone. Today, there are
over 410 tribal gaming operations in 32 states.

IGRA requires states to negotiate compacts
with tribes wishing to establish casinos. If a
state refuses to negotiate, the tribe can sue or
the Secretary of Interior can unilaterally grant
a casino license to the tribe. In other words,
tribes are free to operate casinos in states or
communities that do not desire such enter-
prises. H.R. 4893 attempts to address this
problem by requiring tribes applying for a ca-
sino license to enter into a memorandum of
understanding with local communities regard-
ing shared infrastructure needs, such as roads
or utilities, and by requiring the concurrence of
a state’s governor. However, these provisions
only apply on a prospective basis, exempting
23 pending casino applications from the addi-
tional requirements. | believe the bill should
have applied to these applications as well.
Furthermore, the underlying IGRA requirement
on states to negotiate compacts or else have
a compact dictated by federal officials raises
serious constitutional and federalism concerns
as a possible violation of the 10th Amend-
ment.

| strongly support the RIGHT Act's ban on
so-called “reservation shopping,” preventing a
tribe that already has land in trust from acquir-
ing non-contiguous lands for gaming pur-
poses. | also applaud the bill’s ban on out-of-
state off-reservation casinos.

Mr. Speaker, the RIGHT Act is a good bill.
While | would like to have seen a stronger bill
that undertook more basic reforms of IGRA,
the RIGHT Act does take several steps for-
ward by involving local communities and
states and installing limits on the expansion of
tribal gaming off-reservation and across state
lines. | urge my colleagues to support the bill,
and continue to work toward further reform in
the future.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, | have always
opposed using the suspension process for
consideration of controversial legislation. Once
again, the Republican leadership is abusing
the suspension process to limit debate by
bringing H.R. 4893 to the floor as a suspen-
sion item. Accordingly, | cannot vote to sus-
pend the rules.

Mr. POMBO. Mr. Speaker, I have no
additional speakers, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
PoMBO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4893, 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. KILDEE. 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



September 13, 2006

Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this question will be
postponed.

————

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS MEDICAL FACILITY AU-
THORIZATION ACT OF 2006

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 5815) to authorize major medical
facility projects and major medical fa-
cility leases for the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs for fiscal years 2006 and
2007, and for other purposes, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 5815

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘“‘Department of Veterans Affairs Medical
Facility Authorization Act of 2006°".

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
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tion, and operation of a major
medical facility project,
Charleston, South Carolina.
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replacement site, Denver Colo-
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tain major medical facility con-
struction projects previously
authorized in connection with
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tiative.
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provements in San Juan, Puer-
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Sec. 13. Report on option for construction of a
Department of Veterans Affairs
medical center in Okaloosa Coun-
ty, Florida.

SEC. 2. AUTHORIZATION OF MAJOR MEDICAL FA-

CILITY PROJECT, BILOXI AND GULF-
PORT, MISSISSIPPI.

(a) PROJECT AUTHORIZATION.—The Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs may carry out a
major medical facility project for restora-
tion of the Department of Veterans Affairs
Medical Center, Biloxi, Mississippi, and con-
solidation of services performed at the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Cen-
ter, Gulfport, Mississippi.

(b) CoST LIMITATION.—The project author-
ized by subsection (a) shall be carried out in
an amount not to exceed $310,000,000.
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(c) REQUIREMENT FOR JOINT-USE FACIL-
ITY.—The project authorized by subsection
(a) may only be carried out as part of a joint-
use facility shared by the Department of
Veterans Affairs with Keesler Air Force
Base, Biloxi, Mississippi.

SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION OF DESIGN, CONSTRUC-
TION, AND OPERATION OF MAJOR
MEDICAL FACILITY PROJECT, NEW
ORLEANS, LOUISIANA.

(a) AGREEMENT AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs may enter into an
agreement with the Louisiana State Univer-
sity to design, construct, and operate a co-
located, joint-use medical facility in or near
New Orleans to replace the medical center
facility for the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center, New Orleans, Lou-
isiana, damaged by Hurricane Katrina in Au-
gust 2005.

(b) COST LIMITATION.—Advance planning
and design for a co-located, joint-use medical
facility in or near New Orleans under sub-
section (a) shall be carried out in an amount
not to exceed $100,000,000.

SEC. 4. AUTHORIZATION OF DESIGN, CONSTRUC-
TION, AND OPERATION OF A MAJOR
MEDICAL FACILITY PROJECT,
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA.

(a) AGREEMENT AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs may enter into an
agreement with the Medical University of
South Carolina to design, construct, and op-
erate a co-located joint-use medical facility
in Charleston, South Carolina, to replace the
Ralph H. Johnson Department of Veterans
Affairs Medical Center, Charleston, South
Carolina.

(b) COST LIMITATION.—Advance planning
and design for a co-located, joint-use medical
facility in Charleston, South Carolina, under
subsection (a) shall be carried out in an
amount not to exceed $70,000,000.

SEC. 5. AUTHORIZATION OF SITE PURCHASE FOR
MAJOR MEDICAL FACILITY
PROJECT, REPLACEMENT SITE, DEN-
VER COLORADO.

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs may enter into an agreement
to purchase a site for the replacement of the
Department of Veterans Affairs Medical Cen-
ter, Denver, Colorado, in an amount not to
exceed $98,000,000.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall submit to
the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of the
Senate and House of Representatives a re-
port identifying and outlining the various
options available to the Department for re-
placing the current Department of Veterans
Affairs Medical Center, Denver, Colorado.
The report shall include the following:

(1) The feasibility of entering into a part-
nership with a Federal, State, or local gov-
ernmental agency, or a suitable non-profit
organization, for the construction and oper-
ation of a new facility.

(2) The medical, legal, and financial impli-
cations of each of the options identified, in-
cluding recommendations regarding any
statutory changes necessary for the Depart-
ment to carry out any of the options identi-
fied.

(3) A detailed cost-benefit analysis of each
of the options identified.

(4) Estimates regarding the length of time
and associated costs needed to complete such
a facility under each of the options identi-
fied.

SEC. 6. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATION FOR
CERTAIN MAJOR MEDICAL FACILITY
CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS PRE-
VIOUSLY AUTHORIZED IN CONNEC-
TION WITH CAPITAL ASSET RE-
ALIGNMENT INITIATIVE.

The Secretary of Veterans Affairs may
carry out the following major medical facil-
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ity projects, with each such project to be
carried out in the amount specified for that
project:

(1) Construction of an outpatient clinic and
regional office at the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs Medical Center, Anchorage,
Alaska, in an amount not to exceed
$75,270,000.

(2) Consolidation of clinical and adminis-
trative functions of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs Medical Center, Cleveland,
Ohio, and the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center, Brecksville, Ohio, in an
amount not to exceed $102,300,000.

(3) Construction of the extended care build-
ing at the Department of Veterans Affairs
Medical Center, Des Moines, Iowa, in an
amount not to exceed $25,000,000.

(4) Renovation of patient wards at the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Cen-
ter, Durham, North Carolina, in an amount
not to exceed $9,100,000.

(6) Correction of patient privacy defi-
ciencies at the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center, Gainesville, Florida, in
an amount not to exceed $85,200,000.

(6) Tth and 8th floor wards modernization
addition at the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center, Indianapolis, Indiana,
in an amount not to exceed $27,400,000.

(7) Construction of a new medical center
facility at the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center, Las Vegas, Nevada, in
an amount not to exceed $406,000,000.

(8) Construction of an ambulatory surgery/
outpatient diagnostic support center in the
Gulf South Submarket of Veterans Inte-
grated Service Network (VISN) 8 and com-
pletion of Phase I land purchase, L.ee Coun-
ty, Florida, in an amount not to exceed
$65,100,000.

(9) Seismic corrections, Buildings 7 and 126,
Department of Veterans Affairs Medical Cen-
ter, Long Beach, California, in an amount
not to exceed $107,845,000.

(10) Seismic corrections, Buildings 500 and
501, Department of Veterans Affairs Medical
Center, Los Angeles, California, in an
amount not to exceed $79,900,000.

(11) Construction of a new medical center
facility, Orlando, Florida, to be located at
the site in Lake Nona known as site selec-
tion C, which is directly south of the inter-
change between SR-417 and Lake Nona Bou-
levard and is part of a science and research
park that is likely to include the proposed
campus of the medical school of the Univer-
sity of Central Florida, in an amount not to
exceed $377,700,000.

(12) Consolidation of campuses at the Uni-
versity Drive and H. John Heinz III divisions,
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in an amount not
to exceed $189,205,000.

(13) Ward upgrades and expansion at the
Department of Veterans Affairs Medical Cen-
ter, San Antonio, Texas, in an amount not to
exceed $19,100,000.

(14) Construction of a spinal cord injury
center, Department of Veterans Affairs Med-
ical Center, Syracuse, New York, in an
amount not to exceed $77,700,000.

(15) Upgrade essential electrical distribu-
tion systems, Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center, Tampa, Florida, in an
amount not to exceed $49,000,000.

(16) Expansion of the spinal cord injury
center addition, Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center, Tampa, Florida, in an
amount not to exceed $7,100,000.

(17) Blind rehabilitation and psychiatric
bed renovation and new construction project,
Department of Veterans Affairs Medical Cen-
ter, Temple, Texas, in an amount not to ex-
ceed $56,000,000.

SEC. 7. AUTHORIZATION OF MAJOR MEDICAL FA-
CILITY LEASES.

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2006 LEASES.—The Sec-

retary of Veterans Affairs may carry out the
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following major medical facility leases in

fiscal year 2006 at the locations specified, in

an amount for each lease not to exceed the
amount specified for that location:

(1) For an outpatient clinic, Baltimore,
Maryland, $10,908,000.

(2) For an outpatient clinic, Evansville, In-
diana, $8,989,000.

(3) For an outpatient clinic, Smith County,
Texas, $5,093,000.

(b) FISCAL YEAR 2007 LEASES.—The Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs may carry out the
following major medical facility leases in
fiscal year 2007 at the locations specified, in
an amount for each lease not to exceed the
amount specified for that location:

(1) For an outpatient and specialty care
clinic, Austin, Texas, $6,163,000.

(2) For an outpatient clinic, Lowell, Massa-
chusetts, $2,520,000.

(3) For an outpatient clinic, Grand Rapids,
Michigan, $4,409,000.

(4) For up to four outpatient clinics, Las
Vegas, Nevada, $8,518,000.

(56) For an outpatient clinic, Parma, Ohio,
$5,032,000.

SEC. 8. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR
FISCAL YEAR 2006 MAJOR MEDICAL FACILITY
PROJECTS.—There is authorized to be appro-
priated to the Secretary of Veterans Affairs
for fiscal year 2006 for the Construction,
Major Projects, account, a total of
$578,000,000, of which—

(1) $310,000,000 is for the project authorized
in section 2;

(2) $100,000,000 is for the advance planning
and design authorized in section 3;

(3) $70,000,000 is for the advanced planning
authorized in section 4; and

(4) $98,000,000 is for the purchase of a site
authorized in section 5.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR
MAJOR MEDICAL FACILITY PROJECTS UNDER
CAPITAL ASSET REALIGNMENT INITIATIVE.—
There is authorized to be appropriated for
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs for fiscal
year 2007 for the Construction, Major
Projects, account, $1,758,920,000 for the
projects specified in section 6.

(¢) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR
MAJOR MEDICAL FACILITY LEASES.—

(1) FISCAL YEAR 2006 LEASES.—There is au-
thorized to be appropriated for the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs for fiscal year 2006 for the
Medical Care account, $24,990,000 for the
leases authorized in section 7(a).

(2) FISCAL YEAR 2007 LEASES.—There is au-
thorized to be appropriated for the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs for fiscal year 2007 for the
Medical Care account, $26,642,000 for the
leases authorized in section 7(b).

(d) LIMITATION.—The projects authorized in
sections 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 may only be carried
out using—

(1) funds appropriated for fiscal year 2006
or 2007 pursuant to the authorization of ap-
propriations in subsections (a), (b), and (c);

(2) funds available for Construction, Major
Projects, for a fiscal year before fiscal year
2006 that remain available for obligation;

(3) funds available for Construction, Major
Projects, for a fiscal year after fiscal year
2006 or 2007 that are available for obligation;
and

(4) funds appropriated for Construction,
Major Projects, for fiscal year 2006 or 2007 for
a category of activity not specific to a
project.

SEC. 9. SENSE OF CONGRESS AND REPORT ON
OPTION FOR MEDICAL FACILITY IM-
PROVEMENTS IN SAN JUAN, PUERTO
RICO.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—Recognizing that
concern for the need for medical facility im-
provements in San Juan, Puerto Rico, is not
being adequately addressed, it is the sense of
Congress that the Secretary of Veterans Af-
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fairs should take steps to explore all options
for addressing that concern, including the
option of a public/private partnership to con-
struct and operate a facility that would re-
place the current Department of Veterans
Affairs medical center in San Juan, Puerto
Rico.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall submit to
the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of the
Senate and House of Representatives a re-
port identifying and outlining the various
options available to the Department for re-
placing the current Department of Veterans
Affairs Medical Center, San Juan, Puerto
Rico. The report shall include the following:

(1) The feasibility of entering into a part-
nership with a Federal, Commonwealth, or
local governmental agency, or a suitable
non-profit organization, for the construction
and operation of a new facility.

(2) The medical, legal, and financial impli-
cations of each of the options identified, in-
cluding recommendations regarding any
statutory changes necessary for the Depart-
ment to carry out any of the options identi-
fied.

(3) A detailed cost-benefit analysis of each
of the options identified.

(4) Estimates regarding the length of time
and associated costs needed to complete such
a facility under each of the options identi-
fied.

SEC. 10. LAND CONVEYANCE, CITY OF FORT
THOMAS, KENTUCKY.

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs may convey to the
city of Fort Thomas, Kentucky (in this sec-
tion referred to as the ‘‘City”’), all right,
title, and interest of the United States in
and to a parcel of real property, including
the 15 structures located thereon, consisting
of approximately 11.75 acres that is managed
by the Department of Veterans Affairs and
located in the northeastern portion of Tower
Park in Fort Thomas, Kentucky. Any such
conveyance shall be subject to valid existing
rights, easements, and rights-of-way.

(b) CONSIDERATION.—AS consideration for
the conveyance under subsection (a), the
City shall pay to the United States an
amount equal to the fair market value of the
conveyed real property, as determined by the
Secretary.

(¢) TREATMENT OF CONSIDERATION.—The
consideration received under subsection (b)
shall be deposited, at the discretion of the
Secretary, in the ‘‘Medical facilities’ ac-
count or the ‘“‘Construction, minor projects”
account (or a combination of those accounts)
and shall be available to the Secretary, with-
out limitation and until expended—

(1) to cover costs incurred by the Secretary
associated with the environmental remedi-
ation of the real property before conveyance
under subsection (a); and

(2) with any funds remaining after the Sec-
retary has covered costs as required under
paragraph (1), for acquisition of a site for use
as a parking facility, or contract (by lease or
otherwise) for the operation of a parking fa-
cility, to be used in connection with the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Facil-
ity, Cincinnati, Ohio.

(d) RELEASE FROM LIABILITY.—Effective on
the date of the conveyance under subsection
(a), the United States shall not be liable for
damages arising out of any act, omission, or
occurrence relating to the conveyed real
property, but shall continue to be liable for
damages caused by acts of negligence com-
mitted by the United States or by any em-
ployee or agent of the United States before
the date of conveyance, consistent with
chapter 171 of title 28, United States Code.

(e) PAYMENT OF COSTS OF CONVEYANCE.—

(1) PAYMENT REQUIRED.—The Secretary
shall require the City to cover costs to be in-
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curred by the Secretary, or to reimburse the
Secretary for costs incurred by the Sec-
retary, to carry out the conveyance under
subsection (a), including survey costs, costs
related to environmental documentation,
and other administrative costs related to the
conveyance. If amounts are collected from
the City in advance of the Secretary incur-
ring the actual costs, and the amount col-
lected exceeds the costs actually incurred by
the Secretary to carry out the conveyance,
the Secretary shall refund the excess amount
to the City.

(2) TREATMENT OF AMOUNTS RECEIVED.—
Amounts received as reimbursement under
paragraph (1) shall be credited to the fund or
account that was used to cover the costs in-
curred by the Secretary in carrying out the
conveyance. Amounts so credited shall be
merged with amounts in such fund or ac-
count and shall be available for the same
purposes, and subject to the same conditions
and limitations, as amounts in such fund or
account.

(f) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact
acreage and legal description of the real
property to be conveyed under subsection (a)
shall be determined by a survey satisfactory
to the Secretary.

(g) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—
The Secretary may require such additional
terms and conditions in connection with the
conveyance under subsection (a) as the Sec-
retary considers necessary to protect the in-
terests of the United States.

SEC. 11. ESTABLISHMENT WITHIN THE DEPART-
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS OF A
CAREER POSITION RESPONSIBLE
FOR DEPARTMENT-WIDE CONSTRUC-
TION AND FACILITIES MANAGE-
MENT.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF POSITION.—Chapter 3
of title 38, United States Code, is amended by
inserting after section 312 the following new
section:

“§ 312A. Director, Construction and Facilities

Management

‘‘(a) CAREER POSITION.—There is in the De-
partment the position of Director, Construc-
tion and Facilities Management. The posi-
tion of Director, Construction and Facilities
Management, is a career position with re-
sponsibility for construction and facilities
management across the Department, includ-
ing responsibility for all major and minor
construction projects. The individual ap-
pointed as Director shall be appointed by the
Secretary and shall provide direct support to
the Secretary and report to the Deputy Sec-
retary of the Department.

‘“(b) QUALIFICATIONS.—The individual ap-
pointed to the position of Director, Con-
struction and Facilities Management, shall
be an individual who—

‘(1) holds an undergraduate or master’s de-
gree in architectural design or engineering;
and

‘“(2) has substantive professional experi-
ence in the area of construction project man-
agement.

‘‘(¢c) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The individual ap-
pointed to the position of Director, Con-
struction and Facilities Management, shall
be responsible for overseeing and managing
the planning, design, construction, and fa-
cilities operation, including infrastructure,
of the Department’s major and minor con-
struction projects and performing such other
functions as the Secretary prescribes. Such
oversight and management responsibilities
shall include each of the following:

‘(1) Developing and updating short and
long-range strategic capital investment
strategies and plans.

‘(2) Planning, designing, and building fa-
cilities, determining architectural and engi-
neering requirements as well as ensuring
compliance with all applicable laws relating
to the Department’s construction program.
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“(8) Overseeing and managing the con-
struction of Department facilities.

‘‘(4) Managing the Department’s short and
long-term leasing activity.

‘() Repairing and maintaining the Depart-
ment’s facilities, including custodial serv-
ices, building management and administra-
tion, and maintenance of roads, grounds, and
infrastructure.

‘(6) Managing the procurement and acqui-
sition processes, including contract award
related to design, construction, furnishing,
and supplies and equipment.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of such chapter is
amended by inserting after the item relating
to section 312 the following new item:
¢“312A. Director, Construction and Facilities

Management.”’.
SEC. 12. BUSINESS PLANS FOR ENHANCED AC-
CESS TO OUTPATIENT CARE IN CER-
TAIN RURAL AREAS.

(a) REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall sub-
mit to the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs
of the Senate and House of Representatives a
business plan for enhanced access to out-
patient care (as described in subsection (b))
for primary care, mental health care, and
specialty care in each of the following areas:

(1) The Lewiston-Auburn area of Maine.

(2) The area of Houlton, Maine.

(3) The area of Dover-Foxcroft, Maine.

(4) Whiteside County, Illinois.

(b) MEANS OF ENHANCED ACCESS.—The
means of enhanced access to outpatient care
to be covered by the business plans under
subsection (a) are, with respect to each area
specified in that subsection, one or more of
the following:

(1) New sites of care.

(2) Expansions at existing sites of care.

(3) Use of existing authority and policies to
contract for care where necessary.

(4) Increased use of telemedicine.

SEC. 13. REPORT ON OPTION FOR CONSTRUC-
TION OF A DEPARTMENT OF VET-
ERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER
IN OKALOOSA COUNTY, FLORIDA.

Not later than 180 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Veterans
Affairs shall submit to the Committees on Vet-
erans’ Affairs of the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives a report identifying and outlining
the various options available to the Department
for the placement of a Department of Veterans
Affairs Medical Center in Okaloosa County,
Florida. The report shall include the following:

(1) The feasibility of entering into a partner-
ship with Eglin Air Force Base for the construc-
tion and operation of a new, joint Department
of Veterans Affairs-Department of Defense facil-
ity.

(2) The medical, legal, and financial implica-
tions of each of the options identified, including
recommendations regarding any statutory
changes necessary for the Department to carry
out any of the options identified.

(3) A detailed cost-benefit analysis of each of
the options identified.

(4) Estimates regarding the length of time and
associated costs needed to complete such a facil-
ity under each of the options identified.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from In-
diana (Mr. BUYER) and the gentleman
from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Indiana.

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

H.R. 5815, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs Medical Facility Author-
ization Act of 2006, would ensure that
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we will act officially and provide the
right facilities at the right places
given the current veteran populations
that we can expect in the coming
years.

I thank my colleagues, HENRY
BROWN, the chairman of our Sub-
committee on Health, and MIKE

MICHAUD, the subcommittee ranking
member, for their hard work on a bi-
partisan bill that deploys new models
for providing health care. These models
show great promise for veterans who
want cutting-edge care as close to their
home as possible.

Mr. Speaker, the very nature of
health care delivery has changed dra-
matically over the last 15 years, yet
the VA has not built a single hospital
in that time. Some challenges ahead of
us deal with, for example, in New Orle-
ans the damage by Hurricane Katrina
and that along the coast of Mississippi.
Some put a price tag on a new New Or-
leans VA facility at around $600 mil-
lion. I recently toured a new cutting-
edge tertiary care hospital in Indiana
built for about $280 million. So trying
to figure out how we build new hos-
pitals for the government and at the
same time trying to do one that is cost
effective is the challenge.

When we look at the VA, the VA has
some aging infrastructure and we must
replace some facilities, not only the
ones damaged by the hurricanes, but
also we need to modernize others. This
bill will help rationalize the work, in-
cluding the actions necessary along the
Gulf Coast where we restored the VA
medical centers in Biloxi and in New
Orleans.

We will also move forward with con-
struction in Charleston, South Caro-
lina, with regard to delivering a new
model, and Mr. BROWN will be talking
about that in a moment. We will be
purchasing property in Denver. We will
work toward a facility in San Juan,
Puerto Rico. The bill would authorize
the construction of 17 major facility
projects authorized in the last session
of Congress, including Las Vegas and
Orlando, all of which align with the de-
mand projected for the next two dec-
ades.

Mr. Speaker, after World War II, the
VA faced a huge influx of returning
service members and a worrisome
shortage of doctors. Responding to the
challenge, the VA in 1946 formed its af-
filiation program with medical schools.

A wise decision at the VA, made two
generations ago by some far-seeing
leaders, among them Army General
Omar Bradley, a post war VA adminis-
trator, enabled the agency to avail
itself of the country’s best doctors and
nurses, and opened VA to the country’s
best health care practices, ensuring it
had the capacity to care for millions of
new patients.

According to VA, more than 150 VA
facilities have affiliations with more
than 100 medical schools, dozens of den-
tal schools and more than 1,200 other
schools across the country. VA trains
50,000 students and residents each year,
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more than half of the physicians prac-
ticing in the United States, and a simi-
lar portion of nurses, I might add, have
experienced parts of their professional
education in the VA health care sys-
tem. The VA has built up considerable
experience leveraging service and qual-
ity throughout this collaboration.

As the visionaries of 1946 dared to
look beyond the familiar patterns, we
must now be willing to consider the
possibilities that new ideas generate.
These new ideas can also generate con-
troversy. Some veterans are concerned
that some form of collaboration may
dilute the ‘‘veterans’ identity’ of a VA
hospital. That is not an intention on
our part at all.

Mr. Speaker, the facts show that the
last 50 years of affiliation have meant
better VA care for veterans. If a vet-
eran in the Capital area went to Wash-
ington, DC Veteran Center for an emer-
gency, that veteran would likely be
seen by a doctor also on staff at the
George Washington University Medical
Center. A veteran being seen at the
Ralph Johnson VA Medical Center in
Charleston, South Carolina, is almost
certain, the chances are about 90 per-
cent, to be seen by a doctor also on
staff with the Medical University of
South Carolina. You do not hear com-
plaints from veterans about these ar-
rangements.

H.R. 5815 would position VA to lever-
age existing affiliation relationships
with top notch medical universities
and build a new relationship with these
universities, while preserving the vet-
erans’ identity through a collaboration
of shared facilities.

In Biloxi, the bill would take advan-
tage of the joint-use facility being
shared with Keesler Air Force Base in
Biloxi.

Veterans in the New Orleans area
would benefit from a new agreement
that we are most hopeful could have
fruition with Louisiana State Univer-
sity for the construction and operation
of a collocated joint-use medical facil-
ity.

In Charleston, South Carolina, we
would move forward with the building
and operation of a joint-use facility
with the Medical University of South
Carolina.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation would
authorize the purchase of a site in Den-
ver for the ultimate replacement of the
medical facility there and would re-
quire the VA to report to us and our
Senate counterpart on the viability of
engaging in a public-private partner-
ship that would reduce taxpayer bur-
den as construction begins.

Mr. Speaker, resources are not on the
side of isolated facilities. Enhanced
collaboration means that the most ex-
pensive equipment, such as medical im-
aging devices, could be shared between
VA and university facilities. As new
technology becomes available with its
inevitable steep price tag, it could be
more easily acquired through these col-
laborative efforts.
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Sharing expensive capital assets re-
duces duplication and waste. Physi-
cians can more easily travel from the
university facility to the VA’s facility.
That, in turn, means that the veterans
will get quality care much faster. This
logic has appealed to veterans advo-
cates with whom I have spoken.

This bill would also help the VA grow
the expertise that has gone fallow over
the past decade and a half, since VA’s
last construction project. H.R. 5815
would establish within the VA a senior
Civil Service position whose role would
be to provide department-wide execu-
tive leadership over all construction
and facility management.

Mr. Speaker, the total cost of this
legislation is approximately $2.4 bil-
lion.

Shortly I will turn to my distin-
guished colleague, Mr. BROWN of South
Carolina, chairman of the Sub-
committee on Health, for a detailed ex-
planation of the bill.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise in
support of H.R. 5815. This legislation
will authorize the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs major medical facility
projects and leases for fiscal year 2006
and 2007. I wish to commend my good
friend and colleague, the chairman of
the committee, Chairman BUYER, for
his willingness to bring this legislation
forward to the House. It is an excellent
piece of legislation. I want to commend
also a good friend and colleague, the
chairman of the Health Subcommittee,
HENRY BROWN of South Carolina, for
his work on this legislation as well.

It is a good bill. It is long overdue
that the Committee on Veterans Af-
fairs and this Congress get back to our
job of authorizing construction of vet-
erans medical facilities. This bill takes
important steps forward in rebuilding
the VA’s presence in New Orleans and
Mississippi. It is important that we do
all that we can to help our veterans in
the Gulf region. This bill also author-
izes many of the VA’s most urgent
projects, projects whose authorization
expires at the end of the month.

I am eagerly awaiting further study
and discussion of possible collaborative
efforts of the VA that may result in
both enhanced care for patients and
savings for our taxpayers. Although I
am excited about these possibilities,
we must also make sure that the needs
of veterans are fully met and that the
veterans health care system retains its
distinct identity as a health care sys-
tem dedicated to the unique needs of
our veterans.

If this health care system is to main-
tain its position at the forefront of
American medicine, then we must
make prudent investments in the infra-
structure that will enable this care to
take place. We must modernize these
facilities that are antiquated, we must
build new facilities in areas that are
seeing increased numbers of veterans
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and we must take steps to ensure that
the underserved areas do not remain
underserved for long.

I would like to thank the staff of
both sides of the aisle for their hard
work on this legislation. They put a lot
of time and effort in this legislation.

This is a good, bipartisan bill, and I
hope our committee can bring more
good bills like this one to the floor be-
fore the end of the year. I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 5815.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 6%
minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. BROWN).

Mr. BROWN of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding me this time. I want to thank
our committee chairman, Mr. BUYER,
for all of his hard work in bringing this
bill to the House floor this morning.
Also I would like to recognize the work
of my good friend and ranking member
of the subcommittee, Mr. MICHAUD of
Maine, for his contribution and biparti-
sanship and cooperation in moving this
bill forward.
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I believe it is vital that VA better
manage their medical facility capital
assets to meet the needs of our Na-
tion’s veterans. VA has not constructed
a new hospital in nearly 15 years, and
as a result, a good amount of this insti-
tutional memory has been lost. It is
important that we reassemble the proc-
esses that will allow VA to build appro-
priately sized facilities where they are
truly needed and, at the same time, be
prudent stewards of the taxpayers’
money. Opportunities exist to reevalu-
ate the traditional thinking and create
new models for facility financing and
construction that take full advantage
of existing and potential collaborative
relationships with medical univer-
sities, research partners, and other
nonprofit organizations.

My bill, H.R. 5815, as amended, would
ensure that major medical facility
projects are appropriately prioritized
and support the out-year health care
demands of the veteran population. It
would reinstitute a sense of central-
ized, consolidated institutional knowl-
edge within the VA in the areas of con-
struction and project management and
also require VA to embrace opportuni-
ties to improve the quality of the care
delivered through collaborative part-
nerships.

Collaboration is becoming increas-
ingly essential in delivering health
care across the Nation. So long as we
remain true to the distinct identity of
the VA, and so long as we ensure the
continued quality associated with VA
care, VA collaboration on joint ven-
tures with its extensive medical uni-
versity affiliations and the Department
of Defense can be mutually advan-
tageous for all organizations by reduc-
ing capital and operational costs and
eliminating duplications of clinical in-
frastructure such as operating rooms,
labs, and expensive medical equipment.

Let me briefly highlight some of the
measures included in the bill. H.R. 5815
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would authorize a total of about $2.4
billion for VA medical facility con-
struction projects and leases.

Section 2 of the bill would authorize
$310 million to restore the VA medical
center in Biloxi, Mississippi, and con-
solidate the services performed in Gulf-
port, Mississippi because of the damage
from Hurricane Katrina. The project
authorized may only be carried out as
part of the joint-use facility shared by
VA with Keesler Air Force Base, which
is also in Biloxi and located in very
close proximity to the existing VA
medical center.

Section 3 of the bill would authorize
$100 million for VA to enter into an
agreement with the Louisiana State
University to design, construct, and
operate a co-located, joint-use medical
facility in or near New Orleans to re-
place the medical center damaged by
Hurricane Katrina in August of 2005.
The $100 million for advance planning
and design effectively places a ceiling
on how much can be expended while
LSU and VA work toward a viable, col-
laborative model of care. This allows
Congress the ability to assess progress
and exercise prudent oversight prior to
the actual construction of the facility.

Section 4 of the bill would authorize
$70 million for VA to enter into an
agreement with the Medical University
of South Carolina to design, construct,
and operate a co-located, joint-use
medical facility in Charleston, South
Carolina, to replace the Ralph H. John-
son VA Medical Center. Similar to New
Orleans, this provision allows the De-
partment and Medical University the
opportunity to thoroughly examine the
opportunities and benefits that may
exist as a result of co-location, while
only providing the funding necessary
to plan and design a new facility. I
would like to share my special thanks
with the chairman of the committee,
STEVE BUYER, for his diligence on this
project.

We have come a long way with the
VA over the past years, and I appre-
ciate the momentum you have helped
provide. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Section 5 of the bill would authorize
$98 million for VA to purchase a site
for the replacement of the VA medical
center in Denver, Colorado. It would
also require VA to submit a report to
this committee and our Senate coun-
terpart on the viability of entering
into a public-private partnership for
the construction and operation of the
anticipated replacement facility. This
would allow the taxpayers a reprieve
from front-end loading the capital
costs associated with building a state-
of-the-art facility.

Section 6 of the bill would extend au-
thorization for 17 major medical facil-
ity construction projects previously
authorized under Public Law 108-170,
but for which VA is unlikely to have
contracts awarded by the end of this
fiscal year. The bill would authorize
$1.76 billion for these projects. The
projects include the construction of
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new medical centers in Las Vegas, Ne-
vada, and Orlando, Florida, and the ex-
pansion of the Spinal Cord Injury Cen-
ter in Tampa, Florida.

Section 7 of the bill would authorize
the appropriation of $52 million and
give VA the authorization to enter into
certain major medical facility leases in
eight different areas for needed out-
patient clinics.

Section 9 of the bill expresses the
sense of Congress that VA should take
steps to explore all options prior to our
approval of funding expensive renova-
tions in San Juan, Puerto Rico, that in
the end will still fall short of the ca-
pacity needed to handle the projected
workload for the region. VA would be
required to provide a report on the var-
ious options available, including the
option of a public or nonprofit organi-
zation partnership to construct and op-
erate a new facility that would replace
the current medical center.

Section 11 of the bill would establish
within VA a new career position with
responsibility for construction and fa-
cilities management across all seg-
ments of the Department.

Mr. Speaker, this is a carefully devel-
oped bill that represents the diligence
and bipartisan work of the committee
in this jurisdiction over VA construc-
tion matters. The key provisions of
H.R. 5815 are supported by the adminis-
tration, and I urge my colleagues to
join me in support of this legislation.

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the good gentleman from
California, BOB FILNER.

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding and thank
the committee and the Chair for mov-
ing this bill forward.

I rise also in support of H.R. 5815. It
has been some time now since Congress
acted to address the health care infra-
structure of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs. I am pleased, along with
everyone else, that the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs has reasserted its tra-
ditional role in this area.

We have supported the CARES proc-
ess, the Capital Asset Realignment for
Enhanced Services, but have always
maintained that the most important
part of that acronym is at the end, that
is, ‘“‘enhanced services.” Realignment
is certainly essential, but enhanced
services are critical.

As the CARES report to the Sec-
retary stated in 2004: ‘“VA infrastruc-
ture and support facilities, many built
in the aftermath of World War II, are
not all configured for contemporary
health care delivery, and some are no
longer appropriately located. More-
over, with an average age exceeding 50
years, these buildings are becoming
more costly to maintain.”

We all know that VA health care is a
national asset. Our committee has been
trying to ensure that veterans receive
the health care they have earned and
deserve. While health care funding
should remain our biggest priority, we
must also see to it that the facilities
where veterans receive this health care
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are modern and up to date, as well as
conveniently located to their place of
residence. It is difficult to provide the
most modern health care in facilities
that are half a century old. It is time
that we recognize this and move for-
ward in bringing the aging VA infra-
structure up to the standards of the
21st century.

This bill is an important step in the
process. It provides the authorization
for the VA to complete the projects it
has started. It provides the authoriza-
tion for us to rebuild VA facilities that
were destroyed by Hurricane Katrina,
and it provides authority to further the
VA’s collaborative efforts, efforts that
hold the promise of enhancing health
care for our veterans while maintain-
ing the unique identity of the VA
health care system.

We must ensure that VA construc-
tion projects are authorized, that the
resources are provided to quickly com-
plete them, and that we provide all the
resources needed to maintain high
quality health care in the Veterans Ad-
ministration. We must keep our prom-
ises to the men and women who have
served our Nation in the past and, of
course, are serving us today.

So I thank my colleagues on the Vet-
erans’ Affairs Committee for their
work on this issue and urge speedy pas-
sage of this important legislation.

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman and fight-
er for veterans issues from the great
State of Florida, CORRINE BROWN.

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida.
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to support
this bill and the hard work put in by
Chairman BROWN and Ranking Member
MICHAUD.

I am especially pleased that the com-
mittee has chosen to authorize the con-
struction of a new medical center facil-
ity in Orlando, Florida, for $377.7 mil-
lion and to require the facility to be lo-
cated at the site in Lake Nona known
as site selection C.

It has been documented for 25 years,
let me repeat, 256 years, that a VA hos-
pital is badly needed in central Flor-
ida. As a 14-year member of the Vet-
erans’ Affairs Committee, I have been
working to obtain a hospital in this
area, something that has always been
one of my top committee priorities.
When the Naval Training Center was
closed, I was excited to work with
former Secretary Jesse Brown to open
the clinic that was badly needed for
central Florida veterans. It is time for
a full medical center.

It is important that the veterans of
the central Florida region have a VA
medical center that will serve all the
needs to provide the type of health care
that the VA is known for.

I am especially pleased that the VA
medical center will be co-located with
the new Florida State medical school
near an urban medical complex, in an
area where doctors and research profes-
sors can work collaboratively on the
needs of our area veterans. As many
studies have shown, teaching hospitals
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give the best care and for the veterans
to have access to this care and the vet-
erans to have the same access is in-
valuable. It is the ultimate urban
model, one that needs to be followed at
all levels of medical treatment from
Florida and throughout the Nation.

The many hearings we have held to
discuss the benefits of working to-
gether have shown the benefits, and
the path has been set for success in
other institutions. This is a win-win
for everyone in the VA system in the
central Florida area, and the veterans
are truly deserving of this facility.

Again, this is a great day and long
overdue day for the central Florida
community and for central Florida vet-
erans. It is also a great day for all vet-
erans from all over the Nation who will
come to central Florida.

Thank you again, Mr. Chairman and
Mr. Ranking Member.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, at this
time I yield 2%2 minutes to the delegate
from Puerto Rico (Mr. FORTUNO).

Mr. FORTUNO. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of the Veterans Affairs Medical Facil-
ity Authorization Act. This bipartisan
proposal, which I am honored to co-
sponsor with Chairman BROWN and
Ranking Member MICHAUD, would au-
thorize major medical facility projects
and major medical facility leases for
the Department of Veterans Affairs for
fiscal years 2006 and 2007.

As Puerto Rico’s sole representative
in Congress, I want to thank Chairman
BROWN and Ranking Member MICHAUD
for agreeing to include section 9 of this
bill. This section recognizes the need
for medical facility improvements in
San Juan, Puerto Rico. I request that
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs take
steps to explore all options for address-
ing these concerns, including the op-
tion of a public/private partnership to
construct and operate a facility that
would replace the current Department
of Veterans Affairs medical center in
San Juan, Puerto Rico. The San Juan
VA Medical Center is a 319-acute-care-
bed facility with documented condition
deficiencies.

In October of 2002, a decision was
made to develop a two-phased strategy
for the San Juan VA Medical Center:
phase one, a new six-story tower with
314 beds; phase two, a main building
renovation that will include asbestos
abatement, sprinklers, utility improve-
ments, and would correct seismic defi-
ciencies.

On April 14, 2006, an $84.05 million
construction contract was awarded for
phase one. The building is expected to
be completed in May 2009. The existing
facility has approximately 630,845 gross
square feet, and the proposed new
tower would provide an additional
250,000 feet. However, the CARES re-
view determined that San Juan, based
on current and projected workload, re-
quires a total of 1,283,547 gross square
feet to efficiently service our veterans.
The current two-phase plan still falls
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far short of the requirements identified
under CARES by nearly 402,702 gross
square feet.
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Given the documented substantial fa-
cility deficiencies, I am concerned
about the U.S. taxpayers continuing to
fund expensive renovations in San
Juan which will ultimately fail to
meet the capacity needed to handle the
predicted workload.

For this reason, this bill requires
that no later than 180 days after the
date of the enactment of this act, the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall sub-
mit to the Committee of Veterans’ Af-
fairs of the House and the Senate a re-
port identifying and outlining the var-
ious options available to the Depart-
ment for replacing the current Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs Medical Cen-
ter in Puerto Rico.

Mr. Speaker, Puerto Rican veterans
have served with honor and distinction
in the Armed Forces of the United
States in all wars and conflicts since
1917. Currently, over 9,000 of our men
and women are active in our Nation’s
war on terrorism. Puerto Ricans have
always responded to the call of defend-
ing our Nation, ranking number sixth
in per capita contribution in Army, Re-
serve, and National Guard, fourth in
the Reserve deployments when com-
pared to units, and four Medals of
Honor in Korea.

In closing, I would like to once again
thank Chairmen BUYER and BROWN,
Ranking Members EVANS and MICHAUD,
and committee staff for their report
and their fine work.

Mr. BUYER. I thank the delegate for
his work on this bill.

I yield 1% minutes to Mr. STEARNS of
Florida.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, 1 appre-
ciate the time from my distinguished
colleague.

I am delighted today that we are vot-
ing today on H.R. 5815 that includes
about $85 million for the Gainesville,
Florida Malcom Randall Medical Cen-
ter to correct patient privacy defi-
ciencies. My colleagues, north Florida
and south Georgia veterans rely on this
hospital, and it will be well served by
this appropriation. Further, this bill
authorizes a long-awaited hospital in
Orlando. And 1like the hospital in
Gainesville, there is a synergistic col-
laboration of VA, academia, and indus-
try research all coming together to
make things better.

We initiated the Capital Asset Re-
alignment for Enhanced Services
(CARES) process a few years ago. It is
a comprehensive, objective system-
wide approach to projecting into the
future the appropriate function, size,
and location of VA facilities. Out of
CARES and then-Secretary Principi’s
recommendation came the decisions on
which we are voting today. It was care-
fully thought out, and I commend the
chairman.

What we learned from CARES is
nothing we don’t all know: veterans,
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like many seniors, are retiring to Flor-
ida. BEvery day they are crossing the
border coming into our hospitals in the
southern States, and we need to put
the care where the veterans are coming
and where they are located, Mr. Speak-
er. So I look forward to voting on this,
and I appreciate the chairman’s help.

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Nevada who has been a
true advocate for veterans health care,
Congresswoman SHELLEY BERKLEY.

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

I rise in strong support of this re-
markably good piece of legislation, and
I would like to thank both Mr. BROWN
and Mr. MICHAUD, in particular the
chairman Mr. BUYER and our ranking
member Mr. FILNER, for bringing us to
this point with this legislation.

I had the great pleasure of hosting
both Mr. FILNER and Mr. BUYER in Las
Vegas so they could see for themselves
firsthand what the needs of my vet-
erans were. The day that Mr. BUYER
was touring our shared VA hospital fa-
cility, the hospital facility was on di-
vert, and unfortunately every other
hospital in the Las Vegas area was also
on divert. It is a very common occur-
rence in the fastest growing commu-
nity in the United States, and that is
why this is such an important piece of
legislation.

I represent the Las Vegas area of the
State of Nevada. It is the fastest grow-
ing community in the United States.
But I also have the fastest growing vet-
erans population in the United States,
and no health care facilities in which
to treat these 200,000-plus veterans that
call southern Nevada home.

After the CARES study, it was deter-
mined that Las Vegas was indeed enti-
tled to an entire medical complex, and
I am very happy to say that this piece
of legislation authorizes a medical
complex that is comprised of three
buildings, an 80-bed VA hospital, full-
service VA hospital, a full-service out-
patient clinic to take care of the needs
of our veterans, and a 120-bed long-
term facility which is so desperately
needed in the southern Nevada area.

It will be located on 147 acres in
north Las Vegas on the corner of the
215 and Pecos Road. This land has al-
ready been transferred to the VA, so we
don’t have to worry about the land.
This land has already been blessed by
the Southern Nevada Paiute Tribe in a
remarkable ceremony. We have already
been allocated $259 million, and the VA
Secretary in his testimony in front of
our committee has stated on numerous
occasions that the balance of the
amount to finish this VA medical com-
plex will be contained in the 2008 budg-
et. I am absolutely delighted to be able
to go back to the veterans in southern
Nevada and let them know that my
colleagues in the United States Con-
gress recognized their needs and are
answering the call and providing the
needs for our veterans.

I am looking forward to the
groundbreaking that will be taking

September 13, 2006

place in October. I am waiting for the
VA Secretary to let us know when this
groundbreaking will take place. We
will do vertical construction at the be-
ginning of next year, and hopefully this
complex will be completed for our vet-
erans in 2010.

Mr. BUYER. I yield to Mr. FEENEY of
Florida 2 minutes.

(Mr. FEENEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FEENEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank Chairman BUYER, I want to
thank Chairman BROWN, and I want to
thank Ranking Member MICHAUD, be-
cause as several of my colleagues from
central Florida have said, our commu-
nity in central Florida, which is home
to almost 850,000 veterans, has for 30
years waited to get service that much
of the rest of the country has enjoyed.

Over 45 percent of our veterans are
underserved, according to the veterans’
own criteria in having to travel more
than 2 hours for treatment. That
doesn’t include the many people that
call central Florida their winter home
from all over the districts from my
friends around the rest of the country.
It doesn’t include the veterans that
come as tourists that need immediate
attention. We will be able to finally,
after three decades, provide the atten-
tion that these much deserved veterans
need.

I would tell you that over 50 percent
of our veterans have a service-con-
nected disability; 18 percent of them
have posttraumatic stress syndrome,
and it is very difficult for them to trav-
el as far as Jacksonville or Tampa or
beyond. We are the largest metropoli-
tan area in the country that is not cur-
rently served by a VA medical center.
We thank the CARES commission. We
congratulate our friends in Las Vegas
for their much needed funding for a
new hospital, and we are very, very
grateful for our colleagues.

I will finish by saying that this site
is a very, very exciting site. Five years
ago, there was simply nothing existing
here. Within 5 years, we will have a
University of Central Florida brand-
new medical school. We will have a
Burnham Institute, one of the finest
research medical facilities in the entire
world, all sorts of spin-off businesses.
The University of Central Florida, the
University of Florida, probably Florida
State University will all have medical
research facilities located nearby.

In sum I would say that, out of no-
where, we have built a medical city,
and in the midst of it our great central
Florida veterans will be being treated.
They will remember what we have done
here today. Again, I express my appre-
ciation for all of you.

Today, there are more than 26.5 million vet-
erans living in the United States and Puerto
Rico with more than 1.8 million of them resid-
ing in the State of Florida. That is the second
highest total in America, only behind Cali-
fornia. More than one-third of these live in the
Central Florida area alone. This number does
not include those veterans who choose to
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make Florida their home during the winter
months of the year and those veterans who
visit the numerous vacation areas in Central
Florida, which can number in the tens of thou-
sands.

According to the VA, Central Florida is the
number one destination for combat veterans
and veterans 65 years of age or older. It is
also the number one area for veterans who
have 50 percent or more service connected
disability, and 18 percent of our veterans have
post traumatic stress disorder (PTSD).

Yet Orlando is the largest metropolitan area
in the country that is not serviced by a VA
medical center. In 2004, Orlando and its sur-
rounding area was identified by the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs through the Capital
Asset Realignment for Enhanced Services
(CARES) Commission as an area in need of
a new VA medical center. CARES was in-
tended to be a comprehensive, system-wide
approach, identifying the demand for VA care
and projecting into the future the appropriate
function, size, and location for VA facilities. At
this same time, CARES identified the need for
a new medical complex in Las Vegas, Ne-
vada. This need was appropriate and war-
ranted, and the facility in Las Vegas has re-
ceived funding and is scheduled to break
ground this year. However, a hospital in Cen-
tral Florida still remains an idea.

Orlando area veterans along with the 128
active veterans service organizations in the
Central Florida region average 2 hours of trav-
el time to get to VA hospitals located in
Tampa, Gainesville, and Jacksonville. This in-
cludes veterans who live in Orange, Seminole,
Brevard, and Volusia counties. In fact, only
45% of our veterans are within the VA’s ac-
cess standards for hospital care. An Orlando
VA medical center would cut most drive times
in half, making it more convenient and cut
down travel costs. A closer facility would also
mean veterans would pursue the medical
services provided by the VA and lead to a bet-
ter quality of life, which they deserve.

Concerns have arisen from Central Florida
veterans associations in the area that a VA
medical center will not come to fruition. At a
May 1st public hearing administered by the
Orlando VA Hospital Site Selection Com-
mittee, many veterans were accusing law-
makers of not caring for veterans because of
the slow progress that has been made.

As of now, $25 million had been authorized
by the VA for the Orlando VA Medical Center
to assist in site selection, design, and plan-
ning. Choosing a site needs to be done while
balancing the accessibility needs of Central
Florida’s veterans, along with the long-term
economic impact the hospital will have on the
State. This is essential as we look for ways to
leverage funds to maximize investment ben-
efit.

This bill would authorize more than $377
million for the construction of this desperately
needed facility at the Lake Nona site. This site
will include a proposed medical school for the
University of Central Florida and the future site
of a laboratory research facility from the
Burnham Institute, one of the world’s leading
healthcare and cancer research institutes.

This stunning trifecta for Orlando: the VA
hospital, the UCF Medical School, and the
Burnham Institute will be valuable to both local
veterans and the VA, as the medical school
and research environment will provide insight
into innovative and cutting-edge technologies
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which could serve as a vehicle for sharing ex-
pensive medical equipment. We also have
confirmation from Orlando’s Florida hospital
that they look forward to partnering with the
VA to help share in the costs of diagnostic
equipment and contribute to residency and
staffing needs. This commitment will ensure
that those who have served our country have
access to additional resources to further en-
hance the medical services the VA may offer
to them.

Veterans in Central Florida have been wait-
ing for nearly three decades for a new com-
plex that has continuously met delays. | appre-
ciate this opportunity to express Central Flor-
ida’s immediate and urgent need for a medical
facility and | strongly urge passage of this bill
so that our growing veterans’ population may
finally have appropriate access to vital health
care services.

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, once
again I would like to thank the good
chairman of the committee, Chairman
BUYER, and chairman of the House Sub-
committee, HENRY BROWN, for their
hard work that they have done on this
legislation, really making it a con-
certed effort to bringing on board
today so that we can vote on this legis-
lation. But, once again, the staff. I
know this is not an easy process. The
staff on both sides of the aisle have
worked very diligently in this effort.
So I do want to commend the staff on
both sides of the aisle, and I really ap-
preciate the chairman’s strong advo-
cacy for veterans and veterans issues,
and enjoyed working with him on this
legislation.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MICHAUD. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Indiana.

Mr. BUYER. Likewise, you do such
good because you are a genuine human
being, and I want to thank you for your
leadership. And it was a treat and joy
to work with you and Chairman BROWN
on this, along with your staff.

I appreciate you also recognizing the
staff. Mr. Tucker who is sitting there
next to you, when I think of his work,
and Mr. Weekly and Ms. Dunn, but also
that of Jim Lariviere, Jim who now
has been activated as a colonel in the
Marine Corps in Afghanistan, Kelly
Craven and Jim Holley who is also here
on the floor for their hard work.

But I also want to pause and, if I
might, this is a pretty large bill and we
have had to work with a lot of different
Members. So if I might, I would like to
thank, in particular, Mr. MICHAUD for
your work. I want to thank Mr. EVANS
for his bipartisanship and his good
work and his leadership. I also want to
thank Chairman BROWN for his work on
the Charleston project, Mr. FORTUNO
for his work in Puerto Rico, Ms. BERK-
LEY in Las Vegas, Mr. BEAUPREZ in
Denver, Mr. BAKER for New Orleans.

And we got a full court press when it
came to Orlando. We had leadership of
Mr. STEARNS, Mr. FEENEY, Ms. BROWN,
Chairman MILLER, Mr. KELLER, Chair-
man BILIRAKIS, and Ms. GINNY BROWN-
WAITE. So we got the full court press
when it came to Orlando; we got the
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message. And it was just a real treat in
working with all of them, and I thank
the gentleman for recognizing them.

Mr. MICHAUD. And, likewise, it has
been a real treat. And even though I do
not represent the State of Florida,
there are a lot of snow birds from the
State of Maine, veterans that go to
Florida. So I have heard from my vet-
erans as well as far as the facilities in
Florida. I really appreciate your com-
ments, Mr. Chairman.

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

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5815 is
a well-thought-out bill. It is the prod-
uct of thorough bipartisan collabora-
tion. I urge my colleagues to act favor-
ably now and move this legislation to
the Senate so that we can give our vet-
erans the assurances of new and im-
proved medical facilities.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to
rise in support of H.R. 5815, the VA construc-
tion authorization bill. | commend my col-
leagues on the Committee in producing this
important piece of legislation.

| am glad to see Congress once again ful-
filling its responsibility to authorize new health
care facilities for veterans. This is an important
task. Veterans deserve the highest quality of
health care.

| urge my colleagues to support this bill.

Mr. BUYER. 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 gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
BUYER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5815, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material relative to
H.R. 5815, as amended.

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

There was no objection.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Ordering the previous question on H.
Res. 996, by the yeas and nays; adopt-
ing H. Res. 996, if ordered; and sus-
pending the rules and passing H.R. 4893,
by the yeas and nays.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
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electronic votes may be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H. RES. 994, EXPRESSING
SENSE OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES ON FIFTH ANNI-
VERSARY OF TERRORIST AT-
TACKS LAUNCHED AGAINST THE
UNITED STATES ON SEPTEMBER
11, 2001

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on House
Resolution 996, on which the yeas and
nays are ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 223, nays
191, not voting 18, as follows:

[Roll No. 438]
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The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, earlier today, |
was unavoidably detained and missed one
rollcall vote. Had | been present, | would have
voted “nay” on rollcall vote No. 438.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

The

———

RESTRICTING INDIAN GAMING TO
HOMELANDS OF TRIBES ACT OF
2006

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
bill, H.R. 4893, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
PomMBO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4893, as
amended, on which the yeas and nays
are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 247, nays
171, not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 439]

YEAS—223

Aderholt Flake Mack
Akin Foley Manzullo
Alexander Forbes Marchant
Bachus Fortenberry McCaul (TX)
Baker Fossella McCotter
Barrett (SC) Foxx McCrery
Bartlett (MD) Franks (AZ) McHenry
Barton (TX) Frelinghuysen McHugh
Bass Gallegly McKeon
Biggert Garrett (NJ) McMorris
Bilbray Gerlach Rodgers
Bilirakis Gibbons Mica
Bishop (UT) Gilchrest Miller (FL)
Blackburn Gillmor Miller (MI)
Blunt Gingrey Miller, Gary
Boehlert Gohmert Moran (KS)
Boehner Goode Murphy
Bonilla Goodlatte Musgrave
Bonner Granger Myrick
Bono Graves Neugebauer
Boozman Gutknecht Northup
Boustany Hall Norwood
Bradley (NH) Hart Nunes
Brady (TX) Hastings (WA) Osborne
Brown (SC) Hayes Otter
Brown-Waite, Hayworth Oxley

Ginny Hefley Paul
Burgess Hensarling Pearce
Burton (IN) Herger Pence
Buyer Hobson Peterson (PA)
Calvert Hoekstra Petri
Camp (MI) Hostettler Pickering
Campbell (CA) Hulshof Pitts
Cannon Hunter Platts
Cantor Hyde Poe
Capito Inglis (SC) Pombo
Carter Issa Porter
Castle Istook Price (GA)
Chabot, Jenkins Pryce (OH)
Chocola Jindal Putnam
Coble Johnson (CT) Radanovich
Cole (OK) Johnson (IL) Ramstad
Conaway Jones (NC) Regula
Crenshaw Kelly Rehberg
Cubin Kennedy (MN) Reichert
Culberson King (IA) Renzi
Davis (KY) King (NY) Reynolds
Davis, Jo Ann Kingston Rogers (AL)
Davis, Tom Kirk Rogers (KY)
Deal (GA) Kline Rogers (MI)
Dent Knollenberg Rohrabacher
Diaz-Balart, L. Kolbe Ros-Lehtinen
Diaz-Balart, M. Kuhl (NY) Royce
Doolittle LaHood Ryan (WI)
Drake Latham Ryun (KS)
Dreier LaTourette Saxton
Duncan Leach Schmidt
Ehlers Lewis (CA) Schwarz (MI)
Emerson Lewis (KY) Sensenbrenner
English (PA) Linder Sessions
Everett LoBiondo Shadegg
Feeney Lucas Shaw
Ferguson Lungren, Daniel Shays
Fitzpatrick (PA) E. Sherwood

Shimkus Taylor (NC) Weldon (PA)
Shuster Terry Weller
Simmons Thomas Westmoreland
Simpson Thornberry Whitfield
Smith (NJ) Tiahrt Wicker
Smith (TX) Tiberi Wilson (NM)
Sodrel Turner Wilson (SC)
Souder Upton Wolf
Sceqrns Walden (OR) Young (AK)
Sullivan Walsh Young (FL)
Sweeney Wamp
Tancredo Weldon (FL)
NAYS—191
Abercrombie Green, Gene Murtha
Ackerman Grijalva Nadler
Allen Gutierrez Napolitano
Andrews Harman Neal (MA)
Baca Hastings (FL) Oberstar
Baird Herseth Obey
Baldwin Higgins Olver
Barrow Hinchey Ortiz
Bean Hinojosa Pallone
Becerra Holden Pascrell
Berkley Holt Pastor
Berman Honda Payne
Berry Hooley Pelosi
Bishop (GA) Hoyer Peterson (MN)
Bishop (NY) Inslee Pomeroy
Blumenauer Israel Price (NC)
Boren Jackson (IL) Rahall
Boswell Jackson-Lee Rangel
Boucher (TX) Reyes
Boyd Jefferson Ross
Brady (PA) Johnson, E. B. Rothman
Brown, Corrine Jones (OH) Roybal-Allard
Butterfield Kanjorski Ruppersberger
Capps Kaptur Rush
Capuano Kennedy (RI) Ryan (OH)
Cardoza Kildee Salazar
Carnahan Kilpatrick (MI) Sanchez, Linda
Carson Kind X
Case Kucinich Sanchez, Loretta
Chandler Langevin Sanders
Clay Lantos Schakowsky
Cleaver Larsen (WA) Schiff
Clyburn Larson (CT) Schwartz (PA)
Conyers Lee Scott (GA)
Cooper Levin Scott (VA)
Costa Lewis (GA) Serrano
Costello Lipinski Sherman
Cramer Lofgren, Zoe Skelton
Crowley Lowey Slaughter
Cuellar Lynch Smith (WA)
Cummings Maloney Snyder
Davis (AL) Markey Solis
Davis (CA) Marshall Spratt
Dayvis (IL) Matheson Stupak
Davis (TN) Matsui Tanner
DeFazio McCarthy Tauscher
DeGette McCollum (MN) Taylor (MS)
Delahunt McDermott Thompson (CA)
DeLauro McGovern Thompson (MS)
Dicks McIntyre Tierney
Dingell McKinney Towns
Doggett McNulty Udall (CO)
Doyle Meehan Udall (NM)
Edwards Meek (FL) Van Hollen
Emanuel Meeks (NY) Velazquez
Eshoo Melancon Visclosky
Etheridge Michaud Wasserman
Evans Millender- Schultz
Farr McDonald Waters
Fattah Miller (NC) Watt
Filner Miller, George Waxman
Ford Mollohan Weiner
Gonzalez Moore (KS) Wexler
Gordon Moore (WI) Woolsey
Green, Al Moran (VA) Wu
NOT VOTING—18
Beauprez Green (WI) Owens
Brown (OH) Harris Sabo
Cardin Johnson, Sam Stark
Davis (FL) Keller Strickland
Engel Ney Watson
Frank (MA) Nussle Wynn
[0 1354
Mr. HIGGINS, Ms. LINDA T.

SANCHEZ of California, Ms. LORETTA
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. VAN
HOLLEN, Mr. BERRY, Ms. SCHWARTZ
of Pennsylvania, Mr. ACKERMAN, and
Mr. LARSON Connecticut changed
their vote from ‘‘yea’” to ‘‘nay.”

So the previous question was ordered.

YEAS—247

Abercrombie Cramer Higgins
Ackerman Crenshaw Hobson
Aderholt Crowley Hoekstra
Akin Cubin Hostettler
Alexander Culberson Hulshof
Andrews Davis (AL) Hunter
Baca Davis (CA) Hyde
Bachus Davis (KY) Inglis (SC)
Baker Davis, Jo Ann Israel
Barrett (SC) Davis, Tom Issa
Barrow Deal (GA) Istook
Bartlett (MD) DeFazio Jenkins
Barton (TX) Dent Jindal
Bass Doolittle Johnson (CT)
Bean Drake Johnson (IL)
Beauprez Dreier Jones (NC)
Berkley Duncan Kennedy (MN)
Berry Edwards King (IA)
Biggert Ehlers Kingston
Bilbray Emerson Kirk
Bilirakis English (PA) Kline
Bishop (UT) Evans Knollenberg
Blackburn Everett Kolbe
Blunt Feeney LaHood
Boehner Ferguson Langevin
Bonilla Fitzpatrick (PA) Latham
Bonner Flake LaTourette
Bono Foley Leach
Boozman Forbes Lewis (CA)
Boucher Fortenberry Lewis (KY)
Boustany Fossella Linder
Bradley (NH) Foxx Lipinski
Brady (TX) Franks (AZ) LoBiondo
Brown (SC) Frelinghuysen Lucas
Brown-Waite, Gallegly Lungren, Daniel

Ginny Garrett (NJ) E.
Burgess Gerlach Mack
Burton (IN) Gibbons Manzullo
Buyer Gilchrest Marchant
Calvert Gillmor Marshall
Campbell (CA) Gingrey McCaul (TX)
Cannon Gohmert McCotter
Cantor Goode McCrery
Capito Goodlatte McHenry
Cardin Granger McIntyre
Cardoza Graves McKeon
Carnahan Gutknecht McMorris
Carter Hall Rodgers
Castle Hart Mica
Chabot Hastert Miller (FL)
Chocola Hastings (WA) Miller (MI)
Coble Hayes Miller, Gary
Conaway Hefley Mollohan
Costa Hensarling Moran (KS)
Costello Herger Murphy
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Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Neugebauer
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Ortiz
Osborne
Otter
Oxley
Pearce
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri

Pitts
Platts

Poe

Pombo
Porter
Price (GA)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert

Allen

Baird
Baldwin
Becerra
Berman
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boehlert
Boren
Boswell
Boyd

Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Camp (MI)
Capps
Capuano
Carson
Case
Chandler
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cole (OK)
Conyers
Cooper
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Emanuel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner

Ford

Frank (MA)
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hayworth
Herseth

Davis (FL)
Engel

Green (WI)
Harris
Johnson, Sam

Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ross

Royce

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schmidt
Schwartz (PA)
Schwarz (MI)
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Sodrel

Solis

Souder
Spratt
Stearns

NAYS—171

Hinchey
Hinojosa
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Inslee
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kelly
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind
King (NY)
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy
McCollum (MN)
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
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Sullivan
Tancredo
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry

Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt

Tiberi

Turner

Upton

Walden (OR)
Wamp

Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Pickering
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rangel
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Schakowsky
Schiff
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sherman
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Stark
Stupak
Sweeney
Tanner
Tierney
Towns
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walsh
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Wexler
Woolsey
Wu

NOT VOTING—15

Keller

Ney

Nussle

Owens
Ros-Lehtinen

Ruppersberger
Sabo
Strickland
Watson

Wynn

O 1423
Mr. MCHUGH and Mrs. KELLY
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’” to
g&nay'av
Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, Mr.
MCINTYRE and Mr. FOSSELLA
changed their vote from ‘‘nay” to
ssyea.av

So (two-thirds of those voting having
not responded in the affirmative) the
motion was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

——
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, |
was absent from Washington on Wednesday
morning, September 13, 2006. As a result, |
was not recorded for rollcall votes Nos. 438
and 439. Had | been present, | would have
voted “aye” on rollcall Nos. 438 and 439.

——————

EXPRESSING SENSE OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
ON FIFTH ANNIVERSARY OF
TERRORIST ATTACKS LAUNCHED
AGAINST THE UNITED STATES
ON SEPTEMBER 11, 2001

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
as the designee of the majority leader
and pursuant to H. Res. 996, I call up
the resolution (H. Res. 994) expressing
the sense of the House of Representa-
tives on the fifth anniversary of the
terrorist attacks launched against the
United States on September 11, 2001,
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 994

Whereas on the morning of September 11,
2001, while Americans were attending to
their daily routines, terrorists hijacked four
civilian aircraft, crashing two of them into
the towers of the World Trade Center in New
York City and a third into the Pentagon out-
side Washington, D.C.;

Whereas the heroic actions of the pas-
sengers and crew aboard United Flight 93
prevented it from being used as a weapon
against America and ultimately led the ter-
rorists to crash the aircraft into a rural field
in Shanksville, Pennsylvania, Kkilling all
those aboard;

Whereas nearly 3,000 innocent people were
murdered in these attacks;

Whereas the terrorist attacks were an act
of war by al-Qaeda, its leadership and affili-
ates against the United States and the many
peaceful, democratic nations of the world;

Whereas by targeting symbols of American
strength and prosperity, the attacks were in-
tended to assail the principles, values and
freedoms of the American people and to in-
timidate the Nation and its allies;

Whereas when the gravest moments came
that day, first responders and many ordinary
citizens, relying on courage, instinct, and
concern for their fellow man, rushed toward
the flaming buildings in order to rescue the
victims of the attacks;

Whereas in the days subsequent to the bru-
tal attacks on the Nation, the Government
vowed never to be caught off guard again, to
take the fight to the terrorists, and to take
immediate measures to prepare and protect

H6461

the Nation against a new type of faceless, in-
human, and amorphous enemy committed to
the death and destruction of the American
way of life;

Whereas Congress passed, and the Presi-
dent signed, numerous laws to assist victims,
combat the forces of terrorism, protect the
Homeland and support the members of the
Armed Forces who defend American inter-
ests at home and abroad, including the USA
PATRIOT Act of 2001 and its 2006 reauthor-
ization, the Homeland Security Act of 2002,
the Enhanced Border Security and Visa
Entry Reform Act of 2002, the Maritime
Transportation Security Act of 2002, and the
Intelligence Reform and Terrorism Preven-
tion Act of 2004;

Whereas the House of Representatives in
the 109th Congress passed the Border Protec-
tion, Antiterrorism, and Illegal Immigration
Control Act of 2005, the SAFE Port Act of
2006, and the 21st Century Emergency Com-
munications Act of 2006;

Whereas terrorist attacks that have oc-
curred since September 11, 2001, in Egypt,
India, Indonesia, Jordan, Spain, the United
Kingdom and elsewhere, remind all Ameri-
cans of the brutal intentions of the terrorists
and the ever-present threat they pose to the
principles of freedom;

Whereas British authorities, in coopera-
tion with United States and Pakistani offi-
cials, recently disrupted an airline terror
plot to commit mass murder by blowing up
civilian aircraft bound for the United States;

Whereas Federal agencies, including those
within the Intelligence Community, the De-
partment of Justice, and the Department of
Homeland Security, worked effectively with
American allies to investigate and disrupt
the airline terror plot and to implement ap-
propriate security procedures in response to
the plot;

Whereas United States law enforcement
and intelligence agencies and allies of the
United States around the world have worked
together to detect and disrupt terrorist net-
works and numerous terror plots since Sep-
tember 11, 2001, including a plan to attack
targets on the west coast of the United
States using hijacked aircraft in 2002, a plan
to attack targets on the east coast of the
United States using hijacked civilian air-
craft in 2003, a plan to blow up apartment
buildings in the United States in 2002, a plan
to attack urban targets in the United King-
dom using explosives in 2004, a plan to at-
tack Westerners in Karachi, Pakistan, in
2003, a plan to attack Heathrow Airport
using hijacked aircraft in 2003, a plan to con-
duct large-scale bombings in the United
Kingdom in 2004, a plan to attack ships in
the Arabian Gulf in 2002, a plan to attack
ships in the Straits of Hormuz in 2002, a plan
to attack a United States tourist site out-
side the United States in 2003, a plan to at-
tack Queen Alia Airport in Jordan in 2006, a
plan to attack high-profile buildings in On-
tario, Canada, in 2006, and a plan to attack
an El Al aircraft in 2006;

Whereas the Nation is indebted to the
brave military, intelligence, and law enforce-
ment personnel serving in Afghanistan, Iraq,
and elsewhere who are on the front lines of
the global war on terrorism;

Whereas the Nation is safer than it was on
September 11, 2001, but more must always be
done because the terrorist threat is latently
entrenched, nimble, resourceful, and dedi-
cated to the murder of Americans and the
destruction of freedom; and

Whereas the passage of five years has not
diminished the pain caused by the senseless
loss of nearly 3,000 persons Kkilled on Sep-
tember 11, 2001: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House
of Representatives that the House of Rep-
resentatives—
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(1) continues to recognize September 11 as
a day to remember and mourn those who lost
their lives that fateful day;

(2) encourages Americans to make Sep-
tember 11 a day of national service;

(3) extends its deepest sympathies to the
spouses, children, mothers, fathers, and
other loved ones of the victims of September
11, 2001;

(4) honors the heroic actions of first re-
sponders, law enforcement personnel, State
and local officials, volunteers, and others
who aided the innocent victims and bravely
risked their own lives and health following
the September 11, 2001 attacks;

(5) extends its deepest gratitude to mili-
tary, intelligence and law enforcement per-
sonnel serving both at home and abroad in
the global war on terrorism and for the sac-
rifices of their families and loved ones;

(6) expresses its gratitude to all foreign na-
tions and their citizens who have assisted
and continue to assist the United States in
the global war on terrorism;

(7) vows that it will remain vigilant in ef-
forts to provide the Federal Government
with all the tools necessary to fight and win
the global war on terrorism; and

(8) reaffirms that the American people will
never forget the tragedy of September 11,
2001, and the loss of innocent lives that day,
will continue to fight the war on terrorism
in their memory, and will never succumb to
the cause of the terrorists.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KOLBE). Pursuant to House Resolution
996, the gentleman from New York (Mr.
KING) and the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. THOMPSON) each will con-
trol 2 hours.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H. Res.
994,

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

There was no objection.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
it is my privilege to yield 1 minute to
the Speaker of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT).

Mr. HASTERT. Mr. Speaker, it was a
day, September 11, 2001, of unforget-
table horror and unforgettable heroes.
It was the day our buildings fell, the
day our people rose. The fear and an-
guish that we felt that bright blue
morning 5 years ago will never leave
us, but the courage and the iron re-
solve that carried us through the hours
and days that followed must also re-
main.

The war on terror, today being
fought here in our homeland, and
around the world, must be won. Five
years after 9/11, America is safer and
much more alert to the dangers that
lurk in the darker corners of our world.

Those dangers yet exist in Afghani-
stan and Iraq and Iran and Syria, Leb-
anon and elsewhere. They call them-
selves al Qaeda and Hamas and
Hezbollah and many other names.

Mr. Speaker, their differences of
names and nationality neither erase
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nor even obscure the menacing ide-
ology that binds them together as a
single indistinguishable enemy of free-
dom and justice and peace.

This ideology of evil seeks not simply
to dominate, but to destroy the will of
all mankind, to control at the tip of a
sword our very thought, word and deed.
Their ultimatum is simple: submit or
die.

Beginning on the morning of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, aboard United Flight 93
in the skies over Pennsylvania, Amer-
ica decided to take a third option. We
decided to fight back. Despite the over-
whelming odds, despite circumstances
that no other nation and no other mili-
tary could hope to overcome, our re-
solve has not broken.

In the 5 years since 9/11, our military
and our intelligence services have
thwarted dozens of attacks, large and
small. Their efforts have saved count-
less lives. Along with our coalition
partners, we have overthrown dan-
gerous dictatorships in Afghanistan
and Iraq and started to free people of
those nations on a road to democracy.

These facts are all laid out in the res-
olution before us. But as important as
it is to recite what we have done, it is
more important for this House to as-
sert what it intends to do.

Let me quote from it. The House of
Representatives ‘‘reaffirms that the
American people will never forget the
tragedy of September 11, 2001, and the
loss of innocent lives that day, and will
continue to fight the war on terrorism
in their memory, and will never suc-
cumb to the cause of the terrorists.”

To me, and I think to most Ameri-
cans, after 5 years of security and suc-
cess, a lapse in our resolve is unthink-
able. Victory is not yet assured, and
victory without resolve is impossible.

Adoption of this resolution today
will be a signal to our Nation, to our
troops, to our allies around the world,
and especially to our enemies, that we
will never forget and we will never sur-
render.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in honor of
all those whose lives were affected by
September 11, 2001. I rise in memory of
those who lost their lives that fateful
day. I rise in support of the families
and friends who lost loved ones and ex-
hibited courage and strength in the
face of adversity, and I rise in support
of the firemen, police, EMTs, soldiers
and others who put lives at risk every
day to protect our Nation against ter-
rorism.
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Five years ago, every town, small
and large, was jolted by 9/11. In the
days and months that followed, Mem-
bers of this very body vowed to do
whatever it took to ensure that an at-
tack like 9/11 never repeated itself. We
joined hands and crossed party lines to
stand up against an enemy that did not
see us as Democrats or Republicans,
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but only as Americans. We made prom-
ises and swore that we would do every-
thing we could to secure America.

Five years later, we are still making
promises and America is still not as
safe as it should be. And five years
later, Mr. Speaker, the bipartisanship
we had after 9/11 is mostly gone.

Indeed, just yesterday, I was dis-
appointed to read that my colleagues
across the aisle called Democrats
‘‘clueless” on national security. Mean-
while, the House majority leader had
the audacity to question whether
Democrats were ‘‘more interested in
safeguarding the rights of accused ter-
rorists than protecting Americans.”

All T can say is, shame on you all for
putting politics and partisanship above
the security of our communities.
Shame on you for using the memory of
9/11 during a charged political season
as a coverup for Congress’ do-nothing
approach to homeland security.

There is nothing wrong with drafting
a bipartisan resolution to honor our
Nation and respect the memory of 9/11,
but there is something wrong when
this body takes upon itself to pat itself
on the back about a few past deeds
when we have left the bulk of the work
of homeland security unfinished.

I ask anyone in this room to tell me
whether this resolution gives first re-
sponders effective interoperability so
that they have the tools and funding to
talk to one another, or provide for a
sufficient number of Border Patrol or
ICE agents as well as equipment and
technology so we don’t have to tax an
overworked National Guard to defend
the border, or whether or not this reso-
lution provides adequate funding for
protecting our skies, our subways and
our ports, or whether or not this reso-
lution reverses the ongoing trend of
wasting homeland security funds on
bloated Beltway contractors that are
making out with taxpayer dollars
while security is left along the way-
side. I think not, Mr. Speaker.

Eleanor Roosevelt once said, ‘“What
you don’t do can be a destructive
force,” and that is what I fear. What
this Congress does not do today will
leave us less secure tomorrow.

Mr. Speaker, last Friday I sent a let-
ter to you urging that the House act on
a number of proposed homeland secu-
rity measures that have been offered in
this Congress, some dating back as
early as 2005. My letter details 21 spe-
cific bills that have been written by
Members of Congress to protect our
country and close security gaps plagu-
ing our Nation’s rail and mass transit
security, emergency communications,
chemical facilities security, cargo con-
tainer security and much more. I have
not yet heard back on my letter. These
bills deserve an up or down vote or con-
sideration as stand alone measures by
this House.

The leaders of the 9/11 Commission
said earlier this week that our Nation
is still not as safe or prepared as it can
be because we have failed to fulfill
their ‘“‘most elementary’ recommenda-
tions. 9/11 Commission Chairman Kean
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added that ““If everybody in Congress is
for recommendations, what happened?
How come they’re not passed?”’

Mr. Speaker, Democrats have already
offered to fulfill the Commission’s rec-
ommendations through these measures
listed in my letter. Now is the time for
action.

That said, Mr. Speaker, I am aware
that the Republican leadership may
push through a number of security
measures in the House in the next 2
weeks to address certain vulnerabil-
ities in an attempt to show that this
body cares about security. While I am
happy that we are finally seeing some
action on some critical homeland secu-
rity issues, I am concerned that what
will come before this body are shell
bills that claim to secure our Nation
without allocating the funding, man-
power or technology necessary.

Indeed, debate is ongoing right now
to include FEMA reorganization in the
Homeland Security appropriations bill,
and my colleagues across the aisle have
said that they won’t provide funding
for improving interoperability of first
responder communication systems.
Certainly we all remember the failures
of 9/11, when many first responders lost
their lives because communications
didn’t work. Yet my colleagues across
the aisle are refusing to include inter-
operability funding in the proposed
FEMA reorganization, because the
White House doesn’t want it.

‘‘Security on the cheap’ is no way to
legislate our Nation’s future. Ameri-
cans are tired of Congress giving itself
accolades while the Nation’s business
goes unfinished. America wants Con-
gress to keep its promises and give all
our citizens a country as secure as it
needs to be.

Despite my Republican colleagues
saying we Democrats don’t have a clue
about how to make our country safer,
here it is: Join us and pass these 21
measures that provide real security to
our Nation. Let’s finally listen to the
true bipartisan experts on this issue,
the 9/11 Commission, and move forward
with legislation to implement the 9/11
Commission recommendations.

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

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, 9/11, September 11, 2001,
was a day unlike any in our history. It
was a day which saw the worst tragedy
befall our Nation. It was a day and the
days thereafter which demonstrated
the very best in America, the heroism,
the courage, the willingness to fight
back, the determination never again to
allow ourselves to be attacked the way
we were on that day.

Since that time, Congress has
achieved a lot. The purpose of this res-
olution today was to show that we are
not just going to lament what hap-
pened on September 11, we are not just
going to mourn what happened on Sep-
tember 11, but we are going to lay the
record out as to what has been done
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and what should be done. And, quite
frankly, as the prime author of this
resolution, we did not in any way at-
tempt to make it contentious.

For instance, I really wonder why at
this stage on the fifth anniversary of
September 11 my friends in the opposi-
tion have chosen to draw the line on
this resolution, when 2 years ago, in a
bipartisan resolution which was over-
whelmingly adopted, there were far
more, if you want to call them, par-
tisan matters included. I don’t consider
them partisan. But if they are applying
the standard they are applying today
to the 2004 resolution, where it went
through so many items, as the war in
Iraq, the war in Afghanistan, Libya,
port security, border security, Ter-
rorist Threat Information Center,
going after financial assets, all of those
matters, very few of which are men-
tioned in our resolution today.

But for some reason, I guess with
election day less than 60 days away,
they have chosen to say what was non-
partisan 2 years ago is extremely par-
tisan today.

I regret that, because there is a lot
that we still have to do as a Congress,
but there is much we achieved, and I
believe it is important for us not to
just talk about the horror of Sep-
tember 11, but to chronicle for history
what we have done, what we intend to
do and let history be our judge.

That is why we included the PA-
TRIOT Act, that is why we included
the Maritime Security Act, the intel-
ligence reform and port security legis-
lation, because we do believe they are
significant achievements by Congress.

Now, maybe history will show it was
not right to break down the wall be-
tween the FBI and CIA, or it was not
right to have to have intelligence re-
form, but I am content and I think we
have an obligation to lay that out and
let the American people decide and let
history decide.

If we wanted to make this partisan,
we could have certainly put in about
the NSA electronic surveillance, which
the overwhelming majority of Ameri-
cans support because they believe it
makes common sense to listen to the
conversations of foreign terrorists. But
because of the controversy of that, it
was not put in. Nor was the SWIFT
Plan, which was illegally disclosed by
the New York Times. Did we include
that in our resolution, even though
that has also been extraordinarily ef-
fective?

As far as the issue of whether or not
we are safer today than on September
11, both the chairman and cochairman
of the 9/11 Commission say we are, the
junior Senator from New York says we
are, any number of people say we are.
We can debate that. But I think it is
certainly fair comment to put that in
this 9/11 resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I will end on this before
I finish my remarks. But I just want to
say no one has any monopoly on grief
in this Chamber. I lost well over 150
friends, neighbors and constituents on
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September 11, 2001. I spent all day Mon-
day at cemeteries and commemora-
tions and meeting with families.

I think it is really wrong to somehow
attack this resolution as our attempt
to be partisan. We could have found
much more ways to be partisan if we
wanted to. It was an attempt to come
together. For whatever reason, the op-
position has chosen to draw the line
today on the fifth anniversary, when
they could have done it 2 years ago.
For whatever reason they decided now
is the time. I think history will show
they are wrong.

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I am proud at this time to
yield such time as he may consume to
the chairman of the Democratic Cau-
cus, the gentleman from South Caro-
lina (Mr. CLYBURN).

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank my friend Mr. THOMPSON
for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, 5 years after 9/11, we
have still failed to capture or Kkill
Osama bin Laden. We have not de-
stroyed al Qaeda. A new Pentagon re-
port shows that the situation in Iraq is
worsening, with the number of attacks
against Americans and Iraqis climbing
to the highest average per week since
the war began; 2,700 United States sol-
diers have died in Iraq, over 20,000 have
been wounded; and United States tax-
payers have paid more than $300 billion
for the Iraq war. Yet we are spending 4
hours debating a partisan resolution
about one of the most tragic days in
American history.

Mr. Speaker, now is not the time to
divide the country. Slogans and par-
tisanship will not bring us victory.
“Stay the course” and ‘‘you are either
with us or against us’ are not military
strategies.

Five years after 9/11, we must be
clear: The war in Iraq has distracted us
from finding Osama bin Laden, disman-
tling al Qaeda and fighting the war on
terrorism. We must put the future of
Iraq in the hands of the Iraqis so we
can focus on our primary goal, winning
the war on terrorism. We must end the
stonewalling and pass the 9/11 Commis-
sion recommendations.

But the Republican leadership keeps
fighting the wrong battles. They an-
nounced yesterday a war against
Democrats on security.

Mr. Speaker, our Nation is engaged
in a war against a real and brutal
enemy who finds pleasure in taking in-
nocent life and who works every day to
undermine the freedom and democracy
we hold dear. I suggest the Republican
leadership focus its energy on fighting
that enemy, not their fellow Ameri-
cans.

As this Nation faces the greatest
challenge of our generation, defeating
terrorism, our leaders must preach
strength and unity, not partisanship
and divisiveness.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I am privileged to yield 2 minutes to
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the gentlewoman from Ohio
PRYCE).

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the chairman for the time.

Mr. Speaker, 5 years ago this week
our Nation suffered an unspeakable
terrorist attack that resulted in the
deaths of almost 3,000 Americans. This
resolution is to honor them.

No American will ever forget the hor-
ror of that day, but neither will we for-
get what else we saw in the days that
followed: The courage, the generosity,
the selflessness of ordinary Americans
who raced in to help in any way they
possibly could.

One of those heroes lives in my own
backyard. Sergeant Jason Thomas, a
former marine who upon learning of
the hit on Tower 1, raced to Ground
Zero, donning his marine uniform
which was in the trunk of his car, to
join the search for survivors.

His seemingly illogical instinct to
race into that danger saved the lives of
two Port Authority police officers who
were trapped beneath 20 feet of debris
when the towers collapsed. Yet he
asked for no notice, no thanks, no
praise. No one even knew of his brav-
ery.

As remarkable as Sergeant Thomas’
story is, it is just one of the hundreds
and thousands of stories of courage and
compassion that came out of that day.
Mr. Speaker, the hijackers hoped to
terrorize and demoralize our Nation.
Instead, they brought out the very best
that is in us.

(Ms.
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Inspired by the heroes of 9/11, today
we reaffirm our commitment to defend-
ing our liberty from every threat and
combating the evil of terrorism wher-
ever it is found. And it is sad that there
are so many ‘‘shame on you’s’” and fin-
ger-shakings going on. And I say shame
on those who continue the constant
drumbeat to dampen this country’s
spirit and to demoralize those men and
women who are so bravely defending us
from the terror that could strike again.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I am happy to yield 3 minutes
to the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PASCRELL).

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, there
is no Democratic or Republican way to
honor America. Let’s get that straight.

This legislation minimizes the hurt
of the families of 9/11. I make that con-
tention. This is not acceptable. I don’t
say this as a Democrat. I am proud of
that fact. I say this as an American
who believes in God.

My friend, the gentleman from New
York, is absolutely wrong when he says
this is the same legislation as 2 years
ago. I can agree with all of the ‘‘re-
solves” in this legislation, but when
you look back into the ‘‘whereases,” to
be very specific, the legislation 2 years
ago had nothing in there about immi-
gration when your party does not even
agree on a position nor does ours. Why
do we put in such a politically conten-
tious issue when basically what we are
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saying here is we feel your hurt, fami-
lies, and we want you to know we
honor this?

Today I harbor great disappointment.
I really do. The possibility for reaching
true bipartisanship, which was done in
the Senate, has been thwarted. A long
list of shameful acts on this floor con-
tinues. We could have honored the lives
lost during the terrorist attacks 5
years ago by voting on a truly bipar-
tisan bill. When there is an oppor-
tunity for crass, in many ways cynical,
politics in regard to security, these
gentlemen and ladies have taken it.
For shame.

Placing a commendation for this im-
migration security bill that barely
passed the House last year within this
resolution is from left field. We all
know that the bill we are lauding here
is one of the most divisive, mean-spir-
ited pieces of legislation we have seen
in recent years. So it is the ‘‘resolved”
in this resolution that we agree with,
but the ‘“whereases’ leave much to be
desired. Inserting this in this 9/11 anni-
versary resolution is simply wrong. It
is so typical of what we have come to
expect.

We should be concerned about what
the 9/11 Commission Public Discourse
Project has given Congress for its ef-
forts on homeland security. We should
try in a bipartisan fashion to correct
the D’s and the F’s, and many of us on
both sides of the aisle have attempted
to do that. Maybe we could actually
improve how we screen baggage and
cargo. Maybe we could address the
vulnerabilities presented to our rail
and our mass transit problems. Maybe,
just maybe, we should finally give out
grants to States and locals based on
risk.

So I say, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion,
I think we could have done better, par-
ticularly on this hurtful incident in
our country’s history. And that is my
point today.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I would remind the gentleman from
New Jersey that the resolution he
voted for 2 years, the 9/11 commemora-
tion resolution, specifically said that
Iraq was part of the war on terrorism,
that the capture of Saddam Hussein
was part of the war against terrorism,
all in the ‘“‘whereases’ clauses. It also
cited the fact of port security achieve-
ments we had made there. It mentioned
the Terrorist Threat Integration Cen-
ter, all of which was there in that reso-
lution 2 years ago, which for whatever
reason they did not object to then.

And I would say one of the reasons
we didn’t put the immigration bill in
the legislation 2 years ago, it was not
passed until last year, and the 9/11
Commission specifically stated that
addressing border security is a major
element of homeland security.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2% minutes to
the gentleman from California, the
chairman of the subcommittee, Mr.
LUNGREN.
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Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I thank the chair-
man for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, like many, I was af-
fected by 9/11. As a matter of fact, that
is the reason I decided to return to
public service and sought an oppor-
tunity to serve in this body after a 16-
year absence. I have spent a consider-
able amount of time with my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle at-
tempting to fulfill my obligation in
that regard. And I am reminded, basi-
cally because of my service as attorney
general of California, that oftentimes
we not only need to mark something
that has happened in the past but we
need to also talk about the things that
we have effectively done to respond to
whatever challenges occurred out of
that event, because if we do not, we fail
to help lead the people, that is, we fail
to tell our constituents that those sac-
rifices that they have made, the pro-
grams that they have enacted through
us, have had merit. Because if you do
not do that, after a while those you
seek to represent have no sense that we
are actually doing something effective.

So it seems to me very much appro-
priate, not shameful, that the chair-
man of my committee would construct
this resolution that not only cites the
tragedy of 9/11 but talks about the ef-
forts we have made in this Congress,
with the executive branch, to respond
to the challenges that came out of that
tragedy.

Earlier this year the House over-
whelmingly passed the SAFE Port Act
on a bipartisan basis, 421-2. This act
addresses port security defenses within
and beyond U.S. ports. As a matter of
fact, as we are now speaking, the
United States Senate is dealing with
that.

We have taken steps to prevent our
own facilities from being used against
us as weapons of mass destruction and
to protect our critical infrastructure.
A few months ago our committee
passed legislation to guard against ter-
rorist attacks on our chemical facili-
ties on a bipartisan basis.

Finally, we have taken steps, as im-
portantly, to respond to the suggestion
by the 9/11 Commission to do some-
thing about securing our country by
preventing terrorists and their weap-
ons from being smuggled across the
borders. So that is the reason why, in
fact, we have this included in this reso-
lution.

So, Mr. Speaker, rather than taking
exception to this resolution, I would
hope that we would join together on a
bipartisan basis to say certainly the
journey has not ended, but we have
done a lot. And anyone who stands here
and says that we are not safer today
than we were on 9/11 either is trag-
ically uninformed or is intentionally
misinforming the American people.

Yes, we have more to do. But we
should look back on those things that
we have joined together to do success-
fully.
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Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 30 seconds to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PASCRELL) for a response.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, there
is a difference between what the Senate
passed unanimously and what we are
discussing today.

You will admit that.

And you did not mention the specific
item that I mentioned and my problem
with the legislation ‘‘whereases’ is on
the immigration legislation, which was
passed last year. You know quite well
it is a contentious subject on your side
as well as in the entire Congress.

I have mentioned nothing about the
other things and have no problems
with the other things that you men-
tioned, but I think that is enough for
me to express myself, and I want to
just correct the gentleman.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I now yield 3% minutes to the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MARKEY).

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, the Re-
publican Party has taken an oppor-
tunity to make a positive contribution
to the commemoration of the 9/11 anni-
versary and turned it into a partisan
ploy that divides our country and this
Congress. What a huge missed oppor-
tunity and disservice to our Nation.

At the same time, they have under-
taken a coordinated, cynical, political
campaign to impugn the patriotism of
any Democrat who dares to question,
dares to criticize, dares to suggest that
there may be a better, safer way of pro-
tecting our country.

The Republicans include in this reso-
lution legislation that divides our
country, not just Democrats and Re-
publicans in Congress; but they include
in this resolution the Republican bor-
der security bill, the PATRIOT Act,
other bills that they know divide
Democrats from Republicans and
Americans from other Americans.

If they want to go down the path,
there are other issues that divide
Democrats from Republicans. Demo-
crats want to implement all of the rec-
ommendations of the 9/11 Commission.
They want to make sure that every one
of them is put on the books. The Re-
publicans oppose implementing all of
the recommendations of the 9/11 Com-
mission.

In other areas they oppose having
full security built around chemical
plants in the United States. There are
nightclubs in New York City that are
harder to get into than chemical plants
in our country.

Nuclear power plants, they oppose
the hardening of the spent fuel facili-
ties next to nuclear power plants in our
country. They nickel and dime security
for public transit. They refuse to sup-
port the requirement that hazardous
materials, where possible, are shipped
around densely populated areas instead
of through them in our country.

In aviation they still oppose screen-
ing of the cargo which goes on to pas-
senger planes in our country. Each one
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of us has to take off our shoes, has to
put our bag through security, and then
nearly 6 billion pounds of cargo are
placed under the feet of passengers on
planes across our country.

And then, unbelievably, rejecting the
recommendation of the 9/11 Commis-
sion, knowing that al Qaeda puts at the
top of their terrorist target list putting
a nuclear bomb on a cargo container in
a ship and bringing it into port in the
United States, the Republicans object
to the requirement that all of these
containers be screened in ports over-
seas before they are ever allowed to
leave for the United States. They say it
is too expensive. Well, the price we will
pay in security for the Republicans ob-
jecting to the screening for a nuclear
bomb is that when a nuclear bomb goes
off in an American city, as Vice Presi-
dent CHENEY said, more deaths will
occur than all the lives that were lost
in all the battles that the United
States fought all the way back to the
Revolutionary War. They refuse to im-
pose this mandate for screening of nu-
clear bombs in cargo container ships.
They want to screen it after it gets to
a port in the United States. By then it
is too late. The 9/11 Commission says
screen for nuclear bombs as they are
being put into containers overseas be-
fore they take off for the ports of the
United States.

This resolution is just a complete
and total undermining of the solidarity
which we should have on this occasion
of the fifth anniversary of that loss of
life.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I would remind my friend from Mas-
sachusetts, or at least suggest to him,
that you don’t have to agree with every
word of every resolution to vote for it.

For instance, the overwhelming ma-
jority of Democrats voted for the 9/11
resolution 2 years ago, which specifi-
cally cited the war in Iraq as being an
effective part of the war against ter-
rorism. It also cited the arrest of Sad-
dam Hussein and also cited the many
accomplishments that had been made
by Congress, and they voted for that
then. For some reason they have now
chosen to make this a very partisan
issue.

Also, the gentleman said that Demo-
crats have supported every rec-
ommendation of the 9/11 Commission.
In fact, 152 Democrats voted against
the REAL ID Act, which was supported
by the 9/11 Commission.

And as far as the whole issue of the
nuclear screening, even the Wash-
ington Post said that is nothing but a
grandstand.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. MCCAUL).
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Mr. McCAUL of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
we stand here today not as Republicans
or Democrats, but united as Americans
to remember the events of September
11, as it should be.
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I find this debate should not fall into
election year politics. It is fitting the
resolution contains border security in
it, as the 911 Commission rec-
ommended border security. It is an
issue of national security.

Five years ago this week, our genera-
tion was defined by the heroic actions
of the hundreds of first responders,
brave Americans, and innocent victims
who gave their lives on 9/11. That day,
19 al Qaeda hijackers murdered nearly
3,000 Americans. Those terrorists had a
simple cause, inflict the highest loss of
life and the most damage they could to
our Nation. They may have succeeded
in murdering thousands of people going
about their daily lives, but they failed
miserably to defeat the patriotic spirit
of America and of freedom everywhere.

When we remember the events of
September 11, we must also remember
the police officers and firefighters that
responded to the attacks on the World
Trade Center and the Pentagon who
went in to save lives but gave their
own lives in the process. We must re-
member the first responders from every
corner of our Nation who came to
Ground Zero in the days after to lend
their strength, their skills, and their
support. And we must remember the
innocent people, the husbands and
wives, the parents and children, and
the entire families who were ripped
apart that fateful day that the Towers
fell. We must always remember. We
will never forget and we will never sur-
render. That is our duty as Americans,
and that is our charge as patriots.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island.

(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise to join my colleagues and millions
of Americans in mourning and hon-
oring those who bravely lost their lives
on September 11, 5 years ago. Their
memories must be honored and they
must not be forgotten, and we must en-
sure that they did not die in vain. It is
our job as elected officials to learn
from those vulnerabilities that terror-
ists were able to exploit to ensure that
similar tragedies never happen again.

Unfortunately, the resolution before
us today places politics ahead of hon-
oring our fallen heroes, and it does
nothing to ensure that our Nation be-
comes safer. It is nothing but a divisive
and partisan measure that allows Re-
publicans to pat themselves on the
back and give them peace of mind.
Well, I refuse to be complacent. There
is simply too much that remains to be
done to secure our homeland. We need
to get back on track in implementing
the 9/11 Commission’s recommenda-
tions. Our borders, ports, and virtually
every entry into our country remain
unsecured, and the 9/11 Public Dis-
course Project has given the adminis-
tration a D on their efforts to protect
against weapons of mass destruction.

Mr. Speaker, one of the worst case
scenarios experts fear is that terrorists
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would be able to smuggle nuclear ma-
terial across our borders or through
our ports. This is an unacceptable re-
ality. As the lead Democrat on the
Subcommittee for the Prevention of
Nuclear and Biological Attack, I have
called for the installation of radiation
portal monitors at designated ports of
entry to screen all inbound cargo for
radiological and nuclear materials in
and at our border crossings. Mr. Speak-
er, we need to significantly strengthen
our radiation detection technology,
and we need to do it now. Five years
after the terrorists attacked our coun-
try, we still lack the capability to
identify exactly what comes through
our ports.

I urge my colleagues to refocus our
efforts on implementing the rec-
ommendations of the 9/11 Commission,
as this is truly the way to honor the
heroes who lost their lives on that dev-
astating day 5 years ago.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
again I would remind my friends on the
Democratic side that the resolution
that the overwhelming majority of
them voted for 2 years ago, for in-
stance, on the issue of port security, in
the whereas clauses specifically cited
the innovative programs which have
done so much to make our ports more
secure and to screen cargo. And, again,
we don’t have to agree with every as-
pect of every bill, but if it was good
enough 2 years ago for them to cite it,
I don’t know why it suddenly now be-
comes such an extreme partisan issue.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Connecticut, who I
must say is an extremely strong and
very independent voice and advocate
for Homeland Security.

Mr. SHAYS. I thank my chairman of
the Homeland Security Committee for
yielding to me, I thank him for his sin-
cerity, I thank him for his good work,
and I thank him for reaching out to the
other side of the aisle on every occa-
sion. I am sorry he is having to deal
with the criticism that he is now hav-
ing to deal with. But this is close, I
guess, to an election time.

As chairman of the 9/11 Caucus and
chairman of the National Security
Emerging Threats and International
Relations Subcommittee, I rise to sa-
lute and honor the 2,976 individuals
who lost their lives on this fateful day,
81 who were residents of the 17 towns I
am privileged to represent. I salute the
first responders who did what first re-
sponders do, run into danger while
those they seek to protect run out. I
salute as well all who labored after the
buildings imploded to first save lives
and then ultimately find the body
parts of those who perished.

Many of these individuals, particu-
larly those who labored on this site
during the first few weeks and months
breathing highly toxic air, now find
their own lives at risk. May God bless
them, may God bless those who per-
ished on September 11, and may God
bless this great and enduring county. I
thank you very much.
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Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Los Angeles (Mr. BECER-
RA).

Mr. BECERRA.
tleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 994
was our opportunity in this House for
the Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives to speak, not as Repub-
licans, not as Democrats, not as con-
servatives or liberals, but as proud
Americans, one Nation commemo-
rating the events of 9/11.

That is in fact what the 100 Members
of the other body, the Senate, did when
they unanimously, 100 Members, passed
their resolution commemorating
America’s faith, its determination, and
certainly our response to the vicious
attacks perpetrated on 9/11.

We could have demonstrated our
faith in our country by acknowledging
the heroes, all of them, the men and
women who gave their lives on 9/11. We
could have acknowledged the families
who have suffered tremendous loss. We
could have acknowledged our law en-
forcement and military personnel, our
safety servicemembers, those who work
every day to protect us. Instead,
cloaked within this resolution in this
House is language that is controver-
sial, that is not supported by many
Members in this House, that indeed is
not supported by many people in the
public, and it is cloaked within the
words to commemorate the events and
the people that make us proud about
how we responded on September 11,
2001.

Many believe in this country that we
are not as safe as we should be. Many
of us believe that we have a right to be
tough today as we respond to those
who wish to harm us. Many of us be-
lieve we must act smartly as we re-
spond to those who wish to harm us.
But many of us believe we need to have
a great deal more hope that we can do
things in a better way. And, unfortu-
nately, today we must report to the
world, as did the 9/11 Commission that
explored the events after 9/11 and our
response, that indeed today we have
failed our people in responding ade-
quately with the government that we
have with us today.

Five years after 9/11, the members of
the 10-member bipartisan Commission
on 9/11 issued a report card on how the
Federal Government has responded to
their recommendations. Their report
card included five Fs, 12 Ds, and two in-
completes. It is irresponsible for this
resolution today to say the Nation is
safer than it was on September 11, 2001,
when there is still so much work ahead
of us and so much that is preoccupying
our time outside of our own domestic
borders.

Our failures are critical. Today, only
one in every 16 cargo containers that
come into all of our ports throughout
our Nation are ever inspected before
they enter into our territories. Today
in America we talk about our broken
immigration system, and yet today we

I thank the gen-

September 13, 2006

stand some 11 days before we are clos-
ing this 2-year legislative session with-
out having addressed comprehensive
immigration reform the way the Amer-
ican public has demanded, and today
we know that there are some 10 to 20
million people who live in the shadows
of America working every day in this
country, not able to come out because
they don’t have documents to be here
but still working, and we go on and do
nothing to address the fact that there
are some 12 million people who live in
our shadows. We don’t know what they
are doing, we don’t know how they are
doing. And today we have a resolution
that doesn’t treat all of these different
issues that are coming before us.

Mr. Speaker, we could do this much
differently. If you talk to America’s
troops in Iraq and throughout the
world, they could give you some an-
swers of what we should be doing. If
you talk to the American families who
suffered from 9/11, they could tell you
what we could be doing. I believe we
should be not speaking politics, and I
urge my colleagues to let’s move for-
ward together bipartisanly to move
forward commemorations that really
do have the support of all Americans.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I would just again remind my friends
on the other side that we are definitely
safer than we were on September 11. It
is not just me saying that or the Re-
publican majority saying that. It is the
chairman and cochairman of the 9/11
Commission, people such as the junior
Senator from New York who was say-
ing that.

As far as our resolution, it certainly
goes out of its way, and appropriately
s0, to extend the deepest sympathies to
all those who lost their lives, to their
family members and friends. It honors
the heroic actions of the first respond-
ers.

If we made a mistake in drafting this
resolution, it was I guess laboring
under the misconception that the peo-
ple on the other side would adhere to
the same standards and principles that
we set for ourselves 2 years ago when
we adopted the 9/11 resolution at that
time, which again goes into far more
detail than anything we mentioned at
all today.

And I would also mention to the gen-
tleman from California who said that
we should speak to the families of
those who lost relatives on September
11. T spent Monday morning to night
with those families, and I can tell you,
after speaking with them, I am more
proud than ever to have introduced and
sponsored this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. GINNY
BROWN-WAITE), a member of the com-
mittee.

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, I thank the chairman
of the committee who has worked very,
very hard on these issues and trying to
put together bipartisan agreement on
many of the issues that come before
our committee.
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Five years later, the terrible events
of September 11 are still fresh in the
minds of Americans. On the same day
we saw heroism and sorrow of so many,
we saw the hatred and evil of a few.
These events served as notice to our
Nation that we were not as secure as
we had thought.

In response, our country has made
substantial progress towards securing
our borders, infrastructure, and air-
lines. There is still a ways to go, but
we are safer today than we were on
September 10.

Despite chaos surrounding the events
of September 11, America showed
great, great strength. We witnessed an
outpouring of goodwill, patriotism, and
togetherness all across the country. In
the face of such adversity, Americans
came together under a unified front.
Republicans and Democrats worked
side by side to address the critical
needs of those people devastated by
terrorist attacks.

Listen up, America. Today, 5 years
later, partisanship and political bick-
ering have replaced the solidarity the
entire world once witnessed.
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This is the last thing that our coun-
try needs.

This past Monday, many of us were
back in our districts attending events
relating to the tragic events of 9/11.
There are many first responders who
previously, I admit, probably lived in
the chairman’s district and other areas
around New York City who have since
moved to Florida. Many of them re-
tired after seeing the tragic events of 9/
11, after working hard, very, very hard
at the site of the World Trade Center.
They moved to other States. Many of
them also moved because they lost
loved ones in 9/11, and they could not
be there. They just could not be there
every single day to see the hole where
the World Trade Center once was.

Those are the people who gave so
much, who lost their family members,
that we should be consoling today, and
certainly, this resolution does exactly
that.

Mr. Speaker, in these trying times it
is important that we remember that all
Americans are in this fight against ter-
rorism together. I ask that my col-
leagues find it within themselves to
put aside their political differences and
do what is best for the United States of
America, and that is to vote for this
resolution.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I yield as much time as she
may consume to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY).

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, like many of my col-
leagues, I spent Monday commemo-
rating the horrific attacks on our Na-
tion b years ago. It was a day to reflect
on the courage and the compassion
demonstrated on September 11, 2001, by
police officers, firefighters, medical
personnel and average, ordinary citi-
zens.
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It was also a day to remember those
who could not be saved and to say a
prayer for the families, especially the
young children, who were left behind.

But with this resolution, the Repub-
lican leadership has chosen to exploit a
national day of mourning to again jus-
tify the occupation of Iraq, a disas-
trous policy and a failure that has led
to untold death and destruction, a pol-
icy which has been rejected by the
American people.

Again, the Republican leadership is
trying to blur the distinction between
Osama bin Laden and Saddam Hussein,
even though it has been well-estab-
lished that one had nothing to do with
the other.

The fact is, we never honored the
memory of the victims of 9/11 by fin-
ishing the job in Afghanistan. Bin
Laden remains on the run, even though
we had him surrounded in Tora Bora
nearly 5 years ago.

Far from some paragon of freedom,
much of Afghanistan is still dominated
by Taliban rebels and warlords, with
the opium trade remaining the coun-
try’s dominant economic force.

From 9/11 on, the President and the
Republican leadership have used that
day of terror to run roughshod over the
Constitution; wiretapping American
citizens without a warrant and setting
up secret gulags around the world.

This 5-year anniversary cried out for
genuine bipartisan leadership to com-
fort the Nation while acting intel-
ligently, rather than impulsively, in
the face of new security threats.

To this day, however, the Repub-
licans use 9/11 as a talking point to
make a dishonest argument.

It is shameful that some are taking
one of the gravest moments in our Na-
tion’s history to pursue their own po-
litical agendas. It is with great sadness
that I rise in opposition to this bill.

This Congress owes it to those who
gave their lives on the hallowed ground
in New York, in Washington and in
Pennsylvania to consider a balanced
bill, a bill which truly honors their
memories.

How dare anyone try to capitalize on
the heartbreaking events of September
11.

Shame on this Congress if this bill
passes and shame on those who let poli-
tics get in the way of a solemn oppor-
tunity in order to honor the very inno-
cent victims of September 11.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I would just urge my friends on the
other side to perhaps read the resolu-
tion instead of just reading Democratic
talking points.

The fact is there was nothing in this
resolution at all that talks about the
war in Iraq other than to commend the
soldiers who are fighting in Iraq and
Afghanistan, but the overwhelming
majority of Democrats 2 years ago did
vote for the resolution which said Iraq
was an integral part of the war against
terrorism. Again, I wonder why this
disconnect between 2004 and 2006.
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Also, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia seems very concerned about the
fact that bin Laden has not been cap-
tured. Yet, the leader of her party yes-
terday said that capturing bin Laden
would have no impact on the security
of the United States.

Also, talking of the families, as far as
the impact this would have on the fam-
ilies, this resolution, I have talked to
the families in my district, the Boyle
family, the Haskell family, the Cain
family, the Vigiano family, or the How-
ard family, or any of them, who I can
assure you strongly stand behind this
resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. PRICE).

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the chairman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, it is truly fitting and
proper that we pause to recognize the
fifth anniversary of the tragic and cow-
ardly acts of 9/11, and it is important
for a number of reasons. It is impor-
tant for reasons of memory and of grat-
itude and of resolve.

For we must remember and celebrate
the lives of those unmercifully taken
from us on 9/11. Their deaths must al-
ways bring focus to the challenge and
the enemy that our Nation faces. This
is a real war. Not recognizing that fact
presents grave peril to our Nation. Yes,
we must remember.

We must also be forever grateful to
those who ran toward danger to help
those in need, to be forever grateful to
the heroes of Flight 93 whose collective
action resulted in the first victory in
what is truly the war for the free
world, and to be forever grateful to our
fellow citizens, men and women in our
military, first responders, intelligence
communities and communities large
and small across this Nation, who cou-
rageously labor to keep us safe and
free.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, we must re-
solve to recognize the gravity of the
challenge and the enemy that we face,
and with unity as a Nation, continually
gather the will, the strength and the
courage to defeat our enemy at every
single turn. This is not a war we de-
sired. However, it is a war in which we
must prevail.

May we always remember, may we
always give thanks, and may we al-
ways be resolved so that generations of
Americans yet born may know the op-
portunity, the responsibility, the free-
dom and the liberty that we so cherish.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
yield the balance of my time to the
gentleman from California (Mr. LAN-
TOS) and for him to be the manager.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia will be recognized to control the
remainder of the time of the gentleman
from Mississippi.

There was no objection.

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

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT).
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Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, from the day of America’s
birth, our story in this country has
been one of heroism. Our movies, our
literature, our music paint a colorful
panorama of the dreams and inspira-
tions of the men and women who built
our Nation up with their own blood and
sweat, ingenuity and spirit, courage
and perseverance. Ours is a rich and
proud history.

The efforts and actions following the
tragic events of September 11 have
magnified our sense of heroism. The
men and women who perished that day
have left an indelible mark on the
American psyche. The men and women
who were helpless victims of the at-
tacks and the brave first responders
who rushed into those burning build-
ings to save them have redefined her-
oism.

This week, as we mark the fifth anni-
versary of their last day, we ask God’s
continued blessing on their souls. We
also ask that God continue to shed
grace on the families that were left be-
hind. Those families who stood watch
by makeshift memorials to their chil-
dren, their spouses, their parents and
the loved ones, they are also heroes.
They were the rock, the foundation
upon which America rose to even
greater heights than ever before. And
now we should come together to be
their strength.

To those spouses and children who
patiently awaited word that their fire-
fighter would emerge from the rubble,
to those parents who painfully watched
those towering buildings crumble down
knowing that your child worked on one
of those floors, you are strangers to us
no longer. You are family to us all.

September 11 was a day of great trag-
edy in America and to the world, but in
true American spirit it has become a
day of great inspiration as well. The
lives that were lost shall not have been
lost in vain. Let them be what moti-
vates us to live better, to dream bigger
and to believe in our own destiny.

Let the angels who carried all those
who are lost to peace that fateful day,
who cried tears of pain for the lost here
on BEarth, they also cry tears of joy for
heaven’s gain.

May we work together on this floor
and this House so that someday no
child will have to ask again is my
daddy coming home.

May God bless the victims of Sep-
tember 11, both those still with us
today and those who have moved to a
better place. May God bless the men
and women fighting overseas, both here
and abroad, and may God bless the
United States of America.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from Michigan (Mrs. MILLER).

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, on September 11, 2001,
terrorists murdered nearly 3,000 of our
fellow Americans who were simply
going about their everyday, daily lives.
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Their goal: to attack our freedom and
change our way of life.

They believed America to be deca-
dent and weak. They believed that we
would not forcefully respond. They be-
lieved that America would recoil or re-
treat, and they could not have been
more wrong.

That horrible day broke our hearts,
but out of our collective broken heart
came everything that is great about
this great Nation, America.

Police officers and firefighters ran
into burning buildings, risking their
lives to save people they did not know.
The passengers aboard United Flight 93
who, knowing the intention of the ter-
rorists, built the resolve that they
would not allow the terrorists to deter-
mine their fate, they fought back to
give America our first victory in the
war on terror.

This resolution shows that we in this
House share that resolve to defeat ter-
ror. This resolution honors the victims
of 9/11 and the sacrifice of so many who
have fought for our freedom since that
day.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all our colleagues
to support this resolution.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, quite frankly I have
been both shocked and disappointed by
the reaction we have seen on the House
floor today. Not that we cannot have
honest differences over the resolution,
not that we cannot have honest dif-
ferences about various whereas clauses.
I have certainly voted for many resolu-
tions where I did not agree with every-
thing that was in there. I have also op-
posed certain resolutions because there
was too much in there that I could not
support, without questioning the mo-
tives and impugning the character of
those who drafted the resolution.

Quite frankly, in working on this res-
olution and working with the Speaker
and working with Members on the
other side, the model that we tried to
use in putting this resolution together
was the resolution which was adopted 2
years ago which did have some conten-
tious language in it, but quite frankly
listed far more achievements, if you
will, or far more actions taken by the
Congress than ours did today.

What we did today was try to strike
the balance by commemorating the
memories of those who died, by hon-
oring those who gave their lives, by ex-
pressing our deep sorrow and support
and solidarity with the families who
lost relatives on September 11 and lost
friends on September 11.
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And then also, not just rely on words
but also to show actions, and lay out
how we in Congress have tried to deal
with the issues that involve homeland
security and fighting terrorism.

We did avoid any reference to the war
in Iraq, other than to say we support
the men and women who are fighting in
Iraq and Afghanistan. No mention at
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all of Iraq being part of the war against
terrorism. No mention at all of the
NSA electronic surveillance program.
No mention at all of the swift program.

What we did was try to lay out ex-
actly what Congress has done so it
would be out there for history to see
what we have done, what we have tried
to do, where we have succeeded, per-
haps where we haven’t. I am content to
let history be our judge.

But to somehow say this is part of
some conspiracy or campaign, to me, it
really does cheapen the memory of
September 11. As I said before, no one
has a monopoly on grief. I certainly
lost many, many friends and neighbors
and constituents on September 11, as
did other Members of this body. And
probably everyone here at least knows
someone who died that day, or knows
someone who knows someone who died
that day or suffered from the horrific
events of September 11.

I really thought on September 11 and
September 12, 2001 that we would try to
work together. This resolution is an at-
tempt to do that, an honest attempt
from the heart to do it. I am proud of
this resolution. I urge the adoption of
this resolution so we can send a mes-
sage not just to those who died on Sep-
tember 11, to the families of those who
died on September 11, but indeed a
message to the world that we are
united against Islamic terrorism. We
are united as one to prevent another
attack from ever occurring in this
country. And there has not been an at-
tack for b years.

And, yes, there is much more that
must be done, that has to be done. We
are safer than we were on September
11, but not as safe as we should be.
There is so much more that we can do,
but we have made this start. Let us
stand behind what we have done to-
gether. Those honest differences that
we have, let us treat them as honest
differences and not try to make shame-
ful partisan attacks.

So with that, Mr. Speaker, I urge
adoption of the resolution, and I pray
to God that we will find a way to come
together and not resort to the type of
cheap demagoguery that I think char-
acterized the debate on the floor today.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 28 minutes to
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
HYDE), the chairman of the Inter-
national Relations Committee, who
will do so much to elevate the level of
rhetoric on our side than what we have
seen in the last half hour from me; 28
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. HOEKSTRA), the chairman of
the Intelligence Committee; and the
balance of the time to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. COBLE); and I
ask unanimous consent that each
Member be allowed to control that
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Illinois
will be recognized for 28 minutes of the
time controlled by the gentleman from
New York; the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. HOEKSTRA) will be recognized
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for 28 minutes; and the gentleman from
North Carolina will be recognized for 35
minutes, to control the remaining
time.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

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

It has been 5 years since the world
watched the impossible happen, and
yet it is difficult to believe that the
days and months have passed so quick-
ly. The calendar’s relentless progress
gradually consigns all mortal events to
the past, whether tragedies or tri-
umphs. But we would deceive ourselves
were we to believe that the con-
sequences of those events will fade as
well, for we will continue to live with
them all of our lives.

Modern communications have
brought us many new and wonderful
things, but they have also made pos-
sible the communal experience of trag-
edy. In this new age, distance will no
longer spare us, nor can an absence of
personal ties insulate us from sorrow.
All who witnessed the events of Sep-
tember 11 still bear the scars of seeing
inconceivable images and impossible
events unfold in real time. But our own
experiences, however painful, can’t
compare with those of the innocents
who bore the horror directly, nor with
those of their families and friends who
were suddenly and violently severed
from their former lives and from the
touch of those deeply loved.

We Americans are practical. Instead
of resigning ourselves to the difficul-
ties of life, we instinctively seek to
identify problems in order to focus our
efforts and move towards solutions.
And over the past 5 years we have done
so. We have come to know our enemies
and direct our determination and re-
sources to uncovering their hiding
places and their plans. We are deeply
engaged in designing and implementing
measures to destroy their ability to
harm us. The challenge is an entirely
new one for us, but one which gains in
clarity with each day. I hope all of us
now are aware that in addition to our
successes, we must prepare for the like-
lihood of failures in a struggle that
may have no end.

By infusing purpose, action can thus
fill many voids. But the need remains
to understand what happened and to
comprehend the meaning of the events
of that day. Here, words give way to si-
lence, for reflection is the predicate to
understanding.

Our modern rational world once
promised, in time, to reveal all secrets
to us. But can we still cling to that be-
lief now that we have been confronted
with things we thought long past, van-
quished and erased from the world by
reason and light?

The modern world has seen many ef-
forts to eliminate God from our lives,
but we have not been able to eliminate
evil. The last century was unparalleled
in human history in its celebration of
the savagery that human beings can
wreak upon one another. We had hoped
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that we might escape that fate in this
century, but now we know that we will
not. We have been forcibly awakened
from our dreams of an earthly heaven
by the bitter knowledge that evil still
roams freely in our world.

We can’t allow ourselves to be para-
lyzed with despair or fear, but neither
can we permit our natural optimism to
shield us from the realities of the
world. If there is any useful thing to be
drawn from this terrible experience, it
is that we have been given an unmis-
takable warning that in this new cen-
tury unknown and fearsome challenges
await us, challenges that will impose
the severest tests on our national char-
acter.

Knowing this, we have a duty to pre-
pare ourselves to defend not only lives
and those of our children, not only our
beloved country, not even our free-
doms, but civilization itself.

We are Rome, beset by new barbar-
ians who are driven and sustained by
their savage hatred of us, of our happi-
ness and our success of the promise
America represents for the world. For
our enemies have no aim but destruc-
tion. Nothing to offer but a forced
march back to a bleak and dismal past.
Theirs is a world without light, their
all-encompassing hatred a repudiation
of any saving grace. Their victory
would impose a new Dark Age. But this
time, perhaps an endless one. They are
enemies of the future itself.

As we resolve ourselves to our task,
as we grieve for all those linked to us
by tragedy, we may also see ourselves
more truly and thereby understand
that our great strengths are inter-
woven with many fragile things. The
threats we face have given us a greater
sense of how rare and wonderful is the
world we have made, and of our respon-
sibility to protect it from the storms
outside. For we need but shield our
eyes, lay down our burden, and it will
vanish into air, a world in which those
we remember today were once allowed
to be innocents.

It is for these reasons that we re-
member our 3,000 fellow citizens who,
asking nothing other than to live their
lives in peace, were brutally murdered
by men without conscience or mercy.
We remember because, in Lincoln’s
phrase, ‘‘the mystic chords of memory”’
forever bind us to the victims and the
heroes of September 11 and to all
Americans, from the honored past to
the living present. We remember be-
cause to forget them would be to be-
tray our own selves and our duty to the
generations to come.

May those who died in the attacks of
September 11, 2001, rest in the mercy of
God. May those of us who remain be
steadfast, courageous, and live lives
worthy of their great sacrifice.

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

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume,
and let me first commend my dear
friend from Illinois, the distinguished
chairman of our committee, on his
powerful and eloquent statement.
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Mr. Speaker, on the fifth anniversary
of the September 11 attacks, our col-
leagues in the other Chamber unani-
mously passed the resolution calling
for a day of remembrance throughout
this great Nation. Their beautifully
crafted and clearly heartfelt statement
expressed condolences to the families
of those who were lost, respect for
those who lived through the ordeal,
and the renewed commitment to sup-
port whatever steps are needed to de-
feat terrorists who plot against the
people of this country.

And here we are in this House, 2 days
later, some may say 2 days late, delib-
erating over a document that mocks
the concept of commemoration. The
resolution before us includes claims
known to be divisive, not among con-
gressional Democrats but among the
American people. And we should all
recognize that certain legislation ref-
erenced in this resolution was not the
product of a proud bipartisan majority,
but the object of deep and great con-
troversy that remains with us today.

Mr. Speaker, this should be a time
for solemnity, not self-congratulation,
and most certainly not political tactics
cooked up in the back rooms of the
RNC or the bowels of the White House.
We must all agree to that.

The focus today should be on the vic-
tims and heroes of the 9/11 attack and
the families they left behind. We com-
mit to memory the thousands who died
or were injured 5 years ago. They in-
cluded firemen, who voluntarily rushed
with their heavy gear up the stairs of
the Twin Towers and into the flames,
all the while urging the people they
served to move faster to safety below.

We remember the police officers who
put their lives on the line every single
day and lost them all at once when the
towers collapsed.

We think of the people at the Pen-
tagon, just across the river from here,
military as well as civilian, who were
on duty when their fortress was
breached and their world, and ours, im-
ploded.

We recall the passengers and the
crew trapped on airplanes turned into
missiles, helpless and hurting as they
used whatever means that were avail-
able to them to get word to their fami-
lies or to affect some sort of rescue.
And in this House in particular, Mr.
Speaker, we ought never to forget the
brave souls on United Flight 93, which
was on a path toward Washington and
may well have been headed for our Cap-
itol. Among their number were those
who overcame panic, said good-bye to
their loved ones, and gave their lives to
remove a threat to our Nation from the
skies.
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Our hearts go out to all of these he-
roes and victims and survivors, along
with their families, who have suffered
at the hands of thugs who wish nothing
but harm to us all.

We also take time to remember those
Americans in our Armed Services who
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choose to risk everything to ensure our
safety, our peace, and our liberty, and
to the U.S. diplomats and intelligence
officers who face countless dangers to
protect our Nation.

The greatest honor we can pay to all
those currently serving our Nation in
battle, to those who perished on that
fateful day 5 years ago, is to recommit
ourselves to providing true security to
the American people.

Progress has been made to protect
our homeland, Mr. Speaker, but much
more needs to be done. We must ensure
that our first responders are well pre-
pared, that funds for homeland secu-
rity are distributed on the basis of
risk, not on a per capita or on a polit-
ical basis. Our ports are still not vis-
ually examining 95 percent of the cargo
that passes through, and the adminis-
tration has yet to implement the many
excellent and considered recommenda-
tions of the bipartisan 9/11 Commis-
sion.

If we are serious about making our
country safer, these and many other
issues must be addressed.

Mr. Speaker, 5 years ago we all met
on this spot as our Nation came to rec-
ognize the magnitude of the struggle
we were starting in earnest against the
enemies of tolerance and progress and
peace and freedom. We engaged in the
most sobering and moving debate that
I have ever witnessed on the floor of
this House in the more than a quarter
century that I have had the privilege
to serve here as a Member.

With this fifth anniversary of the ter-
rorist mass murder of September 11, it
is only right that we remember the vic-
tims, we honor the heroes, and we con-
template the lessons. We are still en-
gaged in the battle against terrorism,
and we are a long way from victory.

I deeply regret that the resolution
before the House goes needlessly be-
yond the necessary and appropriate
sentiments for such an occasion and in-
cludes pointless boasts about the ac-
tions taken by a narrow majority of
our Members, along with rhetoric that
has been crafted deliberately to divide
us.

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

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN).

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
am so pleased to share this same floor
with our distinguished chairman of the
House International Relations Com-
mittee. Today we had what probably
would be the last markup of the session
and the last markup of his incredible
tenure as chairman of our committee
and great statesman of our country.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of this resolution to reaffirm
our country’s commitment to freedom,
to democracy and to the right to live
without fear, free from the threat of Is-
lamic jihadists.

I rise to pay homage to those at the
forefront against this insidious enemy.
And more importantly, I rise today to

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

honor the victims and the heroes of
this deplorable attack against our Na-
tion on that fateful day 5 years ago.
Those who died working in the towers,
spent their days helping our country
grow financially and globally, while
those in the Pentagon worked to de-
fend it. The brave men and women on
Flight 93 and the first responders sac-
rificed themselves for others, sending a
strong message to the jihadists world-
wide that America would not be intimi-
dated.

The resolution before us recognizes
the threat that we face today against
Islamic terrorism. It is essential that
not only Americans but indeed citizens
from all countries acknowledge the im-
minent threat of these radical
ideologies that are manipulating Islam
for their own selfish destructive ends.
These jihadists didn’t just declare war
on the United States, but on the West
as a whole. Lady Thatcher recently
said in a statement released during her
visit when she was accompanying
President Bush and the First Lady at
the 9/11 remembrance ceremony, ‘‘That
heinous attack on America was an at-
tack on us all.”

Ultimately it will be our strength of
character and our moral fiber, our
unity of purpose which will help free-
dom prevail over tyranny and help us
triumph over evil. As Thomas Jefferson
wrote in 1811: ““It is impossible to sub-
due a people acting with an undivided
will.”

We must never forget the sacrifices
of all who died on September 11. They
were not just victims, they were the
first warriors in the new struggle of
our survival.

With today’s discussion taking place
in the shadow of this sad fifth anniver-
sary of the September 11 attack, it will
help us to remember the brutal nature
of these extremists. It will provide us
greater insight into their nature in
order to refine our policies and defeat
them.

We must never, never forget. We
must remain vigilant. The enemy is
just waiting for us to flinch, before its
agents descend like vultures to prey on
our weakness.

Some are prepared to murder in what
they feel are their religious duty. Oth-
ers are supportive or protective of
these jihadists. Still others do not em-
brace the tactics employed by the
jihadists, but share the convictions and
the perceptions of these extremists. We
must remain vigilant and I hope that
all of our colleagues support this
strong resolution before us today.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 4 minutes to my good
friend, our distinguished colleague
from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH).

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my good friend, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. HYDE
and Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN.

I want to present a different perspec-
tive here because I think it is possible
to address 9/11 in a way that is not par-
ticularly partisan, and maybe it is
time that we do that as a Nation.
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As jarring as 9/11 was to all of us,
what is even more jarring is that many
of us have forgotten who we were on 9/
10, what our dreams and aspirations
were for America before 9/11.

I ask you to think about this because
if we are going to create for America a
new direction, it is really imperative
that we reconnect with the high aspira-
tions that we had for ourselves, for our
community, our Nation and the world.
9/11 caused a truncation of that kind of
thinking, and it really detached us
from our higher aspirations.

It was many years ago on September
13, 1814, that Francis Scott Key was in-
spired by the American defense of Fort
McHenry to write the Star-Spangled
Banner. We should remember that the
Star-Spangled Banner is a map to our
future, it is not just about the past be-
cause Francis Scott Key raised the
question: ‘O say, does that star-span-
gled banner yet wave o’er the land of
the free and the home of the brave?”’

In that he made a connection be-
tween freedom and bravery, between
freedom and courage.

We have a moment in this country’s
history that challenged us to our core
on September 11; but we should never
let it be a point at which we cause our-
selves to be so fixed that we forget who
we were on September 10.

For that reason, Mr. Chairman, my
wife came up with this idea that I want
to share with you right now. It is to
create what is called a 9/10 Forum, dis-
cussions all over the country, Repub-
licans, Democrats, whatever your poli-
tics, so we can reconnect with the
deeper truths of who we are. In a 9/10
Forum, we would talk about who we
are as Americans. It goes way beyond
Republicans and Democrats, to create
new possibilities and a new future for
America.

The 9/10 Forum is born of this idea
that there is something more essential
in all of us than the partisan politics
that has racked this Nation for the last
few years. We need to find a way to
transform this tragedy, but we can do
it in a way that remembers the
strength of who we are and who we
were. So we are having discussions like
this around the country, but it is im-
portant that we bring it into this
forum. We can find our way. We can be-
come secure again. We need to remem-
ber those times in our lives when we
felt the most secure, felt courage and
felt a deep love of our country.

I think that Lincoln, who looked at a
Nation that had been racked by a Civil
War, at his second inaugural Lincoln
said ‘“‘with malice towards none and
charity towards all.” I think that
could be a guiding principle for Amer-
ica as we seek to heal our Nation in the
face of this great tragedy of 9/11.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. PENCE).

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding me this time.
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Mr. Speaker, on September 11 I saw
things I never thought I would live to
see and pray I will never see again. I
was here on Capitol Hill standing under
a tree at 10 in the morning as I saw col-
umns of smoke billow out of the Pen-
tagon in what was the first attack on
this Nation’s capital since 1812. People
were running in every direction. Jet
fighter aircraft were at virtually tree-
top level. It was the sight and sounds
of war.

And then 10 days later I accompanied
more than 100 of my colleagues as we
walked through the ashes of Ground
Zero and saw the horror of what for all
the world was the front door of hell in
the ashes of the World Trade Center.

I saw the firefighters launching
themselves into a scene there and at
the Pentagon that was still aflame. I
have seen Americans launch them-
selves into recruiting stations to re-
spond in the last 5 years. And I also
saw one unusual and extraordinary
sight which has shaped my career
since, and that is on that day, Sep-
tember 11, 2001, I saw Republicans and
Democrats completely set aside their
differences and work in the national in-
terest, to pray together, to sing to-
gether, to set aside whatever might be
contentious among us and do that
which is necessary to heal our Nation
and to launch a counter strike against
our enemies. For that day truly, there
were no Republicans in Washington,
there were no Democrats in Wash-
ington, there were just Americans. I
live to see that, and it gives me hope as
we go into the contentious debates of
our time.

In my four trips to Afghanistan and
Iraq, I have also seen the extraordinary
bravery and commitment of the Amer-
ican soldier. I am convinced that we
are winning the war on terror because
of the courage and valor of the men
and women in uniform, both home and
abroad. It is to them that I will close
my remarks today.

When I went home that afternoon on
September 11 and sat down with my
three small children and wife to tell
them what was happening, that we
were likely going to war, Audrey, my 6-
year-old daughter, grabbed me by the
leg and said, ‘‘Daddy, if we have to
make a war, do you have to go?”’

I buckled down on my knee and I
gave her a hug and I told her, ‘““No, dad-
dy’s too old.” But not a day has gone
by in the last 5 years, Mr. Speaker,
that I haven’t thought about all of the
daddies and moms and sons and daugh-
ters who answered that with a ‘‘yes,”
and some of them with a ‘“‘yes’ that
rings into eternity.

And so we remember those that fell
on 9/11, the victims. We remember the
brave soldiers who have fought the war
since, and we commend them this day
as we remember 9/11.

O 1600

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am very
pleased to yield 6 minutes to the dis-
tinguished Democratic whip, my good
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friend from the State of Maryland (Mr.
HOYER).

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, our com-
memoration of September 11 is a sol-
emn occasion. It is a day of remem-
brance and a day of resolve. We remem-
ber those, Mr. Speaker, who perished or
were injured 5 years ago in New York,
Virginia at the Pentagon, and Pennsyl-
vania due to the evil acts of men con-
sumed by a murderous ideology filled
with hate.

We mourn the loss of the innocent,
and we pray for their loved ones. We
also recall with pride, yes, with sorrow
as well, though, the heroism of our
first responder, and in many cases ci-
vilians turned rescuers, who put their
own lives in harm’s way as they sought
to help others. Their selflessness on a
day of fire, destruction and death re-
minds us of the courageous American
spirit, and it renews our faith in hu-
mankind.

The commemoration of 9/11 also is a
time for this Congress to express our
collective national resolve. We resolved
to protect the American people and our
beloved homeland and to combat and
defeat the perpetrators of terrorism
and tyranny, and to fight for freedom,
for democracy, for respect for human
rights, and for the rule of law.

Now, the resolution before us today
in many respects is not objectionable.
Indeed, I will vote for this resolution. I
do not quarrel, for example, with the
propriety or the sentiments expressed
in any of the resolved clauses in this
measure. This resolution commemo-
rating the worst terrorist attack on
American soil in our history, a wound
that has not yet healed, ought to be a
unifying document that virtually every
single Member of this House can sup-
port without reservation.

I regret, therefore, that in my discus-
sions with the majority leader, and in
Ms. PELOSI’s discussion with the
Speaker, that the Republicans did not
see fit to make this a fully bipartisan
resolution.

While I will support it, I lament the
continuing partisanship which seeks to
divide this House in sentiments that
ought to see a unified House. I lament
the fact that in the face of a Nation at
war that we are not working to bring
us together. But that effort was not
made; and it is a failure of leadership,
in my opinion.

Despite the fact that the Senate
passed a 9/11 resolution this year by
unanimous consent, and despite the
fact that this body passed a 9/11 resolu-
tion last year by a vote of 402-6, the
Republican leadership still attempts to
gain political advantage through this
measure. I think that is unfortunate.

I am going to support this measure,
but there are conclusions in the
“whereas’ clauses with which I do not
agree and which were not necessary for
expressing our remembrance and our
resolve. The majority presents a reso-
lution that includes extraneous and in-
appropriate, divisive, self-serving and,
in my opinion, politically motivated
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language. How sad that you would do
that in a resolution that seeks to ex-
press the unanimous opinion of the rep-
resentatives of the American people.

I ask my Republican friends what is
the point of including a reference in
this resolution to controversial legisla-
tion that has not even become law.

Specifically, I refer to the mention in
the House Republicans’ immigration
reform bill. That bill was controversial
in this House. That bill has not passed
the Senate. That bill has been rejected,
essentially, by the Senate. They have
come together with a compromise with
which the House has not agreed. Yet we
reference in this resolution that which
seeks to express our united opinion.
How sad.

The reference to this bill, which is
opposed by even many Republicans, has
no place in a resolution commemo-
rating this solemn occasion, not with-
standing the importance of that par-
ticular issue.

It is deeply regrettable, Mr. Speaker,
that on this, the fifth anniversary of
the worst terrorist attack in our his-
tory, that the Republican leadership
has made political expedience a pri-
ority. I lament that, but I will vote for
this because I do not want any confu-
sion among those whom we confront.

I want no confusion on those we con-
front. I want no confusion by terrorists
who wish us ill. I want no confusion
that we are not united, not just as a
Congress but as a American people, and
a resolve to defeat and deter terrorists
and protect our people and our great
country.

Like the Senate, we should be voting
on a resolution designed to inspire and
demonstrate unity, not division.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I am very
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. BAR-
RETT).

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.
Res. 994. This week we solemnly re-
member those Americans who lost
their lives 5 years ago when our Nation
came under attack by enemies of free-
dom. Their families and loved ones will
always remain in our prayers.

The terrorists underestimated our
country on that fateful day, Mr. Speak-
er. They thought our spirit could be
broken and our Nation divided. While
our hearts continue to break for those
we lost, our American spirit is strong.
While we may disagree on some issues,
we stand united in the desire to protect
our Nation.

Mr. Speaker, on September 11, 2001,
America witnessed horrifying, cow-
ardly acts of evil and responded with
heroism and courage. The passengers
aboard United 93 were the first to fight
back in this war on terror.

Over the past 5 years, we have taken
the fight to the terrorists. We are
fighting them in the streets of Afghani-
stan and in Iraq so we will never have
to witness the evil in our city streets
again.

As we remember the innocent vic-
tims of September 11, we also remem-
ber all of those brave souls who have
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lost their lives in defense of this coun-
try. America will never retreat in the
face of adversity, Mr. Speaker. We will
answer the call of history, and we will
prevail in this war on terror.

I ask my colleagues to unanimously
support H. Res. 994.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am very
pleased to yield 12 minutes to my good
friend and neighbor, the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. LEE).

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank Mr. LANTOS for yielding and for
your leadership and for your commit-
ment to global peace and security.

Today we should be reflecting on the
fifth anniversary of the terrible ter-
rorist attacks of September 11, 2001. It
should be a time when we come to-
gether as a Nation to grieve and to re-
member the men, women and children
who lost their lives that day. It should
also be a time to honor the courage and
the heroism of our first responders and
those who put themselves in harm’s
way to help and to save others.

Instead, we have before us a resolu-
tion that simply politicizes the somber
occasion. What is glaring today is that
the Bush administration’s complete
failure in apprehending Osama bin
Laden, once again, is before us. Even
worse, the Bush administration pulled
our troops out of Afghanistan to put
them into Iraq, which had nothing to
do with the tragic attacks of 9/11. Even
the President acknowledged this.

Unfortunately, our country is less
safe today than it was 5 years ago. Iraq
has become a haven for terrorists. It
was not before 9/11. This Congress and
this administration gets Ds and Fs in
implementing the 9/11 Commission’s
recommendations.

Yet the Republican majority hasn’t
received the message. It chooses will-
fully to ignore it. By politicizing this
resolution, the Republican majority
seeks to detract from their utter com-
plicity in this failed war and their
utter failure to demand accountability
for this war. The memories of those
who lost their lives in New York and
the Pentagon and Shanksville, Penn-
sylvania, deserve better.

We should be united as a country in
commemorating those who paid the su-
preme price on that day 5 years ago.
Yet today, once again, because of this
resolution and the divisiveness of it, we
are divided.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to yield 4 minutes to the gentleman
from California (Mr. ROYCE).

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of this resolution mark-
ing the fifth anniversary of the al
Qaeda terrorist attacks on the United
States, and, inevitably, Americans are
asking are we safer today. Yes, we are.

But the unfortunate reality is that
this threat to our country continues.
Last week, my terrorism subcommittee
held a hearing on this threat. We heard
the point made that to fight terrorism
effectively, we must identify the
enemy. As reported by the 9/11 Com-
mission, the catastrophic threat of this
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moment in history, they say, is
Islamist terrorism, especially al Qaeda
and its organization. This threat,
mounted for years, going largely ig-
nored.

Many witnesses observed that al
Qaeda, now under attack by the United
States and others, has had to recon-
figure. But just as the terrorists have
evolved, we must evolve too. The des-
perate need today is to find out who
the terrorists are.

To do this, we need powerful tools,
and they have included the USA PA-
TRIOT Act and other programs we
passed.

With WMD proliferating, such efforts
are all the more important. One area
where we did receive a good grade from
the 9/11 Commission was on our legisla-
tion for a REAL ID Act, to make cer-
tain that the next Mohammed Atta and
his team of 15 couldn’t obtain 60 phony
driver’s licenses. We established those
Federal standards for State driver’s li-
censes to make sure that again they
couldn’t use something like that to
plan and attack and then board jet-
liners to attack the United States.

We made certain also that we passed
the PATRIOT Act. Frankly, I believe
that most Americans are glad that we
have the PATRIOT Act to break down
barriers between intelligence and law
enforcement officials that hampered
their efforts before 9/11.

Before the PATRIOT Act, these same
tools were already being used to go
after drug traffickers. Now, with the
PATRIOT Act, we have applied those
approaches to terrorists, and Ameri-
cans are safer for it.

I believe we need border security,
like the House-passed legislation.
Frankly, if that legislation were taken
up in the Senate, we would get better
grades from the 9/11 Commission. Why?
Because the 9/11 Commission under-
stood that border security has become
national security.

This resolution remembers those who
lost their lives on 9/11. That was 3,000
people. Countless more were scarred on
that day. But September 11 is also a
call to action for our country and a day
to recognize those who are in the field
taking on Islamist terrorism, including
law enforcement officers, Border Pa-
trol officers, and our Armed Forces.

We saw many acts of heroism on Sep-
tember 11. We had acts of heroism on
September 11, 2006, also, many in far-
away lands, and we will see more acts
of terrorism in the days and years
ahead.

Mr. Speaker, as summed up recently
by a top British official, the threat
from Islamist terrorists is real. It is
here. It is deadly. And, as he said, it is
enduring.

O 1615

That it is. But it is not as enduring
as the spirit of our Nation so evident
on 9/11. We will prevail.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am very
pleased to yield 3 minutes to my good
friend, our distinguished colleague
from Florida (Ms. CORRINE BROWN).
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Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor
those who lost their lives on September
11, 2001, and those who risked their
lives in the fight on terrorism. I also
rise today to discuss the slow pace, or
rather the lack of pace, in the reforms
called for by the 9/11 Commission.

The 9/11 Commission was chartered
by Congress to examine and report on
the facts and causes relating to the ter-
rorist attacks of September 11, 2001.
What of those recommendations have
we enacted? Hvery time the polls go
down for the Bush administration a
new threat is discovered.

Since September 11, in fact, I have
been lobbying the Bush administration
for additional security funding for our
Nation’s ports and other areas of our
Nation’s infrastructure, such as freight
and passenger rail, our subway system,
busses, tunnels and bridges. There are
other areas of vulnerability that are
outside of aviation security.

The Bush administration has been
telling the American people that they
are checking only 3 to 4 percent of all
cargo that comes into our ports, but in
reality all they are checking is the
manifest that lists the inventories of
the ship.

Now, I think the American people are
smart enough to know that if reading a
piece of paper provided by the shipper
is what passes for port security, then
we are all in trouble.

We spent $4.4 billion alone on avia-
tion security, while only $36 million is
being spent on all surface transpor-
tation security programs. And with re-
spect to our Nation’s ports, which serve
as the main economic engine for many
of the areas in which they are found,
an attack would not only be extremely
dangerous to the local citizens, but
economically disastrous as well.

The Bush administration and the Re-
publicans talk a great talk about secu-
rity, but they do not, and I repeat, do
not walk the walk.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. MCHENRY).

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman.

As Manhattan’s skyline fell down,
Americans stood up. We took to our
feet and raised the flag, pledging soli-
darity to our Nation and our fellow
countrymen and our values. But fore-
most, we pledged solidarity with our
fellow Americans.

On that day we confirmed what we
had long known: Being an American is
more than simply a title; it is a duty.
And the images of first responders risk-
ing their lives, their safety, rushing
headlong into crumbling towers, affirm
that courage, that honor, that privi-
lege that we have to call ourselves
Americans.

The events of that day didn’t begin,
but certainly brought to the forefront
the war we have with Islamic extrem-
ists, an enemy that despises the very
idea of America. History shows that
every American generation is tasked



September 13, 2006

with defending the ideals of America.
And, make no mistake about it, this
challenge, this fight, is our
generational challenge.

These events, now woven into the
fabric of America, the fabric of human
history, will not be remembered for the
destruction that occurred 5 years ago.
It will not be remembered for the de-
struction that transpired on that sad
day. It will be remembered for the
compassion that followed and the unity
which we have as Americans. And the
world will know for generations to
come that as Manhattan’s skyline fell
down, Americans stood up.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. HARMAN)
be permitted to control the balance of
the time of the minority leader.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. HARMAN) will control the
balance of the time, which is 1 hour
and 14 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I am very
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LINDER).

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Chairman HYDE for the time. I hope my
colleagues will all join in support of H.
Res. 994.

Mr. Speaker, 5 years ago I stood on
the House floor and proclaimed that I
was not without hope for America’s
ability to eliminate the scourge of ter-
rorism. I was convinced that the people
of this great Nation would, much like
they did on December 8, 1941, come to-
gether to defeat a common enemy root-
ed in intolerance and fear.

To be sure, much is left to be accom-
plished. We cannot, we must not, ever
forget the prayers we said that day, the
tears we shed, and the memories of
those who now belong to the ages.

Yes, Osama bin Laden has yet to per-
sonally receive justice, but over the
course of the last 5 years, the inter-
national communications, financing,
state sponsorship and success that al
Qaeda enjoyed on September 11 has
been significantly degraded. The world
now knows that America will not bow
to the forces of evil, but will instead
fight until evil has been eradicated.

Congress has, as this resolution indi-
cates, provided many of the necessary
tools, but the people themselves also
deserve most of the credit for this Na-
tion’s progress. While the threat of ter-
rorism continues to loom in the dis-
tance, I believe we are safer as a nation
because the people of this country are
paying attention. They are the sol-
diers, they are the intelligence gath-
erers and they are the first line of de-
fense. They are the personnel who were
given a responsibility on September 11,
2001, to finally take the fight to ter-
rorism, and they are succeeding.

Five years later I have seen an Amer-
ica that has exceeded our expectations.
Rather than cowering to those who
blackened the beautiful New York sky-
line on that day, the American people
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are emboldened in their resolve to live
free and prosperous lives. They have re-
newed their faith and our faith in the
hope of democracy. Freedom, as I stat-
ed then, continues to work.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I am very
pleased to yield the balance of my time
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. WELDON).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania is recog-
nized for 56 minutes.

(Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my distinguished
leader for yielding the time. I rise in
support of this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I was at the site of 9/11,
but the first time I was there in 1993,
and I went because that was the first
time bin Laden hit us. Representing all
the first responders in America, I go to
where they are, not with the cameras
and the TV lights blaring, but as one of
them.

I went in 1993 when Howard Safer, the
Fire Commissioner for New York,
asked me to go down to Ground Zero to
see the damage caused by the first hit
of the terrorists against us. And the
young firefighter who took me through
that complex was a man by the name
of Ray Downey. Ray Downey became
one of my best friends. He didn’t live in
my district, he lived in New York.

But Ray Downey was an active fire-
fighter, a former marine, who told me
the lessons that we should learn be-
cause he said, ‘“‘Curt, you have to un-
derstand, bin Laden is going to hit us
again and again and again,” and, boy,
was he right. They hit us at the Khobar
Towers, they hit us at the African em-
bassies. They bombed the USS Cole.
And what was our response? Nothing.
We shook our head in disbelief.

So it was with a great deal of sadness
on September 11 that I was called while
walking out of the Capitol building and
I was told that Ray Downey had been
killed. You see, Mr. Speaker, on Sep-
tember 11, Ray Downey was the Chief
of all rescue for the New York City
Fire Department. He was the guy at
the base of the tower that was over-
seeing the largest and most successful
rescue in the history of mankind. 70,000
people were brought out alive. Ray
Downey was killed.

I went to New York the next day. I
did not wait again for the cameras and
the suits. I went up as a member of the
first responder community and at
Ground Zero I spent the whole day.

As they took me around the back of
these two seven-story piles of rubble,
after being briefed by Joe Allbaugh,
the head of FEMA, I saw two fire-
fighters on their knees sifting through
the debris with their hands. As I got
closer I could read their turnout gear,
and there were the names Downey and
Downey.

You see, Mr. Speaker, two of Ray
Downey’s five kids are also firefighters,
today they are battalion chiefs in New
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York, and there they were looking for
their father. In fact, I brought Ray’s
family and his widow down to my dis-
trict one month after 9/11 and we hon-
ored them as American heroes.

I tell you all of this, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause the passion that I have for the
first responders is the reason I come to
the floor today to honor the memory of
those who paid the ultimate price.

The last thing we should be doing is
playing politics with this. After all, it
was in 1995, I think there was a dif-
ferent President back then, when the
Public Safety Wireless Advisory Com-
mittee said that we didn’t have an
interoperable communications system,
and we did nothing about it. In fact, it
wasn’t until Jane Harman and I intro-
duced legislation that passed last De-
cember that in fact corrected that
problem and put $1 billion on the table.

It was in 1999 that I sat in my office
on November 4 with the Deputy Head
of the CIA and the Deputy Director of
the FBI and the Deputy Secretary of
Defense to convince them to have an
interoperable capability linking all 33
classified systems together. And you
know what the CIA said, Mr. Speaker?

They said, ‘‘Congressman, we don’t
need that. Even though there are
emerging transnational terrorist
threats, we don’t need that -capa-

bility.” It was the single biggest fail-
ure on 9/11 not to have that interoper-
able capability to link together 33 clas-
sified systems.

Mr. Speaker, all of us could have
done a better job. When my colleagues
on the other side were in charge, they
didn’t fund a dime for the first respond-
ers, not one dime of money. We did
that in 2000, one year before 9/11, when
working with Republicans and Demo-
crats we put into place both the Assist-
ance to Firefighter Grant Program and
the SAFER Program.

I couldn’t believe the rhetoric last
night I heard on the House floor, be-
cause it was Democrats and Repub-
licans together who did that. But it
was Republican leadership who made it
happen.

I am proud of our record. I am proud
of the fact that today we have linked
up the 33 classified systems. First of all
it was the TTIC, the Terrorism Threat
Integration Center. Today it is the
NCTC, the National Counterterrorism
Center.

I am proud of the fact that we have
put together almost $4 billion to 24,000
of our 32,000 fire and EMS departments
around the country. I am proud of the
fact that Democrats and Republicans
finally have solved the problem of put-
ting money with interoperable commu-
nications together.

I am also a little frustrated. We hear
our colleagues on the other side. The
Gilmore Commission, which Ray Dow-
ney encouraged me to put into law,
which I did, made three reports before
9/11, most of them in the previous ad-
ministration. Forty percent of the 9/11
recommendations had already been
made by the Gilmore Commission be-
fore 9/11 ever happened. But we don’t
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hear that today on the House floor,
that there were recommendations that
we could have put into place before 9/11
and we didn’t do it.

So stop the blame. This is not fair to
Ray Downey and his family. It is not
fair to my constituent Michael
Horrocks, who left behind two kids and
a wife. What was his mistake on 9/11?
He climbed in the front seat of one of
United’s planes and he had his throat
slit as the plane traveled into the
Trade Center towers.

This resolution needs our support in
a bipartisan way. That is the only way
we can protect America.

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA)
will control the next block of time for
the majority leader.

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

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to rough-
ly the next hour of time that we will
spend here on the floor, myself and our
ranking member and the members of
the Intelligence Committee, to remem-
ber those who died, those who served
on 9/11, the tremendous work of hun-
dreds of thousands of people in our
military forces and the folks who are
working in the intelligence community
that have helped keep this country safe
over the last 5 years.

I know that there are disagreements
about some of the strategy, some of the
particulars, some of the execution and
those types of things, but much as in
my home district on Monday, I hope
that that spirit can continue through
the next hour.
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Monday was kind of one of those days
where we recognized that in many
ways it was kind of a sacred day. Peo-
ple took the day off from partisan poli-
tics, and we reflected back on what
happened 5 years earlier when we were
so brutally attacked, where almost
3,000 Americans lost their lives. Many
of us recounted the places where we
were, the things that we were doing,
and how in comparison those things
were so minor to what happened and
how that transformed America.

And perhaps for so ever a brief mo-
ment, or briefer than what we would
have hoped or envisioned, it brought
America together and focused us on
who we are and focused us on the
threat that we had faced, that we now
face, a threat that we had all witnessed
and experienced maybe as early as 1979
when the embassy in Iran was seized.
Perhaps it was when Hezbollah at-
tacked our Marine barracks in 1983.
But regardless of the times leading up
to 2001, we recognized that that was
history, 9/11 is today, and that we were
going to be facing some serious chal-
lenges in the future. And this is very,
very hard.

It is a different kind of enemy than
we had ever faced before. It is an
enemy that does not wear uniforms. It
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is an enemy that does not have a gov-
ernment as we know it. It is an enemy
that does not represent a specific geo-
graphic territory. It does not have a
capital. It does not have bureaucracies.
It has not signed on to any inter-
national agreements, as ironic as it
may sound, international agreements
as to how we will fight and conduct
wars. It is an organization that cele-
brates the deaths of its suicide bomb-
ers. It is in sharp contrast to who we
are and what we have done.

We responded. The ranking member
and I, along with Senator LIEBERMAN
and Senator COLLINS, worked on a
project that many said could not be
done, on a project that for almost 50
years had never been done, which was
the reform of an intelligence commu-
nity, an intelligence community that
needed to respond to the threats that
radical Islam posed. We have made
much progress in that area. But as we
both had said in a report that was
issued in a bipartisan way from our
committee, there is still much work to
be done.

The bottom line is we continue to be
a Nation at war. We continue to be a
Nation at risk. We continue to, I be-
lieve, be a Nation that is united in a
desire to win this war, recognizing that
there are real differences about how we
will fight this war to be successful and
to be consistent with American ideals.
Because the biggest tribute that we
can leave to the victims of 9/11 is to
make sure that we win this war but
also to make sure that we do not
change how we are as we go about win-
ning that war.

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

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, nothing we say today
can erase the pain that America felt on
September 11, 2001. No resolution we
pass, no speech we make can bring
back the loved ones we lost or repay
the heroes who rushed to their rescue.

As I stood at Ground Zero again on
Monday amidst the anguished faces,
the shopworn photos of loved ones lost,
the sad music, the reading of names,
flags everywhere, the memories of 5
years ago came rushing back. The fran-
tic calls to my children in New York
and Washington. The disbelief that we
could be so vulnerable. And as the day
wore on, the immense sadness for 3,000
innocent victims and the resolve to
demonstrate that this Congress would
not bow to terror.

This resolution, however, contains
more than memories. It makes a state-
ment about how much progress we
have made in this House.

The sad, unalterable fact is that 5
years after 9/11 we have not made as
much progress as this resolution
claims. We have not brought to justice
the most senior leaders responsible for
the attacks. We have not plugged some
gaping holes in our homeland defense,
and we have not shared the sacrifice or
stayed united as a Nation in the face of
grave danger.

September 13, 2006

As ranking member on the Intel-
ligence Committee, I want to focus my
remarks on how this House has re-
sponded to the major intelligence fail-
ures of our time, the tragic failure to
connect the dots of the 9/11 plot; the in-
excusable failure to recognize that
Saddam Hussein did not have WMD;
and the catastrophic failure to predict
the violence insurgency that would fol-
low our military action in Iraq, and
take the prudent steps necessary to
prevent it.

The news, Mr. Speaker, is uneven. I
believe our committee did a good job of
assessing the performance of the FBI,
CIA, and NSA leading up to 9/11; and so
did the Congressional Joint Inquiry
into 9/11, which held 24 days of hear-
ings, including 9 days of open hearings,
provided an excellent, bipartisan report
with legislative recommendations, and
was the basis for the 9/11 Commission’s
final report.

Over major opposition from some in
this body, Congress acted on some of
those recommendations and, as our
chairman just said, created a Director
of National Intelligence and a National
Counterterrorism Center, thanks to
the courageous lobbying of the 9/11
family members. Our current chairman
and I helped lead that effort, and I am
very proud of what we did.

As for WMD failures, our committee
was the first to document that clandes-
tine sources in Iraq were thin and that
the analysis was poor. But then our
former chairman shut down the
House’s inquiry into Iraqg WMD. And
again in this Congress, our current
chairman ceded jurisdiction on this
critically important issue to our coun-
terparts in the other body.

Just last Friday that committee re-
leased a compelling report showing
that our sources were unreliable and
that facts claimed by this administra-
tion are not supported by the intel-
ligence. According to that report and
other available sources, there were no
links between al Qaeda and Iraq before
9/11. Yet as recently as last Sunday, the
Vice President said ‘“‘we don’t know”
whether Mohammed Atta ever met
with an Iraqi intelligence officer in
Prague. Mr. Speaker, we do know. We
know the meeting never took place,
and yet the Vice President refuses to
acknowledge the facts.

It is one thing to have inadequate in-
telligence. In an intelligence war, you
are never going to have pristine intel-
ligence. But it is another thing to ig-
nore professional intelligence assess-
ments, make end-runs around intel-
ligence agencies, issue hyped state-
ments about intelligence, and use in-
telligence for partisan gain.

The third failure, the failure to pre-
dict and prevent the insurgency, has
been in some ways the most painful.
More than 2,500 U.S. personnel have
been killed since President Bush de-
clared ‘‘Mission Accomplished’” in May
2003, nearly as many as died on 9/11.

Our committee has conducted vir-
tually no oversight over this particular
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failure. We have not examined whether
the intelligence on the insurgency was
flawed or whether policymakers delib-
erately ignored warnings and profes-
sional assessments.

Press reports indicate that the ad-
ministration may still be trying to
paint a rosy picture of the situation in
Iraq. The August casualty reporting
excluded statistics on people killed by
bombs, mortars, rockets, and other
mass attacks. The result is that the
August statistics for murder rates in
Baghdad appear 52 percent lower than
the daily rate for July. Mr. Speaker, I
do not think policymakers should en-
gage in creative accounting when it
comes to the lives of our sons and
daughters or the lives of innocent
Iraqis.

According to some reports, a draft
“National Intelligence Estimate on
Iraq,” which reportedly paints a very
negative picture of the situation there
now, is being held by the administra-
tion until after the November election.
If that reporting is true, it is deeply
troubling and could needlessly endan-
ger the lives of our military and intel-
ligence professionals in the field. And,
Mr. Speaker, it would also keep Con-
gress in the dark one more time.

Mr. Speaker, I often say that the
point of looking back is to look for-
ward to avoid making the same mis-
takes again. North Korea is test-firing
missiles. Iran is defying the world com-
munity on its nuclear program. Yet we
do not have solid intelligence on either
target. Mr. Speaker, good intelligence
leads to good policy.

But instead of insisting on better in-
telligence, our committee may rush
through dangerous legislation on
warrantless surveillance without any
testimony from administration wit-
nesses. We are issuing staff-written
“brochures’” hyping the threats posed
by al Qaeda, Iran, and North Korea
that do little to explain how little we
truly know. It is no wonder that the 9/
11 Commission gave Congress a D for
intelligence oversight reform.

Mr. Speaker, I will conclude where I
began. 9/11 forged our Nation into com-
mon purpose. It brought out a common
humanity and engendered a common
resolve to protect America. Our re-
sponse to 9/11 has been and will con-
tinue to be a measure of us. Mr. Speak-
er, what we should really resolve to do
today is to do better together.

At Ground Zero on Monday, the sur-
vivors shared something so precious:
the hope that their grief and suffering
would inspire a Nation to prevent an-
other attack. They were all ages, all
colors, all religions, and all back-
grounds. The one thing they were not
was partisan.

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

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to yield 2 minutes to our
colleague, Mrs. DAVIS.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in strong support of
House Resolution 994.
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The terrorist attacks upon our coun-
try changed the way that we live for-
ever and provided us with a cruel re-
minder that freedom and liberty have a
price. The attacks reminded us there
are extremists in this world that would
do anything, including sacrificing their
own lives to destroy ours and our way
of life. The attacks reminded us that
democracy and the benefits of a free
government cannot be taken for grant-
ed and must continually be fought for.

Mr. Speaker, we are safer than we
were 5 years ago. But until we can say
with confidence that we are safe, the
constant fight for freedom can never
end. Until families can go to bed at
night feeling secure, we cannot stop
the fight for freedom. Until our young
people can know without a doubt that
America holds a safe, prosperous future
for them, our battle can never cease.

We in Congress are tasked by the
Constitution to defend the homeland,
and we take this task very seriously.
Our men and women in uniform are
getting the job done, and our first re-
sponders have answered the call. Our
intelligence forces have played a vast
role in protecting America. And to-
gether we are safer today.

However, we must remain vigilant
and prepare to fight these radical Is-
lamic terrorists whenever and wher-
ever they may strike. Retreat has
never made us stronger and, by Osama
bin Laden’s own words, is a sign of
America’s weakness.

0 1645

There is no room for halfway ap-
proaches here. We must do what is
needed to protect our country. We are
using and must continue to use both
diplomatic and military measures and
tools available to protect America.

As we look back 5 years ago this
week, we must remember the horrors
of that time. But more importantly, we
must remember the resolve adopted by
all of us to defend freedom and fight
with all our might to combat the forces
that look to destroy us. It is through
vigilance and the passion for freedom
that we will win this war and truly
make America safe.

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is now
my pleasure to yield to a dear friend,
the ranking member on the Armed
Services Committee, Mr. SKELTON, 4
minutes.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman, my good friend from
California.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to recognize Sep-
tember 11 as a national day of mourn-
ing, to commemorate and honor Amer-
ica’s b-year-long national sacrifice, and
to warn of clear and present danger in
the days ahead.

Our Nation will never forget the ter-
rorist attacks on September 11, 2001.
Nearly 3,000 innocent Americans per-
ished in that day, and the lives of
many thousands more were forever
changed. The tools and the national
power were mobilized to bring justice
to those responsible.
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To each and all experiencing personal
loss, we honor and we pay respect. To
each and all responding to the call of
duty, we extend a note of appreciation.
Their sacrifice in our Nation’s initial
response led to a successful military
strike against terror strongholds in Af-
ghanistan. As we all agreed, it was an
impressive operational display of tech-
nological might. It was swift and it was
right, and it enjoyed widespread sup-
port among the world’s family and na-
tions. In short, it was a step toward a
more safe and secure environment for
Americans.

Mr. Speaker, in the past 5 years,
much of the initial gain has been
squandered. We have failed to imple-
ment the recommendations of the 9/11
Commission. We found ourselves
bogged down in a costly war in Iraq
that detracts from our pursuit of those
responsible for attacking American
soil. We are also facing a resurgence in
Afghanistan.

Our Nation is engaged in two wars,
the first against terrorism; and the sec-
ond, a war of choice to effect a regime
change in Iraq, has dragged us into a
sectarian clash on the verge of civil
war. The war on terrorism rightfully
continues, and by all account remains
a war of necessity. In contrast, the war
in Iraq was initiated with faulty intel-
ligence, without proper planning and
aftermath, that is, after the initial
strike planning has created for our Na-
tion a strategic risk.

More than 40 percent of Army and
Marine Corps ground equipment is
committed to the combat theater. That
equipment is wearing out, according to
experts, nine times faster than the nor-
mal rate. Not one Army combat bri-
gade in the continental United States
is fully ready for its wartime mission.

Simply put, the war in Iraq has
sapped our strategic base and threatens
to break our Army. Regrettably, our
Nation is not safer than it was on Sep-
tember 10, 5 years ago. Because this
war of choice has tapped our resources,
our Nation’s ability to confront future
security challenges, it is less than it
was only 5 years ago. That is a sad
commentary, but sadly true.

As we commemorate the heroes of
September 11 and beyond, let us not
forget the solemn oath to protect and
defend this Nation and to protect and
defend our Constitution. Let us not for-
get our responsibility to take every
step necessary to make America
stronger, not weaker, than before. And
let us never forget our duty to prevent
the occurrence of another similar trag-
edy. We must have the best, we must
have the most capable military to
meet any threat that faces this won-
derful Nation. If we fail in this endeav-
or, then we will surely have failed to
honor the memory of those who have
fallen.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the majority whip, Mr.
BLUNT.

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.
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Mr. Speaker, today we live in a coun-
try of great opportunity, we live in a
country of great freedom, but we live
in a dangerous world. We came face to
face with that danger 5 years ago, we
came face to face with the evil in the
world 5 years ago, and today we com-
memorate what we have done in the
last minutes and hours and what we
have done in the last years to try to
prevent that evil from replicating
itself again.

For years before 9/11, we pretended
that evil somehow didn’t exist; or if it
did exist, it couldn’t touch us. A series
of events that government after gov-
ernment after government in our coun-
try chose to minimize or ignore led to
9/11. The bombing of the barracks at
Beirut, the bombing of the barracks at
Khobar Towers, the attack on the USS
Cole, the attack on two of our embas-
sies, the first attack on the World
Trade Center were all part of a con-
centrated effort of a narrow sliver of
totalitarian activists that don’t like
the way we live and don’t like who we
are, who have vowed to destroy our
very way of life.

Now, it is nice, whether it is at work
or whether it is at home or in your
neighborhood, to pretend you don’t
have enemies in the world. But we do
have enemies in the world. As the
Prime Minister of Iraq said when he
spoke to this body just weeks ago: this
is not Islam, it is a perverted view, I
think he said specifically as was trans-
lated, a false view or a fake view of
Islam. But there are people who believe
it. There are people who believe that
we, because of who we are, are their
sworn enemies.

And this resolution today just com-
memorates the great work of those in-
dividuals that we recognize, those indi-
viduals that we recognize who defend
our country, who defend our freedom,
who defend our flag; those individuals
we recognize who take chances every
day to find out the information that we
need to find out on a human level, from
those people every day who analyze the
things that need to be analyzed and
those resources we have given them to
be able to make those choices, whether
it was the PATRIOT Act or the other
things that we have done since 9/11 that
bring terrorism to the level of other
crimes, even though the danger of ter-
rorism may be much more dangerous
than those crimes that various inves-
tigative arms of our government and
the tools that they had available to
them were given after 9/11.

We need to continue to move forward
and we need to continue to be com-
mitted somewhat, and many people
have said that someone had to be the
first person that said we have to be
right every single time, the terrorists
only have to be right once.

Nobody will stand here today in good
conscience and say a terrorist attack
can’t happen again. But we can say in
good conscience that we will do every-
thing we possibly can to prevent that
attack from happening again. We will
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do everything we can possibly do, from
naively looking at the present and as-
suming that we won’t have enemies in
the future. We need to address our en-
emies; we need to address the world the
way we find it. Thank goodness for the
many American men and women and
our allies overseas who joined us in
trying to prevent the cowardly ter-
rorist attacks that happened in this
country 5 years ago and other coun-
tries since then.

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to a great member of our committee,
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. TIERNEY) for 3 minutes.

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from California.

Mr. Speaker, many Members recently
voted against the previous question on
the rule. We did so because we wanted
a substitute, a resolution that mir-
rored Senate Resolution 565, which was
a measure which was bipartisan and
which was designed to unite this Con-
gress and the country. That is the way
in fact that we wish to remember and
honor those 9/11 victims.

Unfortunately, the Speaker and the
majority of the House have chosen di-
vision and partisanship. The gentleman
from Michigan mentioned a moment
ago that on Monday, September 11, the
Nation took off a day from partisan-
ship. We only wish that the Speaker
had joined in that. But by proposing a
resolution referring to issues that are
partisan and divisive, once again, a
chance for unity has been missed not in
the Senate but here in the House.

New York Times columnist Frank
Rich this past Sunday recalled FDR’s
use of the phrase ‘‘the warm courage of
national unity in a time of challenge.”
That is exactly what we need in these
times of challenge.

FDR mentioned his realization of our
interdependence on each other, that we
cannot merely, take but that we must
give as well; and that if we are going to
move forward, we must move as a
trained and loyal army willing to sac-
rifice for the good of a common dis-
cipline.

Since September 11, this Nation has
not been called to that higher unity
and shared sacrifice. Instead, we have
seen divisive legislation and tax cuts
favoring the few. We should instead
honor the fallen victims of 9/11 and
their families’ sacrifices and the re-
sponders and our military and our in-
telligence communities for their bipar-
tisan efforts. We should resolve to im-
plement the recommendations of the 9/
11 Commission.

Now, Chairmen Kean and Hamilton
wrote on September 11, 2006, that their
commission’s December report card on
limitation garnered 10 C’s, 12 D’s, and 4
F’s. And they listed there still remain
to be done at least 10 things, the ac-
ceptance of which and the completion
of which would in fact honor the Sep-
tember 11 people.

We should allocate our homeland se-
curity dollars wisely, because now they
are being spread around like revenue
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sharing. States have to be held to cre-
ate and practice emergency response
plans. Congress shouldn’t wait until
2009, three years from now, to give first
responders a slice of the broadest spec-
trum for emergency communication.

We still need to do a better job with
information sharing among govern-
ment agencies, particularly those at
the State and local levels. The FBI re-
form needs to speed up even as it
moves in the right direction. The pri-
vacy and civil liberties oversight board
must be empowered as a strong voice
on behalf of individual and civil lib-
erties, especially as the executive gets
stronger authorities. We need to better
screen passengers against a comprehen-
sive terrorist watch list before they
board craft. We need to do a better job
of reaching out to the Muslim world so
that America can be seen as a source of
hope and opportunity and not despair.

Congress needs to reform itself. The
oversight committees need stronger
powers over budgets and jurisdictions.
And the prevention of terrorists’ access
to nuclear weapons must be elevated
above all other problems of national
security. To do all this, we need the
warm courage of unity, not partisan-
ship, not divisive resolutions.

Mr. Speaker, this would be an excel-
lent time for the leadership of this
House to match rhetoric with unifying
actions.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. I would like to yield
2 minutes to my colleague, a member
of the committee, Mr. MCHUGH.

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, as a New
Yorker, this past Monday had a par-
ticular impact on me and on my fellow
New Yorkers. It is obviously a time of
great sorrow and sadness and reflection
for each and every American. But of
the 2,997 who perished that day, a large
number and obviously the main focus
of the attack was in our State.

There is little we can do to rewind
that as a day and as the circumstances
that led up to it. I noted my good
friend, the gentlewoman from Califor-
nia’s remarks about intelligence fail-
ures, and she is right. They are real
and they were longstanding. You heard
the majority whip of the House speak
of the attacks that were levied against
this country that, frankly, the intel-
ligence systems were not up to pro-
viding long before this particular era,
long before we were in Iraq: the USS
Cole, the attack on our two embassies,
the first World Trade Center attack,
Khobar Towers, and on and on and on.
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If 9/11 teaches us anything, it is that
as Americans, and particularly as ones
who have the great honor and great re-
sponsibility of representing the people
of this Nation, we must continue as we
did on that day, September 11, to work
together to make us safe.

We are safer. We can never be safe.
This land is too free, too open, too
many opportunities that we enjoy and
our basic liberties to ever be fully safe,
but we can be, as I would argue we are
today, safer.
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I would hope we would be even safer
tomorrow and the day after that, but
to do that, we are going to have to con-
tinue our joint initiatives.

We have come a long way. We have
instilled leadership and coordination of
multiple agencies. We have addressed
how terrorism information gets to the
analysts and the policymakers who
need that information most. We have
had to change the culture of the FBI
from one of being single-minded in a
criminal investigation agency to omne
that pursues those who wish to harm
us through proactive intelligence in-
vestigations.

We have done these things. We need
to continue. We must make 9/11 a ral-
lying cry for a safer tomorrow.

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas for a unan-
imous consent request.

(Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I will place a statement in the
RECORD on H. Res. 994 on the 9/11 5-year
anniversary at this point.

Mr. Speaker, on Monday, this Nation took
time to remember the events of five years ear-
lier on September 11, 2001—events that
changed the way we viewed the world and our
own Nation. Our prayers are with the families
of those that lost their lives that day. We never
imagined that something like that could hap-
pen on American soil and it is still hard to
comprehend the number of innocent lives lost
that day.

The five year anniversary brought back
memories of planes crashing into the World
Trade Center Building, the Pentagon, and
Flight 93 going down in Pennsylvania, but
more importantly, we remembered the images
of the brave Americans—fire fighters, law en-
forcement, medical personnel, and everyday
citizens—that rushed to help their fellow Amer-
icans that were injured or trapped in the rub-
ble of the fallen buildings.

The courage these individuals showed is the
reason the terrorists were not successful in
weakening our Nation. They took innocent
American lives and destroyed our buildings
that day, but they did not destroy our Nation’s
resolve because Americans will always an-
swer the call and the first responders that day
did so selflessly in an environment of chaos
and uncertainty.

Over the past five years we have seen this
country grow stronger in the face of the new
threat that became apparent that day. As citi-
zens we are more vigilant and as a Nation we
have committed to a new war to fight terrorism
across the globe.

The attacks in Spain, Jordan, Britain and
elsewhere since 9/11 demonstrate that we are
not alone in this fight and that we have not de-
terred the terrorists’ intentions or will to carry
out attacks against innocent people. We will
continue to hunt down terrorists and terrorist
cells where they are and we will lead the
world in defeating their ideology.

We all have different ideas about how to do
this. Over the past five years, we have seen
heated debates in this House, throughout our
government, and across the Nation over how
to best protect our country, secure our bor-
ders, patrol our ports, and carry out the war
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against these extremists while protecting the
American way of life and our individual lib-
erties. But this tragedy reminded us that we
are all Americans first and foremost. We may
not always agree on how best to do this, but
the goal of every person here is the same: to
succeed in protecting our country, our way of
life, and preventing another 9/11.

No one will forget where they were, or what
they were doing when they learned of the at-
tacks. This anniversary marks one of the
gravest days in our Nation’s history, but it also
reminds us of the bravery displayed by those
that reacted to the tragedy with unwavering
courage and heroism.

Mr. Speaker, September 11, 2001 is five
years behind us, but it will guide us for the
foreseeable future. | pray for the families that
lost loved ones that day and | thank those that
served bravely. God be with those that are not
here because of 9/11 and God bless America.

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2% minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. REYES).

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the victims of 9/11 al Qaeda
attacks, as well as the family members
who mourn them, the first responders
who helped their communities recover,
and the brave men and women in the
armed services who are risking their
lives to make us safer.

Honoring the memories of those who
gave their lives on September 11 should
not, however, be a once-a-year endeav-
or. This should not be an occasion for
speeches and ceremonies. Talk is
cheap, but our actions, what we do in
the war on terror, that is what speaks
volumes. Through our actions, we
honor our dead. I would like to talk
about a couple of ways in which we
could better honor their memories,
ways in which we can actually act.

After September 11, we began a war
of necessity, the war on terror. The
whole world was with us. We made
enormous strides quickly in Afghani-
stan in that war, but then we began an-
other war, a war of choice, in Iraqg.
Now, because more than 130,000 of our
troops are bogged down in Iraq, we
have punted the ball in Afghanistan.

Let me be clear. Today, we are in
danger in Afghanistan, the original
breeding ground for al Qaeda. The
Taliban is gaining ground and inflict-
ing casualties on coalition forces. If we
need reinforcements, will we have
them? The major victory in the war of
necessity, the war on terror, that was
so close now appears to be fading be-
cause we are bogged down in a war of
choice in Iraq.

The best way to honor our departed
heroes and friends is by winning that
war of necessity. The terrorists started
the war on September 11, but if we set
our priorities right we can finish it.

The men and women who died on
September 11 deserve victory in the
war on terror, our war of necessity.
They deserve more than empty rhet-
oric. They deserve more than talking
points and slogans. They deserve more
than chicken hawk mud slinging. They
also deserve more than insulting those
as unpatriotic or weak anyone who
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dares to say that we need to make
some changes in the way we are fight-
ing the war of necessity. And finally,
they deserve more than siphoning off
resources from the war of necessity by
a war of choice.

Yes, talk is cheap. If we want to re-
member those who died on September
11, let us give them a victory.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
214 minutes to my colleague from the
great State of Michigan (Mr. ROGERS).

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, today is really an important
day because what we celebrate today
are those people who sacrificed of
themselves and gave of their all to save
the lives of someone else, and that is
the real difference between us and our
enemy. We celebrate those who save
lives. They celebrate those who take
lives. That is the difference to remem-
ber.

Al Qaeda has a very radical plan, and
this attack was not just to poke Amer-
ica in the eye and to kill our civilians.
It was to obtain a goal, a goal that
they had publicly stated, a tale of faith
that ranges from all of the Mideast,
northern Africa, southern parts of Eu-
rope, including Spain and Indonesia.

This is a war not only of ideology but
about a political geography that they
believe they own and they are willing
to kill Jews and Christians and men
and women and Muslims to get it.

Amrullah Saleh visited the United
States. He is now head of the intel-
ligence services in Afghanistan, and he
said when he was visiting here, ‘“‘Only
we in Afghanistan have seen what hap-
pens when Osama bin Laden is king or
prime minister or commander-in-chief
of a nation. Our freedom, our culture,
our way of life was completely taken
from us.”

Under the Taliban, it was against the
law to teach women to read or to drive.
They could not go outside unless they
were escorted by a male relative. They
had burned buses because they were a
modern necessity. They could not lis-
ten to music, watch movies or tele-
vision, shave or use the Internet.

Osama bin Laden said, ‘“The war is
for you or for us to win. If we win, it
means your defeat and your disgrace
forever.”

Strong words by a cowardly enemy,
but we know that threat is real, and
sometimes we get lost in the haggling
when we all know that this is the time
that we pull together and celebrate
those who celebrate life, pull together
against those who celebrate death.

Today is our day that we rededicate
ourselves to the task of protecting and
defending this Nation against a vicious
and merciless enemy. We must not for-
get and we must do what it takes to
prevail against those perpetrators of 9/
11.

This is what we commemorate in to-
day’s resolution, and I would urge all
of us to remember who the enemy is.

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is now
my pleasure to yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
RUPPERSBERGER).
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Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Mr. Speak-
er, first, I thank Ranking Member HAR-
MAN, and Mr. Speaker, I rise in support
of the heroes of September 11.

Our citizens will forever remember
September 11 as a day on which our
values, our liberties, and our freedoms
were attacked.

Our Nation’s intelligence agencies
and law enforcement officials learned
to do business differently after 9/11.

We learned we need to give our law
enforcement and intelligence agencies
more powerful and flexible, modern
tools to detect terrorists’ plans and in-
tentions.

As a former prosecutor, I understand
the need to balance tough justice
issues for criminals but also to respect
human rights.

By the same logic, we have to learn
what terrorists are plotting before they
act so that we can keep the country
safe, but we have to fight terrorists in
a way that also protects Americans’
rights. In passing the PATRIOT Act,
Congress struck a balance between
civil liberties and strong law enforce-
ment. Not a perfect balance but a good
one.

However, not every effort strikes this
balance. The President ordered the Na-
tional Security Agency to conduct a
surveillance program in a way that
avoids certain required constitutional
checks and balances. The House Intel-
ligence Committee could not oversee
the NSA program because most of us
were not briefed. At the administra-
tion’s direction, the judicial branch, in
the form of the FISA court, was by-
passed.

If the administration needs new au-
thorities to monitor terrorists, they
should ask Congress for them. I see no
reason, however, why this program
could not be conducted under the ru-
bric of the Foreign Intelligence Sur-
veillance Act.

The district I represent includes
NSA. So I have a special interest in the
men and women of the NSA who profes-
sionally and honorably serve their
country, often in secret. They should
not have to worry if they are breaking
the law when they follow instructions
of the White House and the Attorney
General.

Our counterterrorism efforts must be
governed by the rule of law. To do oth-
erwise would dishonor the heroes of
September 11 and their loved ones.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2% minutes to the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. TIAHRT), another member
of the Intelligence Committee.

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman.

On September 11, 2001, life in Amer-
ica was irreversibly changed. That day
we were drawn into a war to confront a
threat we did not fully understand.

Although we still cannot fully under-
stand why terrorists hate our way of
life so much, we do understand this
much. We are still very much at war.
Almost 5 years after the attacks on
September 11, 2001, Islamic extremist
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groups continue to represent the most
immediate threat to the United States
and our allies. They have struck Lon-
don, Madrid, and have bombed res-
taurants and hotels in the Middle East,
Asia, and Africa. At the urging of
Osama bin Laden, every American
man, woman and child has become a le-
gitimate target for their jihad, and
American interests continue to be tar-
geted by al Qaeda affiliates around the
globe.

This year alone we have unearthed
terrorist plots in Canada and the U.K.
that remind us just how close the ter-
rorist threat is as these individuals did
travel into the United States with
some frequency.

Mr. Speaker, we are blessed with an
outstanding military that has taken
the battle to the enemy, in places
where every American carries a gun,
rather than on the streets of New York,
Washington, or Wichita, Kansas.

But the United States remains a Na-
tion at war, a war for which we did not
ask. We are safer, though, not simply
because there has been no successful
attack on U.S. soil since September 11,
2001. We are safer today because of the
professionals of the worldwide network
of intelligence, military and law en-
forcement officials who continue to
pressure and strike al Qaeda and its
followers.

We have turned a corner, and we
must continue to pressure these radical
Islamic organizations until victory on
all fronts for freedom-loving people
around the world is assured.

September 11, 2001, showed us the
danger of Islamic terrorism. It also
taught us that the deficiencies in our
own system made it possible for terror-
ists to operate right under our noses.

Our most important duty as Members
of Congress is to protect our Nation
from ever experiencing that lesson
again. For that reason, we must con-
tinue to focus on improving our na-
tional security, our homeland security,
and our intelligence systems so that we
can beat this threat, not only today
and tomorrow but for the future, for
our children and grandchildren.

I thank the chairman.

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is now
my pleasure to yield 2% minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
HoLT), ranking member on our Intel-
ligence Policy Subcommittee.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia.

Like every American, I spent the
past week reflecting on that terrible
day 5 years ago. I too attended a num-
ber of memorials and observances dur-
ing the week. We came out of 9/11/2001
mourning with the families, praising
the first responders, and vowing to
catch and punish those responsible and
vowing to do everything possible to
prevent a recurrence.

For the families affected, well over
100 in my district in central New Jer-
sey alone, the pain will never go away.
The hole in their hearts and their lives
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is mirrored by the void that remains at
Ground Zero, and that in part is what
I wanted to talk about, the unfinished
work in the aftermath of September 11,
2001.

Today, Congress, following the Presi-
dent, has veered off course. We have en-
gaged in a war with an undefined
enemy, undefined objectives and no
plan for success. We have suffered a
tremendous loss of American life,
money and international prestige, the
latter almost entirely self-inflicted. We
have alienated and embittered tradi-
tional allies, some of whom believe we
might even attack them at some point
in the future, and we have given our
enemies, unfortunately, ample mate-
rial with which they can recruit new
terrorists.

The families left behind on 9/11 made
a clear request of us: make Americans
safer from terrorism. We have not
taken those specific steps, even though
we should have taken them.

What are those specific steps? Well,
my friend from Ohio, the majority
leader, and the chairman, they know.
Every Member knows. The bipartisan 9/
11 Commission worked hard and well
and presented a specific list on every-
thing from securing our borders to
screening shipments in ports.
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By the way, the list did not include a
suggestion that we invade Iraq.

The commission gave these specific
recommendations, a blueprint on how
to protect Americans. Not long ago,
the 9/11 Commission gave the govern-
ment about two dozen inadequate
grades for failing to take those specific
steps to protect Americans.

So instead of self-congratulatory and
divisive resolutions, let us have an up-
or-down vote to implement each of
their recommendations.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to a member of our leader-
ship, Mr. KINGSTON.

Mr. KINGSTON. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, and I wanted to
say that there have been a lot of steps
we have taken since 9/11. Many of these
steps have been taken against the
Democrat leadership’s will. I think it is
sad that so soon after 9/11 there seemed
to be so much partisan division, and
yet there still was some bipartisan
unity.

We were able to, for example, in-
crease funding for first responders on
homeland security. We were able to
pass the PATRIOT Act. We were able
to pass the REAL ID Act that revamps
the requirements for State identifica-
tion cards. We passed the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002, which established
the U.S. Department of Homeland Se-
curity. And we passed more border se-
curity, including physical barriers,
more Border Patrol agents, and more
state-of-the-art technology. We ended
the catch-and-release program. Unfor-
tunately, 164 Democrats voted against
it. We passed the Safe Port Act, which
enhances our port safety. We did the
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Intelligence Reform and Terrorism
Prevention Act of 2004, which set up a
lot of intelligence-gathering informa-
tion, and part of this was the NSA pro-
gram on surveillance.

And I want to say this, that I don’t
want the Federal Government listening
to any conversation that I might have
or you may have or constituents may
have. But if they are suspected terror-
ists, and they are calling to Baghdad, 1
kind of want Uncle Sam to know about
that.

I was actually shocked to hear that
on Monday NANCY PELOSI, the leader of
the Democrat Party, said that cap-
turing Osama bin Laden would not
make the world more safe. I was ap-
palled that a Member of Congress
would say such a thing. But I want you
to know that that is a minority opin-
ion. Most Democrats, most Repub-
licans think capturing Osama bin
Laden would be a good thing for the
world’s security and would, in fact,
make the world safer. And I am glad
that we have these intelligence surveil-
lance programs so that we can close in
on him.

I am also glad that we passed the
BioShield program to enhance our de-
fense against chemical and biological
weapons. We have also passed an Emer-
gency Communications Act that will
help us communicate during times of
disaster, and a Maritime Security Act.

All of these are done in reaction to 9/
11, but also looking to prevent future
attacks, and I think we are moving in
the right direction. A lot of work has
yet to be done, but we have got to stay
the fight and we need to be unified.

Mr. Speaker, I submit for the RECORD
an Associated Press article regarding
events leading up to September 11, and
a document entitled ‘“‘The Post-9/11
Facts.”

TIMELINE: KEY EVENTS LEADING UP TO SEPT.
11

Chronology of some key events in U.S. re-
lations with Islamic groups and with Usama
bin Laden before Sept. 11, 2001:

Feb. 26, 1993—Bomb explodes in garage
under World Trade Center, killing six and in-
juring more than 1,000. Group of Islamic ex-
tremists later convicted.

Nov. 13, 1995—Seven people, including five
Americans, killed when two bombs explode
at U.S.-Saudi military facility in Riyadh,
Saudi Arabia. Usama bin Laden blamed for
attack.

Sept. 27, 1996—Taliban, suspected of giving
refuge to bin Laden, completes takeover of
Kabul, Afghanistan.

June 25, 1996—Bin Laden followers deto-
nate bomb at U.S. military base near
Ohahran, Saudi Arabia, killing 19 American
soldiers and wounding hundreds of Ameri-
cans and Saudi Arabians.

Aug. 7, 1998—U.S. embassies in Nairobi,
Kenya, and Dar es Salaam, Tanzania,
bombed, killing more than 250 people, includ-
ing 12 Americans, and injuring 5,000. In retal-
iation, United States launches airstrikes
against suspected terrorist camps in Sudan
and Afghanistan.

Aug. 28, 1998—FBI accuses bin Laden of
having declared ‘‘jihad,” or holy war, against
United States. Complaint also alleges bin
Laden founded Al Qaeda that year to pro-
mote Islamic fundamentalism and force non-
Muslims out of Muslim countries.
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Nov. 4, 1998—Bin Laden charged with order-
ing embassy bombings.

Oct. 12, 2000—Suicide bombers in Yemen
attack U.S. Navy destroyer USS Cole, killing
17 sailors. Officials suspect bin Laden in-
volvement.

Jan. 15, 2001—U.N. imposes new economic
sanctions against Taliban for refusing to
turn over bin Laden for trial.

THE POST 9/11 FACTS

Legislative accomplishments since 9/11:

Major Legislation Enacted: the USA PA-
TRIOT Act of 2001 and its 2006 reauthoriza-
tion; the Homeland Security Act of 2002; the
Enhanced Border Security and Visa Entry
Reform Act of 2002; the Maritime Transpor-
tation Security Act of 2002; and the Intel-
ligence Reform and Terrorism Prevention
Act of 2004.

House-passed (109th Congress): the Border
Protection, Antiterrorism, and Illegal Immi-
gration Control Act of 2005; the SAFE Port
Act of 2006; and the 21st Century Emergency
Communications Act of 2006.

Institutional Reforms: creation of the De-
partment of Homeland Security; creation of
the Office of the Director of National Intel-
ligence; creation of the National
Counterterrorism Center; creation of the
Terrorist Screening Center; and creation of
the U.S. Northern Command
(USNORTHCOM).

Presidential Programs:

Terrorist Surveillance Program, the com-
munications surveillance program used to
listen in on international phone calls coming
into or out of the United States when one of
the parties is a suspected terrorist.

Swift Program, the financial surveillance
program used to track the financial trans-
actions of persons suspected of terrorist ac-
tivities.

Terrorist Detainee Program, intelligence
gathered from detainees have yielded crucial
information that would have been
unobtainable from other sources.

Grants: The Department of Homeland Se-
curity has allocated more than $18 billion to
states and localities in assistance and direct
support for terrorism preparedness since
September 11, 2001 through FY 06. Additional
billions have been allocated by the Depart-
ments of Health and Human Services and
Justice.

Al-Qaeda: With the removal of the Taliban,
Afghanistan is no longer a safe haven for al-
Qaeda and there are no functioning al-Qaeda
training camps.

The al-Qaeda network has been signifi-
cantly degraded since 9/11. Most of those in
al-Qaeda responsible for the September 11 at-
tacks have been captured or killed including:

Khalid Shavkh Muhammad, mastermind of
the 9/11 attacks.

Ramzi Bin-al-Shibh, a coordinator of the 9/
11 attacks.

Ali Abd al-Aziz Ali, nephew of Khalid
Shaykh Muhammad and assisted his uncle
with various plots including the 9/11 attacks.

Mustafa Ahmed al-Hawsawi, was a commu-
nications link between Khalid Shaykh Mu-
hammad and the 9/11 hijackers.

Walid Ba’ Attash, assisted with planning of
the USS Cole bombing and helped Osama bin
Laden select operatives for the 9/11 attacks.

Abu Zubaydah, a senior operative for al-
Qaeda.

Hamza Rabia, a key external operations
commander for al-Qaeda (killed).

Abu Faraj al-Libi, a key al-Qaeda oper-
ational commander (killed).

Majid Khan, helped Khalid Shaykh Mu-
hammad research possible attacks in U.S.

Hambali, mastermind of the 2002 Bali
nightclub attack that killed 200.

Lillie, associate of Hambali.
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Zubair, associate of senior al-Qaeda
operatives.

Abu Faraj al-Libbi, a Libyan subordinate
of Osama bin Laden.

Ahmed Khalfam Ghailani, suspect in the
1998 US embassy bombings in Kenya and
Tanzania.

Gouled Hassan Dourad, helped support al-
Qaeda in Somalia.

Mohammed Atef, al-Qaeda’s senior field
commander (killed).

Abd al-Rahim al Nashiri, planned and orga-
nized bombing of USS Cole.

Abu Issa al-Hindi, planner of reconnais-
sance of U.S. financial institutions.

Abu Musab al-Zarqawi, operational com-
mander of the terrorist movement in Iraq
(killed).

Terror Attacks prior to 9/11:

The U.S. and its interests were attacked by
terrorists prior to September 11, 2001: April,
1983, 63 people died at U.S. Embassy in Bei-
rut; October, 1983, 241 died at U.S. Marine
barracks in Beirut; February, 1983, six people
were killed at the World Trade Center in
New York City; June, 1996, 19 American serv-
icemen died in bombing at Khobar Towers in
Saudi Arabia; August, 1998, 224 people died at
the U.S. embassies in Kenya and Tanzania
and October, 2000, 17 people died on the USS
Cole in Yemen.

Terror Attacks since 9/11: Bali, 2002, 2005;
Madrid, 2004; London, 2005; Egypt, 2004, 2005;
Russia, 2004; Jordan, 2005; and India, 2006.

Terror Plots Foiled:

Plan to attack targets on the West Coast
of the U.S. using hijacked aircraft in 2002.

Plan to attack targets on the East Coast of
the U.S. using hijacked civilian aircraft in
2003.

Plan to blow up apartment buildings in the
U.S. in 2002.

Plan to attack urban targets in the United
Kingdom using explosives in 2004.

Plan to attack Westerners in Karachi,
Pakistan in 2003.

Plan to attack Heathrow Airport using hi-
jacked aircraft in 2003.

Plan to conduct large-scale bombings in
the United Kingdom in 2004.

Plan to attack ships in the Arabian Gulf in
2002.

Plan to attack ships in the Straits of
Hormuz in 2002.

Plan to attack a U.S. tourist site outside
the U.S. in 2003.

Plan to attack Queen Alia Airport in Jor-
dan in 2006.

Plan to attack high-profile buildings in
Ontario, Canada in 2006.

Plan to attack an El Al aircraft in 2006.

Plan to blow up civilian aircraft bound for
the U.S. over the Atlantic Ocean in 2006.

Other Points:

According to a New York Times/CBS Poll
of the Nation and New York City specifically
(The New York Times, September 7, 2006):

New York City: 66% of New Yorkers are
still ‘very concerned’ about another terrorist
attack in New York City; nearly a third of
New Yorkers think about September 11 every
day; nearly a third of New Yorkers have not
yet resumed their normal routines nation-
ally; 76% of Americans said their daily life
had largely returned to normal; and 22% of
people were still ‘very concerned’ about an-
other terrorist attack.

According to a recent study released by
Mount Sinai Medical Center in New York
(The New York Times, September 6, 2006),
about 70% of a 10,000-person sampling of
workers who labored at Ground Zero (exclud-
ing NYFD), have developed new or substan-
tially worsened respiratory problems.

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker,
much time remains on each side?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from California has 51%2 min-
utes; the gentleman from Michigan has

how
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9Y4 minutes remaining. There is 35 min-
utes that has been yielded to the Judi-
ciary Committee following his 9% min-
utes.

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I just
have a very short closing comment to
make for our portion of the debate, and
then I plan to yield the remainder of
my time to the ranking member on the
Judiciary Committee. So I will make
those comments now.

Mr. Speaker, let me close this por-
tion of the debate by once again paying
tribute to those who lost their lives on
9/11, to those who came to their rescue,
and to those sent to the front lines in
the 5 years since. The individual sto-
ries of bravery and heroism have pro-
vided some measure of light in an oth-
erwise dark, dark chapter.

Five years ago, Mr. Speaker, Mem-
bers of this body stood shoulder to
shoulder on the steps of the Capitol in
a show of bipartisan unity. We actually
did that again on Monday, but I am not
sure we recovered the spirit that we
had 5 years ago. How I wish we could
have, as another member of our com-
mittee said, considered a different res-
olution today, the one that passed the
other body by unanimous consent and
that was cosponsored by every single
Member.

Mr. Speaker, let us not use 9/11 for
political fodder. Let us speak with one
voice. We owe the American people
nothing less.

Mr. Speaker, it is now my pleasure to
yield the remainder of the time on our
side to my good friend, Mr. CONYERS,
the ranking member on the House Ju-
diciary Committee and coauthor, with
me, of H.R. 5371, the LISTEN Act, leg-
islation supported by many of our
Members and a broad range of civil lib-
erties groups that would require the so-
called NSA program to comply fully
with the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act as presently drafted.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I wel-
come to this discussion and debate my
colleague from the State of Michigan
(Mr. CONYERS), who is also a great co-
sponsor of our Federal Prison Indus-
tries legislation, which we will con-
sider tomorrow. You have good friends
on the Intelligence Committee, my
friend.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to yield 2
minutes to my colleague from the
State of Alabama (Mr. EVERETT).

(Mr. EVERETT asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of House Reso-
lution 994, commemorating the cow-
ardly September 11, 2001, attacks on
the United States. Many Americans
think the war on terror we are fighting
began on September 11, 2001. However,
9/11 was just the deadliest attack in a
war that began over 25 years ago.

For the first 20 years, we allowed ter-
rorists to fight this war on their terms.
9/11 served as a wake-up call for us in
the sense that we could no longer af-
ford to sit on our hands and let terror-
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ists continue to kill Americans and kill
Americans and kill Americans. Under
the leadership of President Bush, and
with the support of this Republican-led
Congress, we took the fight to the ter-
rorists.

In Afghanistan, Operation Enduring
Freedom removed the oppressive
Taliban regime that ruled the Afghan
people with brutality. In Iraq, we con-
tinue to make progress after a series of
historic elections in which millions of
Iraqis defied the threats of terrorism
and voted to establish a national as-
sembly. While much remains to be done
in Iraq, it is important that we con-
tinue to remain there against those
who want to cast Iraq into a civil war.

Mr. Speaker, we have accomplished
so much in the global war on terror.
We have significantly degraded the al
Qaeda network by capturing and kill-
ing many of their leaders and associ-
ates. Despite these successes, the ter-
rorists remain committed to launching
another attack. It is not a question of
if, but rather when.

As we mark the anniversary of these
attacks, we must remain resolute to
fight and win this war against terror.
Mr. Speaker, this war on terror must
be fought. We can do it in the streets of
our own towns, or we can fight the ter-
rorists wherever they are. Either way,
it has to be done.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to our colleague Mr. ISSA.

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
chairman for yielding to me. I am part
of the class that came in and were
freshmen, we were just getting our feet
wet at that time in Judiciary and
International Relations, when Sep-
tember 11 occurred. For the class of
2000 that came in with the President,
this has been our entire career. So I
don’t have a reference point that is
particularly good of how the House was
before, but I did watch a profound
change, a focus after September 11 that
I am very proud of.

And I stand before this body today in
hopes that after this election and after
this resolution passes we will get back
to being the Congress that we were
after September 11. Because after Sep-
tember 11, we came together. We ac-
cepted the compromises necessary to
go out and find out who killed us, who
hated us, who wanted to kill us, who
would be next, and where they would
attack.

Today, serving on the Select Intel-
ligence Committee, I am concerned
that partisan bickering, that in fact
those who want to change who runs the
Congress or those who want to retain it
have begun to look in those terms
rather than in terms of how do we keep
America safe.

So I look forward to this passage, I
look forward to going back to work,
and I look forward to in fact the Con-
gress, on a bipartisan basis, coming
back together in a way that we have
not been. And I am deeply disturbed at
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some of the statements made here
today, because I think that for those
who listen throughout America, Mr.
Speaker, they are going to hear that
many are, like me, concerned for
America, concerned that we come to-
gether and we continue to do the peo-
ple’s work of making this country safe
in the war on terrorism. And I hope
that those who speak out with other
ideas are also considered.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, since 9/11, we have made
a tremendous amount of progress
against this war on radical Islam. We
have recognized that it is a war. We are
not sure exactly when this war began.
Did it begin in 1979 when radical
Islamists took over our embassy in
Iran? Did it begin in the early 1980s,
when Hezbollah attacked our barracks
in Beirut, killing over 240 Marines? Did
it begin in the early 1990s, when the
World Trade Centers were attacked for
the first time? Or did it begin when our
embassies in Africa were attacked, our
barracks in Saudi Arabia, the USS
Cole? Or did it really finally begin on 9/
11 in 2001? How about when bin Laden
issued his fatwa in 1996, where he de-
clared war against the West?

Since 9/11, there has never been any
question that we are a Nation at war.
While for much of the 1990s we ignored
this threat and did not respond effec-
tively to it, since 9/11 we have. We have
put in place many things where we
have recognized that we face a very
dangerous and a very different kind of
enemy than we have ever faced before.
We have recognized that this is a glob-
al enemy.

Take a look at the progress we have
made in fighting this very strange
enemy. It was only 4 weeks ago that a
very similar plot was disrupted and
stopped in the United Kingdom: a glob-
al plot, with leadership, financing, and
direction perhaps coming out of Paki-
stan, and the perpetrators of the plot
living in the United Kingdom. A very
different and a very dangerous type of
terrorist. A home-grown terrorist.
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These were not people going through
the U.K. from some other country,
these were ©people whose parents,
maybe their grandparents, had moved
to the U.K. They had gone to their
schools and established their families,
they were working.

But 4 weeks ago, they were in the
final stages of putting together a plot
that might have taken down 10 to 12
planes with a loss of life that would
have been as great as what we suffered
on 9/11. The plot was stopped. Why, be-
cause we had foreign intelligence com-
munities of Pakistan, the United King-
dom and the U.S. working seamlessly
together. That couldn’t have happened
on 9/11.

We also had foreign intelligence
working with law enforcement. There
is no wall anymore between foreign in-
telligence and law enforcement. Again,
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it is a seamless operation enabling peo-
ple to work effectively together.

On a third principle, we are now on
offense. No longer will radical Islam
have a safe haven where they can plan,
where they can train and prepare to at-
tack the West again. Our intelligence
community, our armed services, they
are on offense finding these individuals
where they are. And our intelligence
community and other law enforcement
agencies have put in place the tools
necessary to wage this war effectively.
That’s the testimony and the testa-
ment to the people of 9/11. We have re-
sponded to that, to the horrific attack
of 9/11.

Those are the things that we as a
government can do. It hasn’t been per-
fect. This is a very, very difficult
enemy but we are making progress.
These are the things that man can do
and government can do as we try to
create a world that will be safer for our
families, for our kids, for our neighbors
and that will make the world a safer
place.

But one of the things that I believe
that many who died on 9/11 believed,
and their families believe, and one of
the things that is very interesting is
that one of the most common things
between the Islamic faith, the Jewish
faith and the Christian faith is that we
all view Jesus as a great teacher.

As a closing comment I would like to
leave a quote from the book ‘‘Light
Force’’: ““I pray that the message of the
Prince of Peace will again be a light
from Bethlehem to all corners of the
world.”

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS)
will control the remainder of the time
on the minority side, 50 minutes, and
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. COBLE) on behalf of the Judiciary
Committee will control 35 minutes.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.
Res. 994. I will never forget, and nei-
ther will you, the sense of helplessness
as we watched the events of September
11 unfold before our very eyes. As the
entire world witnesses the unthink-
able, we in the United States could
only look to one another and pray for
the strength and courage to cope with
what was happening.

I don’t know if there is anything that
the Congress or the President could do
short of capturing Osama bin Laden
that everyone would agree was an ap-
propriate response. Our critics claim
we are no safer now than before the at-
tacks of 9/11. Although there is no
measure to evaluate our efforts in the
war on terrorism, I do suggest that the
absence of additional attacks in the
United States and the apprehension of
would-be attackers throughout the
world bodes well for the actions we
have taken.

Mr. Speaker, the legislative effort by
the Committee on the Judiciary and
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the Congress to secure our Nation and
prevent another attack on our home-
land is unparalleled during my tenure
in this House. Unfortunately, we know
weaknesses exist. Our borders are po-
rous, and my Coast Guard instincts
fear that the enemy may be focusing
his next attack on one of our ports.

I have repeatedly expressed concern
about overcrowding in our prisons
which may be a ticking bomb waiting
to explode. Recent media reports detail
that our prisons may be fertile ground
for terrorist groups interested in re-
cruiting new members. The plot to
blow up jetliners recently prevented by
British authorities underscores the ur-
gency of this situation.

I fear there are many other security
gaps that terrorists have already
planned to exploit. We have to stay one
step ahead of those people who would
do us harm. This is like no other chal-
lenge this country has ever faced.
These enemies would like to walk into
this Chamber today, destroy all of us,
and at the same time destroy them-
selves in an activity that would be gen-
erously laced with evil.

The only way we can defend our-
selves is to improvise and continue to
adjust to their changing threats. I sup-
port this resolution and I thank my
Republican and Democratic colleagues
for their work to defend our homeland.

I also want to express thanks to our
constituents for their patience and un-
derstanding with our shortcomings and
their recognition of our successes in
our war against terrorism. After all,
Mr. Speaker, it is they who we are try-
ing to protect.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, and ladies and gentle-
men of the House, 5 years have passed
since the tragedy of 9/11; September 11,
2001, when the whole country remem-
bers where we were, the images we saw
on television, and the pain we felt in
our hearts. That day will be remem-
bered forever as a day of mourning, of
suffering, and of incalculable loss.

Today as a Nation, we mourned with
those who lost loved ones and for those
who gave their lives that day to save
others. We forgot our differences, unit-
ing behind a common purpose seeking
justice.

As I look back on that day, I remem-
ber the promise we showed as a Nation
and the strength we exhibited when
joining together in the days and the
weeks after the horrific attacks of Sep-
tember 11. Members of both political
parties recognized the need to ensure
that law enforcement had the tools and
the resources to respond to terrorist
threats while at the same time respect-
ing our Nation’s core constitutional
values.

But I also remember Keith
Olbermann of MSNBC who in his criti-
cisms, in his special comment section
made this observation about Abraham
Lincoln: ‘“At the dedication of the Get-
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tysburg Memorial, barely 4 months
after the last soldier staggered from
another Pennsylvania field, Mr. Lin-
coln said ‘We cannot dedicate, we can-
not consecrate, we cannot hallow, this
ground. The brave men, living and
dead, who struggled here, have con-
secrated it, far above our poor power to
add or detract.’

““Lincoln used those words to immor-
talize their sacrifice.

“Today our leaders could use those
same words to rationalize their inac-
tion. We cannot dedicate, we cannot

consecrate, we cannot hallow this
ground, so we won’t.
“Instead,” Olbermann said, ‘‘they

bicker and buck-pass. They thwart pri-
vate efforts, and jostle to claim credit
for initiatives that go nowhere. They
spend money on irrelevant wars, and
elaborate self-congratulations, and
buying off columnists to write how
good a job they are doing instead of
doing any job at all.”

Unfortunately, 5 years later it seems
that we have lost our way. It is most
unfortunate that the situation has be-
come so dire that the majority and mi-
nority parties can’t even come to-
gether on a simple resolution to com-
memorate the tragic and pivotal day in
our Nation’s history.

We were able to do so in the past.
The other body was able to do so ear-
lier this week. But for some reason the
majority insisted on changing the text
of prior resolutions and adding super-
fluous language touting their legisla-
tive record.

I wish I could say this was the only
instance in which the majority party
has sought to politicize the events of
September 11, but that would not be
accurate. One need only go back as far
as Monday of this week when the Presi-
dent used a nationwide speech to some-
how equate the situation in Iraq with
September 11.

And last weekend, the Vice President
also sought to link the war in Iraq with
the September 11 attack even though a
bipartisan Senate report just a few
days earlier had again thoroughly de-
bunked that myth. And there are other
things that I will not bother to bring
up now.

But the Secretary of Defense has
compared the principal critics of the
war with the appeasers of the despotic
Nazi regime. Some on the other side
have asserted that those who speak in
favor of constitutional rights put for-
ward by the Founding Fathers are
somehow soft on terrorism.

In 2002, they even questioned the pa-
triotism of the then-junior Senator of
Georgia, a war veteran who lost his
arms and legs fighting for our Nation
in battle, because he insisted on pro-
tecting worker rights as part of a bill
creating the Homeland Security Com-
mittee.

So it is altogether fitting and appro-
priate that we remember the dead, the
wounded, and the families of the trag-
edy of September 11. But surely we can
do so without also seeking to trumpet
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our legislation or inserting unneces-
sary spin and public relations language
into the resolution.

If there was anything that should
bring us together as a Nation, it would
be the commemoration of September
11. I hope, I pray that we can do a bet-
ter job for the American people in the
future.

And so, my colleagues, I ask of you,
let’s commemorate 9/11 the right way.

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

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) who sits
on the Judiciary, Agriculture and
Small Business Committees.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I
thank Mr. COBLE for recognizing me
and giving me the privilege to speak on
this issue today before this Congress.

Mr. Speaker, since the attacks by al
Qaeda on September 11, 2001, future at-
tacks on American soil and around the
world have been thwarted by intel-
ligence gathered by terrorist detainees.
These terrorists have confirmed that al
Qaeda operatives are relentlessly plan-
ning and pursuing future attacks
against our citizens and infrastructure
that could dwarf in comparison the de-
struction caused 5 years ago about
now.

Information gathered from terrorists
detainees has led to the capture of
other al Qaeda terrorists, such as those
held by the CIA and currently trans-
ferred to Guantanamo Bay. I have here
some pictures of these individuals to
help familiarize the Congress and the
people with the kind of enemy we are
up against.
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This is a picture of Khalid Shaykh
Muhammad, commonly known as the
mastermind of the 9/11 attacks, those
cowardly attacks on the United States.
There is a long list of the trans-
gressions of Khalid Shaykh Moham-
med, including his role in the failed
Bojinka plot, which was designed to
detonate explosives on commercial air-
liners over the Pacific.

He asked Osama bin Laden for the
manpower and the funds to carry out
the attacks on the United States on 9/
11. He plotted several other attacks,
and he is, right now, under the custody
of the United States of America, in the
process of being brought to justice.

This is Abu Faraj al-Libi. Al-Libi had
direct operational responsibilities, and
he serves as a trainer at al Qaeda train-
ing camps in Afghanistan. He is an-
other individual who is dangerous who
plotted against the United States, who
had no motivation, from my value sys-
tem, to do so.

Another terrorist, Abu Zubaydah.
Zubaydah was the third detainee here
and was, at the time of his capture,
trying to organize a terrorist attack in
Israel. As well, he has been active in
smuggling terrorists, and dangerous
chemicals for the purpose of manufac-
turing weapons, into Afghanistan.
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Then I would submit the fourth ter-
rorist, being Ramzi Bin al-Shibh.
Ramzi pledged allegiance to Osama bin
Laden in person and accepted proposals
to martyr himself in an operation
against the U.S. Ramzi was the pri-
mary communications intermediary
between the 9/11 hijackers and al Qaeda
leadership in Afghanistan.

He relayed messages by e-mail and by
cell phone. This man knows a lot about
the terrorist network, and I believe we
have learned a lot from him, but he
needs to face justice as well.

Mr. Speaker, this is the face of the
enemy in this global war on terror. It
is a unique war in our time. Past wars
have always been against a clear
enemy, which had been another sov-
ereign nation; but we are now fighting

a hateful ideology that infiltrates
many different nations.
Unfortunately, sometimes surveil-

lance programs are not as tight as they
need to be. We need to turn them up.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. ScoOTT), a
distinguished member of the Judiciary
Committee.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
the events of 9/11 were a tragedy and
continue to affect Americans and our
way of life today. On the anniversary
of this sad day, we should be coming
together, in a display of unity, under-
standing and common values, com-
mending those selfless firefighters, po-
lice officers and others who provided
aid without regard to their own lives,
honoring the memory of those who are
not with us today, and consulting those
who continue to grieve.

Instead, the majority in this body
has used this day in our history as an
excuse to create more partisan legisla-
tion and mislead the American people
about the state of America’s safety. I
am saddened by the use of 9/11 in this
distorted manner, and I ask my col-
leagues to consider, instead, taking ac-
tion that is more appropriate to mark
this tragic event in our lifetime and to
prepare ourselves against another such
tragedy.

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3%
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT), who
sits as a member of the Judiciary, Re-
sources and Small Business Commit-
tees.

Mr. GOHMERT. There are many now
who want to blame our current Presi-
dent and the Secretary of Defense or
the prior President and his hapless ad-
ministration for the brutal 9/11 at-
tacks. There were certainly things that
could have been done better over the
last 30 years, but playing the blame
game now can cause us to lose sight of
the following truth:

No U.S. President destroyed our
buildings on 9/11. No Secretary of De-
fense Kkilled innocent people on 9/11.
Those acts of hatred were committed
by terrorists, by jihadists who want to
destroy, pure and simple, our way of
life.

September 13, 2006

An example on September 11, a bril-
liant mathematician from Tyler,
Texas, Brian Jack, was a Ph.D., worked
for the Department of Defense. He,
ironically that day, left and did not go
to the Pentagon. He went and got on an
airplane. Yet evil, terrible men hi-
jacked that airplane and flew it and
crashed it into the very spot where he
would have been working, Kkilling him.
That, my friends, was an act of war. We
should not be blaming any American
for it.

Brian, and all of those who died that
horrible day, deserved better. We need
to unite now. We need to recognize
that terrorist Islamic extremists killed
Americans and are at war with us. We
must weigh into that and blame them,
go after them and not each other.

Bashing our leaders, instead of show-
ing our brutal enemies our steadfast
resolve, is truly the hobgoblin of little
minds. That is putting the desire for a
new Speaker or other leaders above
pursuit of our mutual and destructive
enemy.

Our protectors deserve to be honored,
not slandered. They deserve to have
people come to this very floor of the
House of Representatives and rave
about every medal won, about every
good deed, about every life saved by
our servicemembers and not verbally
abuse themselves.

Remember September 11, the feelings
you had that day. Most of us did not
see the first plane crash, but we were
horrified to see a second plane crash
and then to see the results of a plane
flying into the Pentagon, and then to
hear about a missing plane over Penn-
sylvania. We began to see what looked
like clothing falling off the top of the
tower, the Twin Towers, and then we
realized to our horror, O Father God,
there are people in those clothes.

Then we wept to realize the true
depth and the destruction occurring.
At the end of that day, no one believed
we would go 5 years without having an-
other act of terror. Do you remember
the day after September 11?

Do you remember when so many of
us came together and held hands and
prayed and sang praises. That is the
America that will defeat our foes. But
you remember that day, September 12,
there were Euro Americans, African
Americans, Hispanic Americans, Na-
tive Americans, these were all, we were
just Americans. There were no hyphen-
ated Americans.

That is the America I want for my
children and their children. That is the
America that will defeat all foes, for-
eign and domestic, and that is what
will allow God to continue to bless
America.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 6
minutes to the ranking subcommittee
chairman of the Committee on the
Constitution in the House Judiciary
Committee, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. NADLER).

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, it is alto-
gether fitting that we adopt the resolu-
tion commemorating the fifth anniver-
sary of the terrorist attacks against
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the United States and specifically
against the World Trade Center in my
district on September 11, 2001.

The attacks were unprovoked, das-
tardly and a notice to us all that we
are not, at our choosing, at war. Since
that day, this Congress has taken
many actions in response, some of
which I agreed with, some of which I
did not. I resent the Republican leader-
ship’s inclusion in this resolution of
references to controversial legislation,
as if to imply that any patriotic Amer-
ican who was appalled at the attacks
on our country and who believes we
must take resolute actions to defend
ourselves must approve of all this leg-
islation, and anyone who doesn’t is ei-
ther unpatriotic or foolish.

It may be, though I do not believe it
so, that all this legislation was wise
and appropriate. But that was a highly
debatable proposition and should not
be in this resolution.

The resolution quite correctly ‘‘hon-
ors the heroic actions of first respond-
ers, law enforcement personnel, State
and local officials, volunteers and oth-
ers, who aided the innocent victims
and bravely risked their own lives and
health following the September 11,
2001, attacks.” Unfortunately, unless
Congress acts quickly, future genera-
tions will regard this resolution as the
culmination of 5 years of hypocrisy and
betrayal.

While we praised the first responders,
the Federal Government has betrayed
their trust by first lying to them and
causing them to work in conditions
that destroyed the health of many and
risked the lives of thousands. It has
conducted a coverup that continues to
this day. It has denied the reality of
the resulting illnesses and has provided
almost no help to assist with the med-
ical and other costs imposed on thou-
sands of first responders. It is not just
the first responders.

Many resident school children and
people who worked or lived near
Ground Zero are still suffering from
the devastating environmental effects
of the attacks. In the days following
the attacks, former EPA Adminis-
trator Christine Todd Whitman repeat-
edly declared the air safe to breathe.

A Federal judge found that “Whit-
man’s deliberate and misleading state-
ments to the press, where she reassured
the public that the air was safe to
breathe around Lower Manhattan and
Brooklyn, and there would be no health
risk for those returning to those areas,
shocked the conscience.” The EPA In-
spector General confirmed the EPA’s
wrongdoing and reported 3 years ago
that the White House had instructed
EPA to downplay air quality concerns.

For this, Whitman and anyone at the
White House who was involved ought
to be criminally prosecuted, and I have
demanded an independent counsel to
look into this. Now thousands of people
are sick and some have died from
World Trade Center contamination be-
cause of the actions of the Federal
Government in telling them to work
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and live in contaminated environ-
ments.

Studies come out every year showing
that most of the people exposed to 9/11
dust and debris continue to suffer ad-
verse health effects. On September 5,
2006, Mount Sinai Medical Center re-
leased a study that found that 70 per-
cent of the first responders suffer lung
problems because of their work at
Ground Zero. Information collected
about the health effects on residents,
people who work in the area, and
school children, show similar patterns.

This resolution before us today
claims to honor the heroes of 9/11, but
that is just sheer hypocrisy if we do
not at the least provide health care for
these people as they struggle with the
effects of the attacks and of the be-
trayal by their own government. As
Americans, let us resolve that just as
we showed exemplary valor and com-
passion in the aftermath of the ter-
rorist attacks, we should do the same
for those who continue to suffer the
health effects of living and working in
a toxic environment.

Abraham Lincoln said that it was our
job, our duty, to care for him who shall
have borne the battle, and this we
must do. We ought to provide com-
prehensive health care benefits for all
those who are suffering. I suggest the
easiest way to do this would be to ex-
tend Medicare benefits to those with 9/
11-related illness who were exposed to
World Trade Center dust.

I have introduced such a bill and urge
my colleagues to support it and pass it
without delay. As we mark this fifth
anniversary, we still are not safe. We
are not safer than we were on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, as this resolution
claims.

The President and this Congress re-
fused to do what we must to make us
safe. We are not securing all the nu-
clear material in the former Soviet
Union before it is smuggled to al Qaeda
to make nuclear bombs. We are not
screening all of the 12 million shipping
containers coming into our ports to
make sure that they do not contain nu-
clear or biological or chemical weap-
ons. We are not hardening our nuclear
and chemical plants from sabotage
that could kill tens of thousands of
Americans. We can and must do better.
Now, the specific resolution before us
ought to pass because we cannot let
this occasion go unmarked.

But because of the cynical manipula-
tion of the rules of the House two
months before an election, the Repub-
lican leadership is using the memories
of my murdered constituents to try to
score political points. I find this offen-
sive, and I for one will not fall for it.

I will not vote against the victims
and heroes of 9/11 simply because the
leadership distilled the resolution with
highly charged political rhetoric. This
type of resolution is not the way I
would have chosen to honor 9/11, a day
marked by unquestionable national
unity.

Nonetheless, out of the respect for
the families of the victims, and on be-
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half of all Americans, I urge my col-
leagues to see past the obviously polit-
ical paragraphs inserted into the reso-
lution and come together to support
passage of the resolution that should
really only be known for honoring a
tragic day in American history.

In order that this resolution not go
down in history as hypocritical, I urge
my colleagues to join, finally, in help-
ing the victims of 9/11, the victims of
our government’s inaction and be-
trayal after 9/11. My thoughts and
prayers, as ever, are with the families
and friends of those we lost.

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. GOODLATTE), a member of the Ju-
diciary Committee and Chair of the
House Agriculture Committee.
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Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding, and
I rise in support of this important reso-
lution.

Five years ago, America’s collective
national memory was seared with dev-
astating images of crumbling sky-
scrapers, a smoldering Pennsylvania
field, and the very symbol of our mili-
tary might ablaze. The terrorists who
perpetrated these acts sought to instill
fear in the hearts of Americans, per-
ceiving us as weak, unwilling or unable
to fight back, thinking us content to
shrink from the international stage. In
this, they misjudged.

Hours after the attacks, homemade
banners fluttered over railings of high-
way overpasses. Old Glory was flown
proudly from porches and storefronts

alike. Out of the ashes, Americans
united, and found strength.
Since that deadly strike, America

has been diligently working to elimi-
nate the scourge of terrorism while
making sure that the individual lib-
erties of Americans are protected.

We established the Department of
Homeland Security to coordinate our
national antiterrorism efforts and in-
crease information sharing among our
intelligence agencies. We also created a
specific committee in the House of
Representatives to address homeland
security issues and conduct oversight
of that agency. We also enacted the
PATRIOT Act, which contains impor-
tant tools to fight terrorism, including
the application of traditional wiretap
and other electronic surveillance au-
thority to new technologies such as the
Internet, as well as the authority for
Federal law enforcement officials to
share foreign intelligence information
with other government agencies to pro-
tect national defense. In addition, we
enhanced the penalties for money laun-
dering and for financing terrorists and
increased the maximum criminal pen-
alties for terrorist offenses.

While these tools are extremely im-
portant in the war on terror and have
undoubtedly helped ensure that no fur-
ther attacks have occurred on U.S. soil
to date, the Congress has aggressively
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conducted oversight of this new law to
ensure that civil liberties are not tram-
pled.

From October 2001 through the end of
2005, Congress engaged in over 50 items
of terrorism-related oversight, includ-
ing letters to the Justice Department,
oversight hearings and briefings. Dur-
ing the consideration of the PATRIOT
Act reauthorization last year, the Ju-
diciary Committee conducted 13 over-
sight hearings and received testimony
from 36 witnesses, including extensive
testimony from Attorney General
Gonzales.

We must never forget the devastation
of September 11 and we must remain
vigilant in our quest to eliminate those
forces that use terror to further their
political and ideological goals.

I urge my colleagues to join in sup-
port of this resolution and to join to-
gether in remaining vigilant and pro-
tecting freedom.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from New
York (Mrs. MALONEY).

(Mrs. MALONEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I almost didn’t want to
talk about this, it is so painful for
many of us to remember those tragic
days and those tragic events. Monday
was a very difficult day, and I thank
my colleagues. Many of you came to
New York to remember. Our President
was there, and many others. It has
been 5 years, and we spent the day with
families and had many memorial cere-
monies.

But it is important to remember that
although it was a tragic loss, it was
also considered by some to be the
greatest rescue effort in our history.
On 9/12, when I was in various meetings
with government officials, they esti-
mated that 25,000 people had died in the
towers. But because of the heroic ef-
forts by many, that number fell to al-
most 3,000. So on that fateful day, al-
most 3,000 lost their lives, but many
thousands more lost their health. We
have to remember that these heroes/
heroines need to be taken care of.

To this day, not one single Federal
dollar has been spent on the health
care of the 9/11 responders who need
our help. We need to change that. We
need to stand by them and give them
the support that they need.

Because of the efforts in this Con-
gress, and I thank my colleagues, never
have we been more united or deter-
mined. We came together and provided
a lot of relief and support to New York,
and I deeply thank you on behalf of all
of my constituents and all New York-
ers.

But we have to remember that many
people are sick. In the study that came
out of Mount Sinai that was funded by
this Congress, $90 million to track the
health of the people, over half are still
sick. Seventy percent are very sick and
40 percent have no health care.
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We need to change that. We need to
stand together and help these people,
as we stood together after 9/11 to help
our country.

In my hometown, nearly 3,000 of our neigh-
bors, responders and friends were killed by
the despicable terrorist acts of 9/11. They may
be gone, but their memories are forever alive,
especially when we honor them, as we do
today. In reading this resolution before us, four
words that are particularly poignant were our
call for unity immediately after 9/11—"“We will
never forget.”

When recovering and moving forward from
9/11, we must live by this mantra.

“We will never forget” means heeding the
lessons 9/11 taught us about our security. Our
deficiencies were expertly explained by the bi-
partisan 9/11 commission, and their rec-
ommendations provided a blueprint to make
us safer. Two years ago, | helped pass the in-
telligence reform bill that implemented some of
the commission’s recommendations, but it
took a monumental struggle. And since then,
not a single remaining recommendation—of
which there are many—has been imple-
mented.

In its final progress report, the commission
gave the government more F’s than A’s. The
blueprint is sitting on the shelf, collecting dust.
We cannot forget its existence.

“We will never forget” also means taking
care of those who continue to suffer, even
now. Thousands of responders, residents and
workers who were at or near Ground Zero and
inhaled the toxic dust are developing serious
illnesses—and some are dying.

Many Americans became aware of their
plight before of their plight before the fifth an-
niversary, but now the news cycle has
changed. The ailing men and women are out
of the headlines again, but they still suffer and
struggle to get help.

Before the Federal Government failed to re-
spond to the victims of Hurricane Katrina, it
was failing to respond to the obvious and
growing 9/11 health crisis affecting some of
our bravest Americans. This is like Katrina in
slow motion.

For five years, the Federal Government has
either denied the problem or reluctantly of-
fered weak assistance. The ailing men and
women need their government to roll up its
sleeves and tackle the problem with all its
might, just like our responders did when acting
for our country. Instead, their government is
tiptoeing around the crisis.

“We will never forget” means ensuring ev-
eryone who was exposed to toxins is exam-
ined and everyone who is sick is treated. It is
just that simple.

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. MURPHY), who sits on the
Energy and Commerce Committee.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to yield the balance of my time to
the distinguished gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN), and
that he may yield time to Members
seeking to speak.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN) will
control the remainder of the time.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania for 3 minutes.
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Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, September 11, 2001, is a
date which we will remember for many
things. I will now remember it in a dif-
ferent way, because on September 11,
2006, I traveled with several other peo-
ple to Shanksville to watch the fami-
lies commemorate the fifth anniver-
sary of this tragedy.

Where I was sitting, I spent much of
that ceremony looking at their tear-
filled eyes, the husbands, the wives, the
fathers, the mothers, their brothers
and sisters, the cousins, the sons and
daughters, and knowing that much of
what they must have been thinking
then and now is what happened and
what we will do to prevent it from hap-
pening again?

I also know that on September 11,
2001, as that plane, Flight 93, was flying
back towards Washington, DC, it flew
over areas south of Pittsburgh, and I
could not help but think as they passed
over our homes and schools that pas-
sengers on that plane delayed their ac-
tion until they got away from popu-
lated areas. But what they did that day
was they began an offense against what
we have been taking for granted for 30
years.

For 30 years, the kidnapping in Iran,
the USS Cole bombing, the bombing of
the Khobar Towers, the bombings of
our embassies, the bombing of the Ma-
rine barracks, for 30 years we did rel-
atively nothing but fight back by tak-
ing people to court. And that did not
work.

It is important that we see this as a
battle, as part of a longer struggle to
fight those radical extreme elements of
Islamic fascists who want to take this
as a war. Not all Muslims, but that
small element that we must fight
against.

We agree we have to win. But what
we don’t agree with is that we have to
fight, we have to interrogate, we have
to detain, we have to listen in on and
we have to track their financial
records. And that is why the acts this
Congress has passed, the PATRIOT
Act, intelligence reform, border secu-
rity, are all an important part of us
taking the fight back.

What we will learn from September
11 should be not just a day which
stands alone, but like other September
11ths, this one, the battles that took
place in New York and the Pentagon
and Shanksville, September 11, at the
Battle of Brandywine in 1777, that is
not a stand-alone date, but it is a date
of which we acknowledge the change of
what happened to the American colo-
nial forces in the Revolutionary War.
Or September 11, 1683, a turning point
for the Ottoman Empire in the Battle
of Vienna. It ended the siege of the
Turks and the turning point of a 300-
year struggle, of which at that time
those forces sought to control Europe.

For the families of 9/11, we must con-
tinue to recognize that all of this is
part of a larger battle, not a single act,
and if we sit back and we do nothing
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beyond that, we will not really be ac-
knowledging all that these victims
need. It is part of a battle we have to
continue to fight.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 7 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. HINCHEY),
a distinguished member of the Appro-
priations Committee.

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Speaker, I want
to express my appreciation to my dear
friend and colleague, the chairman of
the Judiciary Committee, for providing
us with this opportunity to speak.

Five years and 2 days after the brutal
and vicious attack of September 11,
2001, it is impossible to contemplate
this resolution without being aware,
fully aware, of the way in which our
government has failed.

Less than 4 months after that attack,
I was in Afghanistan, thanks to the ini-
tiative and leadership of my friend and
colleague, Representative JIM KOLBE
from Arizona, who organized that mis-
sion. We met with President Karzai,
among others, and with the new lead-
ers of the country at that time. And
when we asked him what was the most
important thing that we could do to
help his country now after the Taliban
had been chased out and Osama bin
Laden was on the run, he said, ‘“‘Secu-
rity. Help us with security. Make sure
we are secure. We will be able to take
care of everything else.”

We have failed. Afghanistan is not se-
cure under this government that we al-
lowed to be put in there. It is not se-
cure. The Taliban is reemerging. The
warlords are back. More and more her-
oin is being produced in that country.
The situation is becoming increasingly
chaotic and increasingly dangerous.
And that is just one example of the
failure of this government.

While we were there, decisions were
being made by the administration not
to pursue Osama bin Laden, not to cap-
ture Osama bin Laden, and the likeli-
hood motivating that decision was that
if he were to be captured then that
would have made it extremely difficult
for the administration to attempt to
justify their intention of attacking
Iraq, which they intended to do at that
moment and even earlier.

The situation in Iraq now has dete-
riorated seriously. We are confronting
there a civil war. In spite of the fact
that this Congress has appropriated
more than $300 billion for the rebuild-
ing of that country, that rebuilding has
not occurred. Most of the electricity is
not back on, most of the basic infra-
structure is not in place, and the secu-
rity situation there continues to dete-
riorate. There is no plan by the Pen-
tagon or by this administration for
dealing with the circumstances there.
Once again the hallmark of this gov-
ernment is failure.

We are also now confronting difficul-
ties in other situations because of this,
because of the lack of leadership and
because of the failure. North Korea has
resumed its nuclear program. They
may have as many as five or six nu-
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clear warheads produced already. The
world is a much more dangerous place
as a result of the failure of this govern-
ment.

Iran is now resuming its nuclear op-
erations, and they will be in a position
to produce nuclear weapons within the
next several years, perhaps within the
next 5 years, or maybe sooner. The
world is a much more dangerous place
than it was.

This administration and this Con-
gress have failed miserably to protect
the people of this country, to make us
safer and to make the world a safer
place. In fact, the situation is precisely
opposite. The circumstances continue
to deteriorate, day in and day out. And
there is no plan. They have no plan for
improving the situation, no plan for
making things better, no plan for with-
drawing our forces, no plan for
strengthening the government in Iraq
as they go deeper and deeper into civil
war.

This Congress has failed miserably. It
has failed miserably initially because
it has failed to confront the adminis-
tration in the deceptive way in which
they justify the attack against Iraq,
when Iraq had absolutely nothing to do
with the attack of September 11; how
they focused attention away from the
perpetrators of that attack, the al
Qaeda network and Osama bin Laden,
for the personal and political reasons
of the administration and focused them
on Iraq.
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There was no justification for that.
And the responsibility of this House of
Representatives to ensure that this
House is not misled by an administra-
tion has been put aside. There has been
no investigation of the way in which
the administration misled the Con-
gress. There has been no investigation
of the way in which the administration
presented the so-called intelligence to
the Congress which was completely fal-
sified. And when they presented it,
they knew it was falsified. This House
of Representatives has failed the peo-
ple of our country.

Under the Constitution, we have an
obligation to oversee the executive
branch, to make certain that the exec-
utive branch is behaving in a lawful
way, to make certain that the execu-
tive branch 1is organized and con-
ducting itself in accordance with the
law and that it is not violating the law
by deceiving the Congress and the
American people, which it has done.
And the consequences of that deception
is now being felt by everyone in this
country, and the consequences will be-
come deeper and deeper over time be-
cause there is no plan by this adminis-
tration to alter the circumstances and
to improve them.

So as we deal with this resolution, we
ought to recognize how we ought to be
dealing with our obligations and re-
sponsibilities as the legislative branch
of this government, the branch that
has the responsibility to make the law
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and to oversee the operation of those
laws and how that operation has been
mishandled by this House. It must
stop. It has to end.

We have to stand up to our obliga-
tions and responsibilities under the
Constitution and under the law, and
our failure to do so places the people of
this country in increasing jeopardy
more and more every day.

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I am now pleased
to yield 3 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
FRELINGHUYSEN), member of the Appro-
priations Committee and vice chair-
man of the Subcommittee on Defense
Appropriations.

(Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker,
I rise in strong support of this resolu-
tion marking the fifth anniversary of
the vicious attacks on America.

It was 5 years ago this past Monday,
our Nation utterly changed as tragedy
struck in the streets of Lower Manhat-
tan, the fields of Pennsylvania, and at
the Pentagon.

On that day we also saw good rise in
the face of evil and heroes rise in the
face of danger. In Lower Manhattan,
many of our brave first responders
knew the risks they were taking, but
they were determined to do their job.
Police officers and EMS workers es-
corted workers out of the burning
buildings as firefighters raced up stair-
wells of these same buildings to rescue
those trapped high above.

When the day was over and as we
learned more about the tragic and, yes,
murderous attacks, we lost nearly 3,000
Americans, including 700 from my
home State of New Jersey, and that is
why I am here this afternoon. We wit-
nessed neighbors and friends consoling
one another and watched as Americans
from all walks of life stood united.

As America rebounds and recovers,
our Nation is responding to these acts
of terrorism with the might of our
military.

The war we continue to fight today
began before September 11, as others
have stated. But on September 11 it
began without provocation and without
warning. It was not a war of our choos-
ing, but rather was made our priority.
It was the slaughter of innocents by
people with a twisted sense of religion
who play by no rules.

So many of our heroes currently
fighting terrorism around the globe put
their lives on hold after September 11
to join the Guard and Reserve to serve
our country and defend our freedom.
They serve side by side with the reg-
ular military, volunteers all. We see
the character and resolve of America in
these brave young men and women, and
we are grateful for their service and
sacrifice and that of their families each
and every day. They truly are doing
the work of freedom, and they deserve
our support and prayers.

May God bless those who continue to
defend those freedoms, and may we
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never forget September 11, 2001, and
those who lost their lives on that day
of infamy.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 7
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas, Ms. SHEILA JACKSON-LEE, the
ranking member on the Subcommittee
on Immigration of the House Judiciary
Committee.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the distinguished
ranking member and my colleagues
who are here.

There is not a single heart of a Mem-
ber of this body that I would challenge
on the basis of their commitment,
their passion, and the sense of loss that
we have experienced through these 5
years and now on the commemoration
of this bth year and certainly on 9/11.
So I will read a section from this reso-
lution, and I am going to attest to my
complete loyalty and commitment to
this language: That we reaffirm ‘‘that
the American people will never forget
the tragedy of September 11, 2001, and
the loss of innocent lives that day,”
that we ‘““will continue to fight the war
on terrorism in their memory, and will
never succumb to the cause of the ter-
rorists.”” That should have been the
guiding moral standard by which this
body continued to do its work after 9/
11.

I rise today, Mr. Speaker, to offer my
deepest sympathy and empathy to
those who still grieve. The families
who lost their loved ones in the World
Trade towers, those who lost their
loved ones in United Flight 93, Amer-
ican Airlines 77, American Airlines 11,
and United Airlines 175, and as well
those who have since lost their lives,
who may have lost their lives because
they were first responders and they
suffered terrible injuries that caused
an early demise.

I wish we could bring them back,
frankly. I wish we could tell them how
much we appreciated them. I wish the
children who had lost their family
members, their moms, their dads, their
grandparents, and others could again
have the joy of hugging them and
showing the love. But, unfortunately,
we stand here acknowledging that this
tragedy will live with us forever.

We noticed on September 11 we were
not Democrats or Republicans. We
were not red States or blue States. We
made a commitment that we were
going to do the right thing, and I can
remember the sense of urgency of a
united America as we instigated Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom and pursued
the enemy and were diligent as we top-
pled the Taliban and liberated Afghani-
stan, and as has been said, we were
hard fast on the heels of Osama bin
Laden. But, Mr. Speaker, I think it
would be both remiss and dishonest to
not challenge us and ask the question,
where are we today?

I recently came back from Afghani-
stan and Iraq, and it is interesting, as
I listened to the distinguished gen-
tleman from New York, the same ques-
tion was asked of us by President
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Karzai. He gave the same answer, and
that answer was that we need security.
At the time we visited, the poppy fields
were raging. The Taliban was alive and
well. Members of the Afghanistan Par-
liament asked us whether or not they
could have us provide security so that
they could go home to their districts.
All is not well. And, frankly, I believe
it is important to note, Mr. Speaker,
that it was not well because we de-
toured from our task. The commitment
we gave on the steps of the United
States Capitol, as we sang ‘‘God Bless
America,” to fight the terrorists was
not kept because instead of staying the
course in Afghanistan, we moved the
ball. We detoured. We used up re-
sources. We used up international cap-
ital. We used up the ability to do the
job.

And I say that because I do it in the
memory of the first responders, who
still some of them are looking for
health care benefits that we have not
been able to give them. I say that in
the name of an unwieldy war in Iraq
that had nothing to do with the imme-
diacy of the war on terror, a costly di-
version, probably where the money for
Afghanistan has gone, $308.58 billion.
This red clearly gives us the picture.
This is Iraq, a country that could af-
ford to pay for many of its own needs.
And in the course of that, we have
failed. Our border enforcement and im-
migration enforcement have fallen
drastically under this administration.
Between 1999 and 2004, work-site immi-
gration enforcement operations against
companies were scaled back 99 percent
by the Immigration and Naturalization
Service, which subsequently was
merged into the Department of Home-
land Security. In 1999 the United
States initiated fines against 417 com-
panies. In 2004 it issued fines against
only three. Years of neglect have
brought us where we are today.

We know that Democrats offered
amendments where there would be 6,600
more Border Patrol agents, 14,000 more
detention beds, and 2,700 more immi-
gration agents along our borders. And
yvet we failed. There is a concept called
OTMs. Now we hear a raging voice on
OTMs, ‘‘other than Mexicans,” who
come across the border who may, in
fact, be the very ones who are here to
do us harm. Those very porous aspects
of our border have been defeated and
the resources for such have been de-
feated time and time and time again.

So what we find is that 84 percent of
the experts said we are losing the war
on terror, 86 percent said that the
world is becoming more dangerous for
the U.S. and the American people, and
57 percent consider an attack on the
scale of the London bombing against
the U.S. to be likely or certain by the
end of the year.

I stand committed and wedded to the
concluding language of this resolution.
We will not let the terrorists win. But
the debt that we owe those who lost
their lives on 9/11 has not yet been
paid, and this Congress is at fault. This
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majority is at fault. And I beg today,
as we vote on this resolution with all
of its inadequacies in terms of its lan-
guage, that our single commitment
should be as every Member has stood
on this floor to those who lost their
lives and to the first responders. Can
we, Mr. Speaker, do our job today? Can
we do it united? Can we do it on behalf
of those who sacrificed? Can we do the
right thing?

Mr. Speaker, | rise to speak on H. Res. 994,
a resolution purporting to express the sense of
the House of Representatives on the fifth anni-
versary of the terrorist attacks launched by
Osama bin Ladin and al-Qaeda against the
United States on September 11, 2006.

Mr. Speaker, in the life of this Nation there
have been a few events of such consequence
and moment that they have a transformative
impact on the people of the country. For my
parents’ generation the death of President
Franklin Roosevelt was such an occasion. For
my generation, the assassination of President
Kennedy in 1963 is a moment that lives with
us forever. The explosion of the Shuttle Chal-
lenger in 1986 left a traumatic and indelible
impression on my children’s generation. The
morning of September 11, 2001 is a day all
living Americans will remember forever. Be-
cause not since Pearl Harbor have we wit-
nessed such a dastardly and deadly attack on
American soil.

As | stand here today, my heart still grieves
for those who perished on flights United Air-
lines 93, American Airlines 77, American Air-
lines 11, and United Airlines 175. When the
sun rose on the morning of September 11,
none of us knew that it would end in an in-
ferno in the magnificent World Trade Center
Towers in New York City and the Pentagon
and in the grassy fields of Shanksville, Penn-
sylvania. How | wish we could have hugged
and kissed and held each of the victims one
last time.

| stand here remembering those who still
suffer, whose hearts still ache over the loss of
so many innocent and interrupted lives. My
prayer is that for those who lost a father, a
mother, a husband, a wife, a child, or a friend
will in the days and years ahead take comfort
in the certain knowledge that they have gone
on to claim the greatest prize, a place in the
Lord’s loving arms. And down here on the
ground, their memory will never die so long as
any of the many of us who loved them lives.

Mr. Speaker, as hard as it is to believe, out
of a tragedy so overwhelming and horrific,
something good and great emerged. In the
aftermath of September 11, there were no Re-
publicans or Democrats. There were no North-
erners or Southerners or West or East Coast-
ers. We were not Red State or Blue State. We
were all simply Americans. On that day, we
were united in our shock and anger and sad-
ness. More importantly, we were united in our
resolve to defend our country and protect the
freedoms that has made America the greatest
country in the history of the world. We lit can-
dles, held hands, helped neighbors, and
prayed for our country and its leaders.

A united America can never be defeated as
Operation Enduring Freedom showed. The
brave and valiant armed forces of the United
States swiftly toppled the Taliban and liberated
Afghanistan and was hard on the heels of
Osama bin Ladin, who was trapped in Tora
Bora. But before they could bring this mass
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murderer to justice, they were inexplicably di-
verted to Iraq, where the President had
launched a new war against an enemy that
posed no immediate threat to the security of
America and had no involvement in the attack
of September 11. In dividing our armed forces
between Afghanistan and Iraq, this Administra-
tion divided the American people and alien-
ated friendly nations who were helping us to
win the Global War on Terror.

Victory in the Global War on Terror is the
best way to honor those who lost and gave
their lives on September 11. Ensuring that
America is safe and secure and protected
from another attack on American soil is the
least we owe to the heroic passengers on
Flight 93 and to the brave firefighters of the
FDNY and officers of the NYPD and the offi-
cers and civilians we lost in the Pentagon who
gave faithful service to our Nation.

So, Mr. Speaker, as we reflect back on the
history-changing day 5 years ago, we need to
ask ourselves today this haunting question:
have we done everything necessary to make
America as safe as it can be? The sad truth
is we have not. Osama bin Ladin is still at
large. Our seaports and trains and chemical
plants are still vulnerable.

And most important, our borders are not as
secure as they could be.

In recent months, the American public has
been focusing on the lack of security we have
on the Nation’s borders. Four-and-a-half years
after 9/11, it is clear that our borders remain
alarmingly porous and that much needs to be
done to truly make our borders secure.

The fact that our border is porous is not the
fault of our hard-working Border Patrol agents
and Customs and Immigration agents, who
are doing the best they can with the staffing
levels and resources that they have been pro-
vided. Rather, it is the result of the neglect
and underfunding of border security over the
last 472 years by the Bush Administration and
Congressional Republicans—who have failed
to provide our border security agencies the re-
sources and personnel they need to succeed
in their mission.

Indeed, under this Administration and this
Republican-led Congress, from 9/11 through
April 2006, only 1,641 new Border Patrol
agents had been hired—which is less than a
17 percent increase in 42 years. Further-
more, border enforcement and immigration en-
forcement have fallen drastically under the
Bush Administration. For example, between
1999 and 2004, worksite immigration enforce-
ment operations against companies were
scaled back 99 percent by the Immigration
and Naturalization Service, which subse-
quently was merged into the Department of
Homeland Security. In 1999, the United States
initiated fines against 417 companies. In 2004,
it issued fine notices to only three.

After years of neglect, Congressional Re-
publicans and President Bush are now
busying themselves with speeches about the
importance of border security—but the ques-
tion remains: where have the Republicans
been for the past 472 years?

Over the past 472 years, Democrats have
been attempting to highlight the serious secu-
rity gaps that exist along both our southern
and northern borders—and have been at-
tempting to get the GaP-controlled Congress
to focus on targeting resources on unfilled
gaps. But the Republicans time and again re-
sisted efforts to enhance border security and
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provide our borders the agents, equipment,
and state-of-the-art technology that our bor-
ders so desperately need.

Seven times over the last 412 years, Demo-
crats have offered amendments to enhance
border security resources. If these Democratic
amendments had been adopted, there would
be 6,600 more Border Patrol agents, 14,000
more detention beds, and 2,700 more immi-
gration agents along our borders than now
exist. Each time, these efforts have been re-
jected by the Republican Majority.

Mr. Speaker, consider these examples of
the majority’s failure to provide leadership for
America on border security since 9/11.

1. 2001 Vote #454—November 28, 2001—
H.R. 3338, FY 2002 Defense Appropriations/
Emergency Supplemental: Republicans voted
against consideration of an amendment that
would have added $223 million for border se-
curity—to help meet the promises in the 2001
PATRIOT Act on border staffing and to build
needed border facilities. After 9/11, experts
recognized that the porousness of the north-
ern border represented a major security threat
to the United States. And everyone remem-
bered the attempt by an Islamic extremist to
get a large amount of explosives across the
Canadian border in December 1999 to blow
up the Los Angeles Airport in the Millennium
bombing plot. Recognizing these concerns,
Congress included a provision in the PA-
TRIOT Act mandating the tripling of the num-
ber of border agents and inspectors along the
northern border. This amendment included
$145 million to make a down payment on the
promise of Congress in the PATRIOT Act to
triple northern border personnel, which the bill
failed to do, and to purchase surveillance
equipment. The amendment also included $78
million for the highest priority facility needs of
the Border Patrol and other parts of the INS—
particularly the Border Patrol's detention facil-
ity needs.

2. 2003 Vote #301—June 24, 2003—H.R.
2555, FY 2004 Homeland Security Appropria-
tions: Republicans voted against consideration
of an amendment that would have added $300
million for border security, including making a
further downpayment on the promise of Con-
gress in the 2001 PATRIOT Act to triple the
number of border agents and inspectors along
the northern border. The amendment was criti-
cally needed because the level of northern
border personnel funded in the Republican bill
was about 30 percent below the commitment
made in the PATRIOT Act.

3. 2003 Vote #305—June 24, 2003—H.R.
2555, FY 2004 Homeland Security Appropria-
tions: This vote was regarding the same
amendment as 2003 Vote #301 above. On a
vote on appealing the ruling of the chair, Re-
publicans once again voted against consider-
ation of this amendment that would have
added $300 million for enhancing border secu-
rity, including adding border agents and in-
spectors along the northern border.

4. 2004 Vote #243—June 16, 2004—H.R.
4567, FY 2005 Homeland Security Appropria-
tions: Republicans voted against consideration
of an amendment that would have added $750
million for border security—to help meet the
promises in the PATRIOT Act on border staff-
ing, better monitor our borders, and deploy ra-
diation portal monitors. Under the GOP bill,
the level of northern border personnel funded
was still about 30 percent below the commit-
ment made in the PATRIOT Act—so the
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amendment was designed to help Congress
keep its promise. The $750 million would also
have been used for giving Border Patrol more
of the equipment they critically needed—in-
cluding air stations for air patrols, radiation
portal monitors, and state-of-the-art surveil-
lance equipment.

5. 2005 Vote #160—May 5, 2005—H.R.
1268, FY 2005 Supplemental Appropriations
Conference Report: Republicans voted against
a motion to send the report back to con-
ference with instructions to add $284 million
for border security measures—that would
bring funding for border security in the con-
ference report up to the level in the Senate-
passed bill. The $284 million included the
funding for 550 additional Border Patrol agents
and 200 additional immigration agents that
was included in the Senate bill. It also in-
cluded the funding in the Senate bill for un-
manned border aerial vehicles, which have
been used successfully in Arizona to assist in
surveillance.

6. For FY 2006 and FY 2007, Republicans
Have Repeatedly Broken the Promises They
Made on Border Security in the Intelligence
Reform (9/11) Act of 2004: In December 2004,
the Congress enacted the Intelligence Reform
(or 9/11) Act (PL 108-458). One of the key
commitments Congress made in that Act was
to beef up border security measures. This in-
cluded the specific promise of providing 2,000
additional Border Patrol agents, 800 additional
immigration agents, and 8,000 additional de-
tention beds per year from FY 2006 through
FY 2010. And yet, both for FY 2006 and FY
2007, the Republican Congress has repeat-
edly voted against efforts to meet this man-
date, as seen below.

7. 2005 Vote #174—May 17, 2005—H.R.
2360, FY 2006 Homeland Security Appropria-
tions: Republicans voted against consideration
of an amendment that would have added $400
million for border security, to meet the prom-
ises Congress made on additional Border Pa-
trol agents, immigration agents, and detention
beds in the 9/11 Act. First, the President’s
budget for 2006 broke the promise of the 9/11
Act by providing funding for only 210 new Bor-
der Patrol agents in 2006—1,790 below the
number promised. The Republican appropria-
tions bill was better than the President’s budg-
et, funding 1,000 new agents—but this was
still 1,000 agents short of the promise made in
the 9/11 Act. The Republican bill also broke
the promises on immigration agents and de-
tention beds. This amendment was designed
to live up to the commitments of the 9/11 Act.
It added funding for Border Patrol agents, and
also added funding for 600 additional immigra-
tion agents to get to the 800 promised and
added funding for 4,000 additional detention
beds to get to the 8,000 promised.

8. 2005 Vote #187—May 18, 2005—H.R.
1817, FY 2006 Homeland Security Authoriza-
tion: Republicans voted against a Democratic
substitute to the Homeland Security Authoriza-
tion bill that was designed to fulfill the prom-
ises in the 9/11 Act. For example, the Demo-
cratic substitute included a full authorization
for funding a total of 800 additional immigra-
tion agents for 2006 promised in the 9/11 Act
and a full authorization for funding a total of
8,000 additional detention beds for 2006
promised in the 9/11 Act.

9. 2005 Vote #188—May 18, 2005—H.R.
1817, FY 2006 Homeland Security Authoriza-
tion: Similarly, Republicans voted against a
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motion to recommit the Homeland Security
Authorization bill with instructions to report it
back immediately with instructions to add 15
mandates from the Intelligence Reform (or 9/
11) Act that had not been included in the Re-
publican bill, including full authorization for
funding a total of 800 additional immigration
agents for 2006 and full authorization for fund-
ing a total of 8,000 additional detention beds
for 2006.

10. 2006 Vote #56—March 16, 2006—H.R.
4939, FY 2006 Supplemental Appropriations:
Republicans defeated an amendment to H.R.
4939, FY 2006 Supplemental Appropriations,
offered by Representative MARTIN SABO, which
would have added $600 million for border se-
curity measures to the bill. The $600 million
included $400 million for installation of 1,500
radiation portal monitors at locations along the
border and $200 million for additional air pa-
trols and other aviation assets at our land bor-
ders.

11. 2006 Vote #210—May 25, 2006—H.R.
5441, FY 2007 Homeland Security Appropria-
tions: Republicans voted against consideration
of an amendment that would have added $2.1
billion for border security, including $1.5 billion
to meet the promises Congress made on addi-
tional Border Patrol agents, immigration
agents, and detention beds in the 9/11 Act.
The Republican Congress has failed to meet
these mandates for both 2006 and 2007. This
amendment provided enough funding to ad-
dress the cumulative shortfalls that have re-
sulted from underfunding in both 2006 and
2007.

For example, on Border Patrol agents, the
Republican Congress had funded only 1,000
additional agents for 2006 and was funding
only 1,200 additional agents for 2007—leaving
the Congress 1,800 agents short of what it
had promised in the 9/11 Act. Hence, the
amendment provided funding for these 1,800
additional agents. Similarly, the amendment
also funded the nearly 500 additional immigra-
tion agents and 9,000 additional detention
beds beyond those in the bill that were prom-
ised by the 9/11 Act. The amendment also in-
cluded $610 million to further increase border
detection capabilities, including funding more
radiation portal monitors along the borders
and providing additional air patrols along the
borders.

CONCLUSION

| believe it is the resolve of all Members of
this House and of all Americans to prevail in
the Global War on Terrorism. | believe all
Americans want their country to remain safe,
free, and invulnerable to another cowardly at-
tack like the one we witnessed 5 years ago.
We owe that much to the Americans who lost
and gave their lives. We owe it to them to en-
sure that their children and loved ones will
never again experience such pain, suffering,
and loss. We can do this. We must do this.
But to bring this new future into being, we
need a new direction from the present course.

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I yield for the pur-
pose of making a unanimous consent
request to the distinguished gentleman
from Florida, the former chairman of
the Appropriations Committee, Mr.
YOUNG.

(Mr. YOUNG of Florida asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)
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Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I rise in support of House Resolution
994.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong support of
House Resolution 994, legislation that recog-
nizes September 11th as a national day of
mourning and service in remembrance of
those who lost their lives in the terrorist at-
tacks on that dark day in American history and
of those too who have paid the ultimate price
in our ongoing war against global terrorism.

With this resolution, we also honor the he-
roic actions of the first responders, law en-
forcement personnel, volunteers and others
who aided the innocent victims and bravely
risked their own lives and health to help the
victims of terrorist attacks in our Nation’s Cap-
ital, New York City, and the fields of Pennsyl-
vania.

We also express our ongoing thanks for our
men and women who serve our Nation in uni-
form in military service, as intelligence per-
sonnel, and as law enforcement officials as
they continue to put their lives on the line
every day here at home and around the world
in the war on terrorism. This is indeed a global
war and we also give thanks for all the nations
of the world who have joined in this effort.

These efforts have met with tremendous
success as our combined forces have thwart-
ed a number of major terrorist organizations
and specific planned attacks against American
targets and our allies. We cannot, however,
lessen our resolve if we are to successfully
search out and eliminate these terrorists and
their terror cells.

In adopting this resolution, we vow to re-
main vigilant in this war against terrorists and
commit to providing every resource they re-
quire to win this fight. We also reaffirm our
commitment to never forget the tragic loss of
human life on September 11th and in doing so
continue to fight the war against terrorists in
their memory, never succumbing to the fear
they generate.

Mr. Speaker, on that dark day, the American
people came together as one in a way we
have never seen in our Nation’s history. We
put politics and ideology aside and focused
our attention on securing our Nation, healing
our wounded, and consoling our grieving.

My hometown newspaper The St. Peters-
burg Times was right on the mark in its edi-
torial Monday, saying, “On this anniversary,
we would do well to put aside our rancorous
divisions and crazy conspiracy theories and
reflect on that post-9/11 period when Ameri-
cans came together in purpose and spirit and
much of the world felt our pain, even if it all
was too brief. That memory is worth holding
on to.”

This editorial, which | will include in its en-
tirety following my remarks, correctly states
that we can never go all the way back to the
way things were before terrorists struck here
on our soil. However, the Times calls upon us
as a nation to go back to that time five years
ago in renewing our national unity to secure
our shores and rebuff the threat of fear and
destruction from cowardly terrorists in saying:
“But we can—and we must—hold on to the
values and the spirit that some call American
exceptionalism. The terrorists would like noth-
ing better than to see us surrender our most
precious freedoms and bedrock values to fear.
So on this fifth anniversary of that day of un-
speakable savagery, let us remember how we
felt on Sept. 12, 2001, not the fear and heart-
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break so much as the unity and purpose we
shared. Only then can we take a full measure
of our loss.”

Mr. Speaker, we recall that after 9/11 my
colleagues and | in the Congress authorized
the President to do whatever he deemed nec-
essary to fight this new war on terrorism.
Those who are engaged in this war today are
patriots and we must all support them. While
| support our current operations, | know that
we have people in this country who disagree
with our current war on terror. And you know
what? They are patriots too. Those who agree
with the President, they are patriots. Those
who disagree with the President, they are pa-
triots. Those who agree with me are patriots.
Those who disagree with me are patriots. Re-
publicans, Democrats, liberals, conservatives,
we are concerned about our homeland and
our security. And by and large everyone who
remains engaged in this great debate is show-
ing themselves to be patriots in their care and
concern for our country and our men and
women in uniform.

Let that be one of the most important les-
sons of September 11, 2001. While we may
continue to disagree at times, let us give
thanks for the freedom to disagree and at the
end of the day come together in unity to sup-
port the brave men and women in all branches
of service who fight the scourge of terrorism
here and abroad. This can and should be the
lasting tribute to all those who lost their lives
five years ago.

[From the St. Petersburg Times, Sept. 11,

2006]
FREEDOM FROM FEAR

Five years ago today, on a lovely Sep-
tember morning, bolts of terror came out of
a clear, blue sky. Nineteen men armed only
with box cutters hijacked four passenger air-
liners and rammed three of them into the
symbols of American military and financial
might. Two of the planes flew into the twin
towers of the World Trade Center in New
York in a horrifying spectacle. A third plane
demolished a wing of the Pentagon. A fourth,
United Flight 93, believed to be headed for
Washington, crashed in a field in Pennsyl-
vania after passengers rose up against the hi-
jackers, In less than an hour, 3,000 people
died that day.

That was the day terrorism came to Amer-
ica, and we haven’t been the same since. Nei-
ther has much of the world. Since then, ter-
rorists have struck in London and Madrid
and Indonesia, among other places—nothing
as spectacular as 9/11 but still lethal to hun-
dreds of innocents. But they have not hit the
United States again, not that anyone doubts
that they have been trying. President Bush
said last week that scores of terrorist plots
have been foiled, and that while America is
safer than it was five years ago, it is still not
safe. Will it ever be in a world of suicidal
maniacs?

On this anniversary, we would do well to
put aside our rancorous divisions and crazy
conspiracy theories and reflect on that post—
9/11 period when Americans came together in
purpose and spirit and much of the world felt
our pain, even if it all was too brief. That
memory is worth holding on to.

There was something unreal about watch-
ing the horror of that day unfold on tele-
vision. Who can forget the sight of people
leaping to their deaths from the top floors of
the burning twin towers? Or of the first re-
sponders—firefighters, police officers and
rescue workers—who heroically braved
smoke and fire and dust in their desperate
attempt to reach any survivors? Americans
lined up to donate blood and gave generously
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to aid the families of the victims. We knew
the endless kindness of strangers. In Wash-
ington, bitter partisanship gave way to unity
and the debate over domestic priorities was
crushed by the question of how to protect
the homeland from madmen bent on mass de-
struction.

The world wept with us and for us as they
saw America as a victim instead of an arro-
gant superpower. Iranians held candlelight
vigils to express support for the American
people. Germans marched in the street to
show solidarity. In France, a front-page edi-
torial in Le Monde, reliably anti-American
on most things, proclaimed: ‘“We Are All
Americans.”” The world stayed with us when
Bush launched a ‘‘just war’” in Afghanistan,
where the Taliban was protecting Osama bin
Laden and his al-Qaida terrorists.

Sadly, the good that came out of 9/11 was
not to last. It began to unravel after the
president, with the approval of most congres-
sional Democrats, chose to go to war against
Iraq, which had nothing to do with the 9/11
attacks. World opinion turned against us,
and as Iraq became a huge debacle, Ameri-
cans turned on each other.

America has taken quite a beating in world
opinion in recent years on everything from
prisoner abuse at Abu Ghraib and Guanta-
namo to secret CIA prisons abroad and
warrantless eavesdropping at home. The de-
bate over balancing our liberties and our se-
curity rages on in Washington, and Amer-
ica’s image in the world has been badly tar-
nished.

We can never go back to the way things
were before 9/11—or even to the way we were
in the immediate aftermath of that calam-
ity. It’s hard to imagine a future not chilled
by the threat of terrorism, which started as
a cause and has now metastasized into a
mentality among Islamic extremists.

But we can—and we must—hold on to the
values and the spirit that some call Amer-
ican exceptionalism. The terrorists would
like nothing better than to see us surrender
our most precious freedoms and bedrock val-
ues to fear.

So on this fifth anniversary of that day of
unspeakable savagery, let us remember how
we felt on Sept. 12, 2001, not the fear and
heartbreak so much as the unity and purpose
we shared. Only then can we take a full
measure of our loss.

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I am now pleased
to yield 2% minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from Florida (Mr.
BILIRAKIS), a member of the Energy
and Commerce Committee and vice
chairman of the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, we are here today to
commemorate the fateful events of a
beautiful September morning. For
most of us in this Chamber, September
11, 2001, started out like any other
warm, sunny Tuesday morning. We
were going about our daily business,
meeting with constituents, and partici-
pating in committee hearings. The hint
of fall hung in the air as we attended to
pressing needs and kept tight sched-
ules.

But everything changed in an in-
stant. The images of the burning World
Trade Center towers and the Pentagon
rocked us to the core, shaking our
sense of calm and filling us with fear,
confusion, and heartbreak. Instead of
arguing about some partisan issue or
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another, we spent the day consoling
our families, our constituents, and
each other. The entire country grieved
as one for those who had perished.

Our hearts were broken that day, but
they were not destroyed. We witnessed
a rebirth of sorts in this Nation, Amer-
icans young and old finding common
ground in their grief and fear, united in
ways we never expected. They gave of
themselves sacrificially to meet the
needs of others. Houses of worship were
packed with people praying for those
who had lost loved ones in the build-
ings or on the planes.

In the days following September 11,
we were inspired by the stories of val-
iant first responders and heroic Ameri-
cans who thought little of their own
welfare as they rescued others and
brought down hijacked planes. We owe
them a tremendous debt of gratitude.
Their actions gave us hope in the
American spirit and resolve to ensure
that something like this never hap-
pened again.

Five years have passed, and we have
made great strides in securing our
homeland and protecting the American
people from harm. We have passed laws
designed to prevent acts of terrorism.
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Our law enforcement and intelligence
communities have disrupted terrorist
plots. Our brave men and women in
uniform have taken the fight to the
terrorists abroad so we don’t have to
fight on our Nation’s soil. The Amer-
ican people have resumed their daily
activities even while continuing to
grieve and comforting those who still
mourn.

Mr. Speaker, the terrorists who com-
mitted the heinous atrocities on Sep-
tember 11 thought they would break
the American spirit and send us whim-
pering into the history books with our
tails between our legs. They were
wrong. We have acted and will continue
to act decisively against anyone who
preys upon the innocent and threatens
our freedom. The heart of America
beats strong of our good and compas-
sionate people. We will not be silenced
and we will not back down. May God
continue to bless the United States of
America.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased now to recognize the minority
leader of the House, the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. PELOSI).

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, 5 years ago on Monday,
on the day the terrorists attacked our
Nation, Members of Congress gathered
on the steps of the Capitol and sang
God Bless America. Many speakers
today have referenced that moment,
because I think it had a profound effect
on all of us. We really did need God’s
blessing. We put aside partisanship to
respond with one voice that we would
do everything in our power to ensure
that our Nation would be fully healed
and fully safe, and that the American
people would know that we were work-
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ing hard to bring those who were re-
sponsible for 9/11 to justice.

Today, we should have embraced that
same spirit of 5 years ago on the steps
of the Capitol. The United States Sen-
ate did. This week, they passed a reso-
lution which mourned the innocent vic-
tims of the attacks, consoled their
families, praised our troops for their
valor, underscored our resolve to find
all of those responsible for the attacks
and bring them to justice, and empha-
sized our commitment to stopping ter-
rorists who would harm the American
people. Democrats and Republicans
alike in the Senate came together in
support of that resolution.

I would have hoped that that could
have come to the floor here. We were
prepared to support that, Democrats
were, but the Republican leadership re-
fused.

Instead, the Republican leadership
gave us a resolution here this evening
which is self-congratulatory. It praises
Congress, for some reason. Instead of
having the focus on the innocent vic-
tims of 9/11, it talks about the accom-
plishments of this Congress. I can’t
even imagine why they thought that
was a good idea. But since they opened
the door to what they have done, they
have opened the door to what they
have not done.

Two years ago, the bipartisan, inde-
pendent 9/11 Commission concluded
that the American people were failed
by their government on 9/11. To pre-
vent future similar incidents and fail-
ures, the Commission made 41 rec-
ommendations. Last December, the
same independent Commission issued a
report card on the implementation of
those recommendations. Sixteen
grades that were awarded were either
D’s and F’s, and others were incom-
pletes. In May of this year, the Com-
missioners reviewed the record on im-
plementation once again; their conclu-
sion on the poor grades, no progress.

Two days ago, the Commission’s
chairman and vice chairman, Democrat
and Republican or Republican and
Democrat, wrote about the December
report card in an op ed in the Boston
Globe, and I quote: “What we argued
then is still true now; Americans are
safer, but they are not yet safe.”” And
concluded, ‘“‘Our sense of national ur-
gency is lacking.”

Mr. Speaker, we have lost our focus
on terrorism since the invasion of Iraq,
and that is one of the chief reasons
that the 9/11 Commission’s report card
reflected so poorly on the Bush admin-
istration and on the Republican Con-
gress.

Our focus should have continued to
be on Afghanistan. The war in Iraq is
the wrong war. No matter how many
times the President wants to say it,
the war in Iraq is not the war on ter-
ror. The war in Afghanistan was. We
had the opportunity to destroy al
Qaeda in Afghanistan, and we missed
the opportunity because we lost our
focus. Instead, 5 years later, the
Taliban is on the resurgence, violence
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has increased, the poppy crop,
opium crop is all pervasive.

Think of this. Afghanistan now sup-
plies 90 percent of the opium supply to
the world. 90 percent. The increase in
just the last couple of years is 50 per-
cent. They went from 4,000 metric tons
to 6,100 metric tons of cultivation. This
is what is happening in Afghanistan:

A missed opportunity to crush al
Qaeda, an increase in violence, a rising
resurgence in the Taliban, and the in-
crease in the poppy crop.

Mr. Speaker, let us use the occasion
that we have as we consider this flawed
resolution to resolve to do better. Let
us honor the memories of the innocent
victims of 9/11 attacks and their fami-
lies by doing the unfinished business of
the 9/11 Commission. We have heard
about it all day, it is in the public do-
main, it was in their best selling book
a couple of years ago, and we still
haven’t gotten it done.

Isn’t it hard to believe and to know
that 5 years after 9/11 we still do not
have real-time, that means immediate
communication, among police, fire,
and other first responders. We paid a
price for this with Hurricane Katrina.
Five years later, we still do not have
the screening at our ports that we
should have; we are at 5 percent, we
should be at 100 percent of screening.
That is possible, it is affordable, and it
is technologically available to us.

Five years after 9/11, we still do not
have our borders secure. We have not
mandated, because this Congress re-
fuses to do so and this administration
does, too, we still have not mandated
the private sector to protect our nu-
clear and chemical power plants.

The list goes on of shortcomings. The
9/11 Commission said we should in-
crease the pace of reform at the FBI.
There are so many things that are
lacking in what we are doing to protect
the American people. The biggest
threat to the security and safety of the
American people is the proliferation of
weapons of mass destruction, the
unsafeguarded radioactive material
that is out there. For about $10 billion,
about a month in Iraq, we could buy up
all of the known radioactive material
that is out there that could fall into
the hands of the terrorists. It is a lot of
money. It is a small price to pay for
the safety of the American people. And
yet, for reasons that are hard to ex-
plain to anyone, we have refused over
and over again to pass legislation that
would appropriate the resources to do
that.

Taking the actions to correct the un-
finished business of the 9/11 Commis-
sion and others recommended by the
Commission other than what I men-
tioned is consistent with the sacrifices
of the people in New York and Virginia
and Pennsylvania on 9/11, and the sac-
rifices made since then by the men and
women serving in our Armed Forces.
And God bless them. They have done a
magnificent job for our country. We
have to do better by them. We owe it to
each and every one of them to do ev-

the
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erything we can as quickly as we can
to make America safe.

Mr. Speaker, it all comes down to the
personal, now. Doesn’t it? As we think
back 5 years, we think about those
families. Nearly 3,000 people were
killed that day. Two thousand children
lost their parents. The emotional toll
is just incalculable. And yet, as our
colleague Congresswoman MALONEY
has pointed out, from New York, the
heroes and heroines of 9/11, Congress-
man NADLER as well, are not having
their needs met. It is the responsibility
of government to meet the health care
needs of the people who risked their
lives, who went in there without even a
thought of whether they would help
save a life or not. And now, without a
thought, their needs are ignored. We
have an opportunity to do better by
them. We owe them that obligation, be-
cause with all the talk that we can do
about initiatives and proclamations
and honoring and the rest, it all comes
down to the people, to the personal, to
the impact on their lives.

Of course we will vote for this flawed
resolution. It could be better. But just
because the Republicans decided that
they wanted to praise themselves in-
stead of focusing on the business at
hand doesn’t mean that we won’t sup-
port it.

But as we vote for it, I call upon the
Speaker of the House to bring to this
floor before we adjourn for the elec-
tions legislation to enact the 9/11 Com-
mission recommendations. We have all
the time in the world to do it. Nothing
is more important than the safety of
the American people. We have no
greater responsibility as elected offi-
cials than to provide for that public
safety and the national security of our
country, because nothing else matters
if we don’t protect the American peo-
ple. Instead, we have ignored those
needs. We are cutting the COPS pro-
grams so the neighborhoods are not
safer. We are making matters worse.
We have the opportunity to make mat-
ters better. If we do pass them, only
then will we truly be honoring the
memory of those who died. Only then
will we truly be keeping our promise to
their families that we will make Amer-
ica as safe as we can be.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution today, but join me in bipar-
tisanship. We can do this in a bipar-
tisan way without controversy. The
list is clear. The support is there. The
need is urgent. I urge the Speaker once
again to bring the 9/11 Commission’s
recommendations to the floor to make
America safer, to bring some peace to
the families of 9/11, and to bring to jus-
tice those who are responsible for those
heinous acts 5 years ago.

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. I now yield 2 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Nebraska
(Mr. FORTENBERRY), a member of the
Agriculture, International Relations,
and Small Business Committees.

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker,
today we remember those who died
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tragically on September 11, 2001, and
the family members who continue to
mourn such terrible loss. We honor the
strength of these Americans, and we
also thank the brave men and women
defending America today from those
who continue to seek to do us harm.

Mr. Speaker, we live in a very special
place. We live in a country that is built
on the fundamental principle that all
persons have inherent dignity and
rights. The freedoms we enjoy depend
upon this fundamental principle. And
as many did in the aftermath of the 9/
11 attacks, Americans are willing to
risk their lives for the sake of their fel-
low citizens, for the good of the coun-
try, family, and community.

Last week, I had the privilege of for-
mally welcoming home the soldiers of
the 67th Area Support Group of the Ne-
braska National Guard as they all re-
turned home safely from over a year-
long deployment. What a beautiful
scene, families reunited, husbands and
wives in loving embraces, children
scrambling to meet the mom or dad
they had known only through letters or
photos for the past year, parents tak-
ing up young children in their arms
perhaps for the very first time.
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In their commitment and patriotism,
these soldiers had given more than a
year away to family and home to serve
their country. Many of our military
service personnel will tell you that
their service is driven by the events of
that fateful day 5 years ago. They sac-
rifice so much personally to help pro-
tect our Nation.

Fortunately, there has not been an-
other attack on America for 5 years.
This is not due to wishful thinking.
This is due to the extraordinary effort
to rethink and reform our national se-
curity efforts. Our military, our home-
land security forces, police officers,
firefighters, and emergency first re-
sponders have all played a very impor-
tant role in protecting our country.

Their work helps make America
safer. Their sacrifice keeps our families
more secure, and the compassion, re-
solve and support from the American
people give their work all the more
meaning and help keep our Nation
strong.

We have faced difficult challenges of
worldwide significance in the recent
past: World War II and the Cold War.
We prevailed then, and we must prevail
now for the good of our country and
the hope of a more peaceful world.

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 5
minutes.

Mr. Speaker, 5 years ago there were a
lot of questions as to who attacked us
and why we were attacked. Answers
came to that in fairly short order, but
the question of why still remained and
what those who attacked us had in
order for us in the future.

In the book, ‘“‘Nuclear Terrorism,”
there is a citation to Osama bin
Laden’s official press spokesman
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Suleiman Abu Gheith making a
chilling announcement on the now
defunct al Qaeda-associated Web site,
and these are his words.

‘“We have the right,” he said, ‘‘to kill
4 million Americans, 2 million of them
children.” Let me repeat that. The
spokesman for Osama bin Laden said
on their Web site, ‘““We have the right
to kill 4 million Americans, 2 million
of them children, and to exile twice as
many and wound and cripple hundreds
of thousands.”

He went on the Web site to explain
what justified it, and these are his
words. ‘‘America with the collabora-
tion of the Jews is the leader of corrup-
tion and the breakdown of values,
whether moral, ideological, political,
or economic corruption. It dissemi-
nates abomination and licentiousness
among the people via the cheap media
and the vile curricula. America is the
reason for all oppression, injustice, li-
centiousness, or suppression that is the
Muslim’s lot. It stands behind all the
disasters that were caused and are still
being caused to the Muslims; it is im-
mersed in the blood of Muslims and
cannot hide this.”

Why do I mention this? I mention it
because the threat is clear. They have
officially said that they would not feel
that they have succeeded until they
have taken 1,400 assaults similar to
those of 9/11, because that is what
would be required, 1,400 times the loss
of life that we had on 9/11.

They do not refer to any cleavage be-
tween Democrats and Republicans.
They do not say they do this because of
what this administration did or that
administration did or because of what
the Democrats did in the Congress or
the Republicans. They did that because
they reject everything we stand for.

That is why we bring this resolution
to the floor. This resolution is brought
to the floor in recognition of the threat
against us, the challenges it presents
and what we have done working to-
gether, Republicans and Democrats,
men and women who are Americans
first to try and respond to that threat
for ourselves, our children and our
grandchildren.

We need to remind the American peo-
ple of the affirmative steps that we
have taken: the PATRIOT Act, which
changed the way we dealt with the
threat of terrorism; other programs
that we have supported and the admin-
istration has carried out.

So this is not a fight over partisan-
ship. This is not a suggestion of one-
upsmanship. This is a recognition of
the threat that faces us as Americans,
and we are committed and united as
Americans to respond to that.

That is what this resolution stands
for. That is what it says. That is why
we bring it to the floor, to ask all
Members to support it so that we can
show that there is unity in this body,
not division, so that we can show that
we understand the challenges that we
face and that we are up to the chal-
lenges that face us as a Nation.
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We can do no less than our parents’
generation did in responding to the to-
talitarianism of their time as we re-
spond to the totalitarianism of our
time.

Mr. Speaker, this is not an effort to
divide. It is an effort to unify. It is an
effort to show the American people
that we are together in this fight and
we shall continue this fight.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the

gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Tom
DAVIS).
Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.

Speaker, remembrance is a solemn ob-
ligation, a duty owed by every obliga-
tion to those whose honor, love and
sacrifice light our way today. To the
2,996 souls who perished on September
11, we owe more than political rhetoric,
more than annual ritual. They are re-
membered best, they live, not just
what we say but in what we do to build
a safer, more peaceful world.

So the resolution before us today
rightly speaks of actions taken, and
calls for all Americans to act in the
generous, unified spirit born that dead-
ly day. In calling for September 11 to
be observed as a day of national serv-
ice, we seek to build a living monu-
ment to all those who have died in the
long simmering war that erupted onto
our shores 5 years ago. Good done in
their name has a special power against
the evil we fight.

9/11 brought that evil home: to homes
in New York, Pennsylvania and Vir-
ginia, and to shocked and grieving
homes across our Nation. ‘‘Hostilities
exist. There is no blinking at the fact
that our people, our territory, and our
interests are in grave danger. With
confidence in our Armed Forces, with
the unbounding determination of our
people, we will gain the inevitable tri-
umph, so help us God.” That was spo-
ken the day after the attack on Pearl
Harbor. President Franklin Roosevelt’s
words evoke the realism and optimism
needed to meet our present peril.

As then, we are at war and no polit-
ical difference or debate can detract
from the heroic work done every day
by the men and women of America’s
military. The 184 people who gave their
lives at the Pentagon 5 years ago
fought on an unexpected battlefield,
but toiled until the end in loyal service
to the national ideals, liberty and jus-
tice, to which we pledge allegiance
each day in this Chamber. Let us
pledge in their memory to honor and
support all those who fight to defend
America and advance freedom.

Unlike the last global conflict, this
war is being waged surreptitiously, the
enemy lurking among us in shadowy
networks and across cyberspace. On 9/
11 America’s first responders got a bit-
ter taste of this new era, but their
valor and grit carried us all through
that day and those that followed. In
memory of their fallen comrades, let us
pledge through this resolution to honor
and support the work of the public
safety and public health professionals
who work every day to protect us from
terrorist attacks.
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This resolution is also an oppor-
tunity to renew the sense of urgency
forged in the crumbling inferno of the
Twin Towers. With each passing year,
what looked hugely urgent after 9/11
tends to get smaller in the viewfinder
as more current problems loom large.
But while we lose sight of the threat,
an enemy who relentlessly worked to
transform airplanes into guided mis-
siles is maniacally focused on other
ways to harm us.

Distance from the tragedy of 9/11 has
also allowed some politics to seep into
our security equations. Our
vulnerabilities are many, and always
will be. There will always be risks and
there will always be those eager to
take advantage of them. To those seek-
ing to exploit fears rather than build
trust, the glass will always be half
empty. But genuine security after 9/11
is not a static goal or measurement; it
is a process and a mindset. If we stay
alert, get good intelligence on the
evolving threat, and take the prudent
precautions we are willing to tolerate
and able to afford without crashing the
economy or terrorizing ourselves, we
will be safe. It is more than luck there
has not been another major attack
since 9/11.

So we remember and we pray for the
dead and their families, friends and
colleagues. And, as we face the certain
challenges of an uncertain future, we
take solace in the ancient Hebrew les-
son, ‘“‘There are stars whose light only
reaches the earth long after they have
fallen apart. There are people whose re-
membrance gives light in this world
long after they have passed away.
Their light shines in our darkest nights
on the road we must follow.”

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, this has been an impor-
tant discussion between ourselves. I
feel better now that we have resolved
to overlook those parts of this resolu-
tion that could be called congratula-
tory to the executive branch, to the
Congress, to any parties.

We come together now to remember
and memorialize once again the great
contributions of those who served on
the front lines and those who gave
their lives and the families of those
who died in this great tragedy of 9/11/
01.

Mr. Speaker, it is in that spirit that
we on this side yield back the balance
of our time.

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, we yield the bal-
ance of our time to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER), the distinguished
majority leader.

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, let me
thank my colleague from California for
yielding the time, and today, the peo-
ple’s House has taken up legislation
marking the 5-year anniversary of the
terror attacks of September 11, 2001.

We remember the lives of the vic-
tims, the many moms, dads, children,
grandparents, friends and neighbors,
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and we honor the police officers and
the firefighters, and we salute their
bravery and the sacrifices of these res-
cue workers, the EMT personnel and
first responders who were there that
day.

We offer America’s sons and daugh-
ters in uniform our deepest gratitude,
many of them on the other side of the
world sacrificing so much so very far
away from home.

Words can hardly capture the mag-
nitude of horror that we suffered on
that Tuesday morning 5 years ago.
Much like finding out about the bomb-
ing of Pearl Harbor or the assassina-
tion of President Kennedy, all of us re-
member exactly where we were when
we first heard that multiple planes had
attacked the World Trade Center and
the Pentagon in a massive, elaborate
and coordinated attack from terrorists.

On September 11, 2001, we came face-
to-face with evil but it was not the
first time. During the 1990s, enemies of
freedom used terror and violence in fu-
tile attempts to intimidate the United
States and other countries around the
world in the cause of freedom.

On February 26, 1993, the first World
Trade Center bombing killed six people
and injured more than 1,000 others.

On June 25, 1996, the Khobar Towers
bombing in Saudi Arabia killed 20 peo-
ple and injured 372 more.

On June 7, 1998, the Kenya embassy
bombing killed 213 people and injured
some 5,000 others.

On June 7, the same day, our em-
bassy in Tanzania was bombed, killing
11 people and injuring 68.

And then on October 12, 2000, the USS
Cole was bombed off the coast of
Yemen, killing 17 people and injuring
39.

What was our response? During the
1990s, world leaders looked up at the
problem of radical Islamic terrorism,
they looked up, they looked away, and
they hoped the problem would go away.
This reaction led al Qaeda and others
to believe they could attack us repeat-
edly, indefinitely and with impunity.
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But they were wrong. On September
11, the terrorists targeted symbols of
American strength and prosperity as
an attack on our principles, our values,
and our freedoms as an American peo-
ple. Their aim was to shake our will
and to intimidate our allies. But as the
skies darkened over New York, Wash-
ington, and Pennsylvania, we made a
simple vow: never again.

In a post-9/11 world, doing nothing is
no longer an option. In a post-9/11
world, closing your eyes and hoping for
the best is not an option. In a post-9/11
world, weakness in the face of evil is
not an option.

Five years later, we have made sig-
nificant progress in confronting those
who would attack us again. When he
addressed Congress in the days imme-
diately following the attacks, Presi-
dent Bush said: ‘“Whether we bring our
enemies to justice or bring justice to
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our enemies, justice will be done.” We
have done just that.

Unlike the previous strikes by al
Qaeda against our embassies, the USS
Cole, and so on, September 11 brought a
broad and global response from the
United States. Congress acted swiftly
in approving the USA PATRIOT Act,
legislation providing law enforcement
with the tools necessary to prevent an-
other attack. We have waged two con-
flicts, one in Afghanistan, another in
Iraq, liberating more than 50 million
people and crushing despotic regimes
with links to terrorist activities and a
thirst for weapons of mass destruction.

We have more work to do, but our
progress has been steady, and it has
been measurable. The U.S. Department
of Justice has convicted 253 defendants
on terror-related charges, and our in-
telligence agencies and law enforce-
ment working together have disrupted
more than 150 terrorist threats and
cells here in America, including plans
to attack targets on both coasts using
hijacked aircraft and plans to blow up
apartment buildings here in our coun-
try.

Just last month, British and Amer-
ican intelligence officials, using the
sort of tools we provided President
Bush, thwarted a plot to bomb multiple
American airliners headed from Lon-
don.

This resolution today affirms the
commitment of Congress to remain
vigilant in efforts to provide law en-
forcement and our Armed Forces with
all the tools necessary to fight and win
the global war on terrorism. We have
engaged in dramatic efforts to secure
our ports and borders, with legislation
on the way that will provide more Bor-
der Patrol agents, additional fencing
and surveillance, and enhanced State
and local law enforcement authority.

The House will vote next week on
legislation authorizing military tribu-
nals for terrorists, such as the alleged
September 11 mastermind, Khalid
Shaykh Mohammad. We are designing
a system that not only brings these
terrorists to justice but gives the
President the tools that he needs to
continue preventing terrorist plots be-
fore they happen.

Prevention must be the standard and
prevention must be our goal. No longer
can we simply respond to attacks. We
must actively engage the enemy and
seek to disrupt and thwart their twist-
ed plans. We must continue to adapt
and move forward, we must not yield,
we must not grow complacent, and we
must not rest until this threat is van-
quished.

September 11 revealed for all to see
the ruthless barbarity of an enemy
that wishes to end America’s way of
life. Most of the nearly 3,000 who per-
ished were regular folks going about
their regular business. Others were the
first heroes of the war on terror, climb-
ing the stairs to the Twin Towers to
help evacuate trapped workers or ad-
ministering first aid to those at the
scene. All of them were victims of a
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radical and poisonous ideology that we
must be eternally committed to defeat-
ing.

This is our defining task in the early
years of the 21st century, crushing the
deadly and poisonous ideology of rad-
ical terrorism, and freeing from tyr-
anny the millions threatened with its
bondage is an effort for which the
United States and her allies are
uniquely suited. We are the primary
target of radical terrorists, the leader
of nations, with the capability and the
fortitude to wage a prolonged fight. In
my view, we must not shy away, if only
so our children and their children may
live in peace.

One of the last lines in the ‘‘Battle
Hymn of the Republic” goes: ‘“‘As He
died to make men holy, let us live to
make men free.” I can think of no bet-
ter tribute to those who perished in the
merciless attacks of September 11 or in
the 5 years since than to do just that:
to live and to fight for the freedoms
that we cherish and for which they
have all given their lives.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
discuss H. Res. 994, legislation commemo-
rating the fifth anniversary of the September
11, 2001, terrorist attacks against our country.

| remember September 11, 2001, vividly.
The weather in our nation’s capital was warm
and sunny. | was giving a speech on the
House floor against privatizing Social Security.
After | finished, the House clerk told me there
had been a plane crash in New York. | asked
what the weather was at the time of the crash.
He said it was sunny and clear. | thought a
crash in good weather was strange. | returned
to the office in time to see the second plane
hit the World Trade Center, and my office re-
ceived a call from another congressional office
saying there was smoke at the Pentagon. At
that point, we knew our country was under at-
tack. The Capitol Police then mandated the
evacuation of the Capitol and all congressional
office buildings.

| am profoundly grateful that the passengers
aboard United Airlines Flight 93 bravely fought
back, thinking of the safety of others, not of
their own well-being. Their actions saved the
lives of untold numbers of us who were in
Washington, D.C. that day.

The resolution on the floor today appro-
priately honors those who lost their lives due
to these heinous attacks. Thousands of hus-
bands, fathers, mothers, wives, daughters, sis-
ters, brothers, children, grandparents and oth-
ers were lost on that day. We must never for-
get those individuals and their families.

The resolution before us today also appro-
priately honors the heroic actions and sac-
rifices of our men and women in the U.S. mili-
tary and their families. | have had the privilege
of visiting with our men and women in uniform,
both here at home and in a war zone. | am
continually awed by the professionalism, de-
termination, and commitment of our troops.

| am also pleased that H. Res. 994 acknowl-
edges the service and sacrifice of the first re-
sponders—emergency personnel, fire fighters,
police officers, and others—who aided the in-
nocent victims of the terrorist attacks. While
these individuals humbly say they were merely
doing their jobs that day, their selfless actions
embody some of the best qualities of the
American people.
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The resolution congratulates the Congress
and the President for various steps taken to
improve the security of the American people in
the wake of September 11th. Personally, |
don’t believe the self-congratulation is justified.
While Congress has adopted some piecemeal
improvements on the security front, al-Qaeda
will not wait for us to make gradual improve-
ments. Security must be improved today, not
after the next attack

Aviation security is not what it should be.
Security screeners need upgraded equipment.
We need to deploy technology to detect plas-
tic, liquid and gel-like explosives carried on-
board planes. All cargo baggage carried on
passenger planes must be thoroughly
screened for explosives. We need effective
countermeasures and international agree-
ments to reduce the threat of shoulder-fired
missiles. The arbitrary cap on the number of
security screeners should be lifted.

A fully unified terrorist watch list that is elec-
tronically accessible to necessary federal and
state officials for real-time searches must be
put in place now.

Border security is still notably lacking, five
years after 9/11. | voted in favor of the immi-
gration reform legislation in the House that in-
cluded a number of provisions to improve bor-
der security. | have also voted for a number of
efforts to increase funding for the border pa-
trol, technology to improve border security,
and other immigration enforcement measures.
Regrettably, too often, this Congress has
prioritized tax cuts for millionaires over ade-
quately funding border security.

Astonishingly, on the fifth anniversary of the
attacks, America’s police, firefighters, and
emergency response personnel still lack the
fundamental ability to communicate with each
other by radio. Congress must increase fund-
ing to help states and local governments pur-
chase essential equipment.

Our nation has 95,000 miles of coastline
and 361 ports. Yet, the federal government
will spend only $168 million on port security
grants this year while spending $10 billion to
develop a missile defense system that doesn’t
work and is irrelevant to the threat posed by
al-Qaeda. Congress should increase funding
for radiation detection equipment to screen
every cargo container, beef up the presence
of U.S. inspectors at foreign ports to inspect
cargo destined for the U.S., and enhance the
Coast Guard fleet.

Five times as many Americans travel on
trains and transit each day as on planes, but
less than one percent of the transportation se-
curity budget goes to non-aviation programs.
Congress and the Administration should in-
crease funding for passenger rail and transit
security. A baseline level of security for the
transit systems in the 50 largest metropolitan
areas would cost $2 billion.

Most of the 20 tons of nuclear material at
130 facilities in 40 countries has no more se-
curity than a night watchman and a chain link
fence. In 2001, a bipartisan commission rec-
ommended tripling funding to $3 million a year
for programs to help secure nuclear materials
around the world from terrorists.

Finally, | want to say that | am disappointed
that H. Res. 994 contains a handful of where-
as clauses of dubious accuracy.

For example, one clause implies a link be-
tween al-Qaeda and Irag, and Iraq and the
September 11th attacks. A variety of experts,
including the 9/11 Commission, the CIA, the
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Senate Intelligence Committee, and others,
most recently the President, have concluded
there was no cooperation between Iraq and al-
Qaeda on the September 11, 2001, attacks or
anything else. It is also inappropriate to link
Iraq to the global war against al-Qaeda. Iraq
did not pose an urgent threat to our national
security. Iraq did not have ties to al-Qaeda.
Iraq had not attacked the United States, nor is
there any evidence Iraq planned to attack us.
Iraq did not have weapons of mass destruc-
tion, nor any delivery system capable of at-
tacking us.

| supported the war against the Taliban and
al-Qaeda in Afghanistan, and | continue to
support military action against al-Qaeda. But,
to use a resolution commemorating the anni-
versary of 9/11 to peddle discredited theories
about Iraq in order to cover for the failures of
the Bush administration in Iraq and justify the
diversion of resources from the war against
our real national security threat—al-Qaeda—
does a disservice to the American people.

And, | think the inclusion of the PATRIOT
Act in the list of legislation that has helped in
the war on terror is questionable to say the
least. The PATRIOT Act did make a few rea-
sonable improvements in our ability to go after
terrorists using new technologies. But it also
contained provisions that do nothing to en-
hance our security while posing a significant
risk to the freedoms and liberties of law-abid-
ing Americans. It is for the latter reason that
| opposed the bill.

A lot has been made of the PATRIOT Act
supposedly knocking down a wall that prohib-
ited cooperation between the FBI and the CIA.
In reality, the so-called wall was not really a
wall at all. It was not a legal barrier, it was a
cultural one. The PATRIOT Act was not nec-
essary to get the FBI and CIA to cooperate. A
change in culture was. Even today, coopera-
tion among intelligence agencies and law en-
forcement is not what it should be.

I will vote in favor of H. Res. 994 because
| want to honor those | mentioned at the out-
set of my statement—those who lost their lives
in the attacks, those who tried valiantly to
save lives on that day, and our men and
women in uniform. But, | want to state for the
record that | disagree with some of the rhet-
oric in the resolution.

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, today we join to-
gether to honor the nearly 3,000 people who
perished in the heinous attach on our country
five years ago. The images of that day remain
vivid in our minds, as do the emotions we all
felt—the shock the grief—as we realized that
a handful of terrorists plotting halfway around
the world were capable of destroying so many
innocent lives on American soil. September
11, 2001, shattered the illusion that our home-
land would always provide safe sanctuary
from those who would do us harm.

Five years later, we also remember how the
events of September 11 brought our country
together. As we did after Pearl Harbor, Amer-
ican showed its true colors. After the twin tow-
ers fell, we put aside our political differences
to unite behind a pledge to make our country
safer and to track down and punish those re-
sponsible for the attacks. With the world on
our side, we had a unique opportunity to mar-
shal our vast resources to destroy the al
Qaeda terrorist network for good.

We made a good start. At home, we moved
quickly to tighten airport security and to reor-
ganize our homeland defenses and intel-
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ligence infrastructure to close gaps that en-
abled the terrorists to use our own commercial
airliners as weapons against us. Overseas,
wording with our allies, our military tools the
fight to al Qaeda and the Taliban, who had
provided safe harbor to the terrorists and their
training camps in Afghanistan for far too long.

Today, however, it is clear that we have
failed to finish the job we needed to do. In-
stead of committing our forces to pursuing al
Qaeda’s leaders—including Osama bin Laden,
who is still at large—we embarked on an un-
necessary war of choice in Iraq that has
squandered our resources and the world’s
goodwill without making us measurably safer.

Domestically, we’ve spent billions to secure
our airports, but we’ve neglected the security
of our ports and the cyber security of our tech-
nological infrastructure and communications
network. Chronic underfunding and lax secu-
rity standards have left our nation’s ports and
cargo containers a soft underbelly, and the
President’s ongoing failure to appoint an As-
sistant Homeland Security Secretary for Cyber
Security has created a leadership void in this
critical sector, leaving us vulnerable to a
telecom disaster on the scale of an “electronic
Pearl Harbor.”

It's not too late to change course to do what
must be done to prevail in the real war against
terrorism.

We must recommit to finishing the job in Af-
ghanistan, to fully funding our counterterrorism
intelligence programs at home and abroad, to
increasing the size of our Special Forces, to
improving our human intelligence capability
and to securing nuclear materials around the
world.

Only then will we truly be able to say that
we have fully honored those who lost their
lives on September 11.

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, five years ago, de-
mocracy and freedom were attacked when ter-
rorists destroyed nearly 3,000 innocent lives in
New York, Washington, and Pennsylvania. We
mourn the passing of those taken too soon,
celebrate the lives of the scores of volunteers
and first responders who helped victims and
their families, and vow to never forget the fate-
ful day that changed the lives of millions of
Americans. Today, Congress had an oppor-
tunity to do the right thing and remember Sep-
tember 11 without partisan motives or divisive
tactics. Yet, H.R. 994 was motivated more by
upcoming elections than honor and remem-
brance.

Today’s 9-11 resolution to honor the victims
and heroes of 9-11 includes controversial leg-
islation which criminalizes immigrant families
and strips Americans of those civil liberties
which are the very fabric of our democracy. It
links the thoughts and prayers for servicemen
and women with efforts to deport the families
of immigrant soldiers—many of whom are not
U.S. citizens. The resolution also defends the
practice of wiretapping—an invasion of privacy
which neither Congress nor the courts have
either expressly or implicitly approved and
which undermines the right to privacy.

Debates about immigration and civil rights
are important to the future and fabric of our
country. America needs comprehensive immi-
gration reform; policies which provide strong
support for a more intelligent and realistic ap-
proach to controlling immigration, including en-
hanced border security, workplace and em-
ployer enforcement, and earned legalization
for immigrants with a path to citizenship. But
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an enforcement only approach, such as H.R.
4437, has failed in the pass and is doomed to
fail again.

We need a new direction for America’s se-
curity and there are several steps that Con-
gress must take now to keep our country safe.
We must guard against future attacks by im-
plementing all of the 9—11 Commission rec-
ommendations, screening 100 percent of con-
tainers and cargo bound for the United States
in ships and planes, and ensuring our first re-
sponders have the training, equipment and
technology they need. Yet our Nation will be
not become more secure by partisan resolu-
tions endorsing failed immigration approaches
and programs which threaten our civil liberties.

As we remember the past, we must look to-
ward the future to ensure our Nation and our
world is safer. We must, at the same time,
protect that which makes America’s democ-
racy so great—our civil liberties, and lead the
world toward peace through diplomacy. Five
years ago, families, friends, and strangers
joined together to care for the fallen. This res-
olution is an attempt to divide that spirit. As
we move forward, let us not forget the spirit of
community which we embraced that day and
work together to bring peace for future gen-
erations.

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, |
stand in strong support of this resolution. It is
critical that we, as a Nation, remember what
took place on September 11, 2001—a day
when we “woke up” to the fact that we were
in a war that had been declared against us
years before.

September 11th of every year should be a
day to remember those who were lost on that
day. But September 11th should also be a day
when we reflect and remember why we are
engaged in this War on Terror. We must con-
tinue to fight—aggressively—to ensure the de-
feat of Radical Islamic terrorists whose aim is
to kill Americans.

As we commemorate the 5-year anniversary
of that awful day, our thoughts and prayers
are especially with those who lost loved ones;
the spouses, children, and parents who are
left behind. For their sake, and the sake of all
Americans, we must not allow the passage of
time to erode our resolve to remain vigilant in
the War on Terror so that Americans will not
relive similar attacks in the future.

We, at home in the comfort and security of
the United States, have become complacent in
our security. That is a dangerous place to be.
That is where we were for several years lead-
ing up to 9-11, when several terrorist attacks
on the U.S.—including attempts on our home-
land—took place. But our government failed to
act with resolve.

We must remember what we felt the days
immediately after 9-11 . . . when we all felt,
for the first time for many of us, that we were
not safe in our own country. The anthrax at-
tacks, stories and rumors that al-Qaida pos-
sessed old Soviet suitcase nuclear weapons—
those were the stories of the time.

Because of the Homeland Security meas-
ures we have implemented and the War on
Terror we are conducting—both militarily and
non-militarily—we are once again in a period
of calm.

There are those who believe that this period
of calm is the time to pull back, and this un-
dermines our resolve. No one wants to live in
a constant state of fear, but we cannot be
lulled into adopting a September 10th mindset.
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It would be irresponsible to assume or
“hope” that no one wants to strike us, once
again, and kill even more Americans than
were killed on 9-11.

And kill us is what they want to do. They
want to kill all the “infidels”—a category that
includes not just Americans, but people of all
the world’s free nations, and even Muslims
who reject their militant vision for Islam. | fear
that we have also lost the unity that existed
after 9—11.

We must remember—whether in political or
personal spheres of life—that we are all in this
together. Whether Republican or Democrat,
religious or atheist, we are all targets of this
radical group.

And we must remember that it matters not
whether we are fighting in Irag—or any other
country, for that matter—that makes us a tar-
get for the terrorists. Countries that have noth-
ing to do with Iraqg and Afghanistan are also
experiencing terrorists incidents.

And while we are remembering the 5th An-
niversary of 9—11, we must also remember
that Iraq is a central part of the War on Terror.

President Bush is correct when he stated
earlier this week in his address to the Nation
that even if we pull out of Iraq, the terrorists
would not leave us alone. They will never
leave us alone.

For al-Qaida, Iraq is not a distraction, it is
the central battlefield where the outcome of
this struggle will be decided. Just read the
comments from their leaders, don’t take my
word for it.

If they win in Iraq, they will establish a safe
haven for terrorists and terrorist-training, much
like Afghanistan was prior to 9-11. Iraq would
become a factory for terrorists and weapons of
mass destruction which they would export.
This idea comes not from George Bush, but
from Osama bin Laden and al-Qaida itself.

There is a clear link—withdrawing our
troops before Iraq is fully stabilized would be
a disaster for our safety here at home. We
must remain vigilant at home, finish the job in
Iraqg and Afghanistan, and remain decisive in
all our efforts in the War on Terror. Doing any
less will weaken our security.

September 11th should remind us that we
have real enemies in the world and that a
September 10th mindset is unrealistic, irre-
sponsible, and will only jeopardize the lives of
the American people. We must remember that
it was not the intention of the radical Islamic
terrorists to kill 2,973 people that day in 2001.
It was their intention to kill many, many more.

I will fulfill my oath of office to protect the
American people from all enemies, foreign and
domestic. Again, we must not allow the pas-
sage of time to erode our resolve to win the
War on Terror.

On September 11, 2001 we finally woke up
to the fact that we were at war . . . let’s not
be lulled back to sleep and back to disunity.

| urge the adoption of this resolution.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, | do not know
if there is a more tragic day in the history of
our Nation than September 11, 2001. Three
thousand lives were snuffed out in the largest
mass murder we have ever witnessed.

We are still grieving what was lost that day.
The heroics of the fire fighters ascended the
Twin Towers and the first responders who
came to the Pentagon will never be forgotten.
The passengers of United 93, who gave their
lives to save ours, are heroes without parallel.

But | am saddened that the Republican
leadership, rather than honoring the heroes
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and the victims of that day decided to offer a
resolution that seems to be written by an RNC
focus group rather than out of respect for the
solemnity of the day.

When | woke up on September 12, 2001
this nation was as united as | had seen it
since December 7, 1941. The intense partisan
divide vanished overnight and was replaced
by a national consensus. Political opportunism
was replaced by notions of shared sacrifice for
a common good.

Internationally, America had the world’s
sympathy. From London, to Tel Aviv, to
Tehran spontaneous support rallies took
place. American tourists spoke of hugs and
flowers from complete strangers; in these days
we had a chance to bring the world together.

Now we are more divided, more polarized,
and more conflicted, at home and abroad,
then ever before. The unanimity of purpose
that we had on September 12 has been re-
placed by partisanship, and that partisanship
has interfered with the very important work we
must engage in to make this nation safe from
terrorism.

Making America safe is work that cannot be
reduced to simple slogans. Five years after
however, Republican leadership has offered
rhetoric but little more. We have yet to fully
consider all of the bi-partisan recommenda-
tions of the 9/11 Commission. Our ports still
do not inspect even ten percent of the cargo
that comes into them; air cargo is unscreened;
and nuclear material across the world remains
unguarded.

In Afghanistan, the war with Al Qaeda and
the Taliban is at risk of unraveling. Radicals
are once again barring girls from schools; the
reconstruction has stopped; and terrorists are
targeting the elected government.

There have been victories, but much more
needs to be done. Symbolic resolutions are a
poor substitute for concrete policy. Our strug-
gle to make America safe and to discredit the
terrorist ideology will be a long one. It takes
more than rhetoric.

It takes actions like fully funding our security
needs; making sure our armed forces have
the resources they need; supporting our intel-
ligence agencies; and having a foreign policy
that changes societies through good will and
diplomacy rather than at gun point.

Our thoughts and prayers are with the fami-
lies who lost loved ones that day and those
Americans who continue to risk their lives for
our safety here at home.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, |
rise to join my colleagues in marking the fifth
anniversary of the September 11, 2001 ter-
rorist attacks. Today we pause, as the nation
did on Monday, to honor the brave Americans
who lost their lives in New York, Washington,
and Pennsylvania on that tragic day.

As we debate this resolution we cannot help
but remember the chaos, fee and violence we
faced 5 years ago. Terrorists struck the World
Trade Center and the Pentagon, symbols of
our economic and military strength, in an at-
tempt to destroy our most basic freedoms and
values. Yet, as we look back we also vividly
recall that in the midst of the unprecedented
horror of that day, we see the very best of
America: Firefighters and first responders
rushing into danger, airline passengers sacri-
ficing themselves to save others, and Ameri-
cans coming together in unity and common
purpose.

It is in this spirit that we not only look back
at the past five years but also look forward to
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the difficult challenges ahead of us and the
sober reminder that the terrorist threat against
our nation is still very real. Last month’s dis-
rupted plot to attack airliners reminds us why
it is even more important today that we rededi-
cate ourselves to securing our homeland by
fully implementing all of the recommendations
of the 9/11 Commission and closing the gaps
that still exist in our aviation, transit and port
security. While there may be disagreement
over whether or not we are safer today, we
can all agree that much more needs to be
done to protect and defend the American peo-
ple.

The War on Terror that started on that fate-
ful day five years ago is still far from finished.
The threat posed by Al Qaeda and other ter-
rorist organizations remains very real. Osama
bin Laden and many of his allies are still at
large, yet his trail has grown “stone cold” over
the past two years and the CIA has shut down
their unit responsible for tracking him. Afghani-
stan has become the forgotten front in the war
on terror, pushed aside in favor of a war of
choice against a country that posed no real
threat to our nation and in which we find our-
selves mired in a seemingly endless occupa-
tion. The Taliban, the former rulers of Afghani-
stan who supported Al Qaeda’s attack on our
nation, has grown again in strength as we
have grown distracted by Iraq.

This is a time of great consequence for our
nation. Unfortunately, slogans and partisan at-
tacks have once again become substitutes
here for serious debate on the national secu-
rity challenges we face. This is clearly evident
in the resolution before us, which contains di-
visive language designed to score political
points instead of bringing this country to-
gether. As we move ahead, | hope that we
can remember that which unites us as Ameri-
cans and not which divides us as partisans.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, H. Res.
994 states that America is safer today than it
was on September 11th, 2001. This is hardly
clear considering that the 9/11 Commission
has given failing grades to how the govern-
ment has responded to security needs.

Today, NATO lacks the troop strength in Af-
ghanistan to combat the Taliban along the
southern region. Today, we continue to fight a
war of choice in Irag longer than we have
fought World War Il. Today, 2,673 soldiers
have died while our military continues to be
stretched. And, today, Iran and North Korea
continue to develop their nuclear technology
unabated.

Here at home the situation is also troubling.
Instead of debating any meaningful legislation
for the American people, we spend our time
debating things such as Horse Slaughter and
Indian Gaming. We have yet to implement the
9/11 Commission’s recommendations such as
improving emergency communication tech-
nology that directly led to the deaths of many
of our brave first responders on that sad day.
Instead, the Majority party prefers to attempt
to score some political points rather than
doing the job the American people have sent
us here to accomplish.

Today’s resolution should have been a bi-
partisan effort to honor those who died and
the family and friends they left behind. Sadly
though, the Majority party has made it yet an-
other day of divisive politics.

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
remember the terrible events of September
11, 2001. On that day, murderers hijacked
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four planes. They flew two into the World
Trade Center and one into the Pentagon. Only
the heroic actions of the passengers of United
Flight 93 prevented the fourth from reaching
its destructive destination in Washington, DC.
Nearly 3,000 innocent people lost their lives in
these senseless acts of violence.

Today, | stand with all America, and much
of the world, to mourn and remember that ter-
rible day. We mourn our loved ones who are
no longer with us, but we remember the cour-
age of the firefighters, police officers and other
first responders who rushed into burning build-
ings to save lives. We mourn our lost inno-
cence and sense of security, but we remem-
ber the resolve of our Nation and the strength
of our spirit. | stand with all America looking to
the future for a united strategy to ensure the
safety of our country and defeat of violent,
radical ideologies that threaten our way of life.

At this moment, we should be working to-
gether. We should be searching for the unity
that we felt after September 11th. Unfortu-
nately, and unlike the Senate which earlier this
week passed a bipartisan resolution that | sup-
port, the House Leadership decided to turn
this most solemn of moments into a bid to
score partisan points.

This resolution is a disappointing attempt to
justify failed foreign policies that have not
made our country safer. Five years later, world
opinion towards us is overwhelmingly nega-
tive. The war in Irag was based on inaccurate
intelligence and incorrect assumptions about
how successful our exercise in democratic na-
tion-building can be. Al-Qaeda had no pres-
ence in Iraq before our invasion. The terrorist
organization is now firmly entrenched carrying
out murderous attacks, recruiting new mem-
bers and gaining deadly combat experience.
Iraq is stumbling towards civil war because of
the mismanagement of the civilian leadership
at the Pentagon.

We have not found Osama bin Laden and
brought him to justice. Instead, our flawed for-
eign policy provides bin Laden and his fol-
lowers with fertile ground for new terrorist re-
cruitment and training.

We have failed to fully implement the rec-
ommendations of the bi-partisan 9/11 Com-
mission. We have not done enough to secure
our ports or major transportation networks.
Thousands of tons of cargo arrive in the U.S.
each day without being thoroughly examined.
Our borders are porous and no real solutions
to secure them have been reached.

Despite the great work and dedication of our
first responders, intelligence community and
military personnel, this government has failed
to meet the challenges of making our nation
secure. We have also not offered any help to
firefighters and other first-responders, who so
selflessly rushed to the aid of their fellow
Americans, and now are suffering from res-
piratory ailments and post-traumatic stress. As
Tom Kean, Co-Chair of the 9/11 Commission
recently stated, “We are not protecting our
own people in our own country. The govern-
ment is not doing its job.”

At such a solemn moment, we should make
every effort to unite to overcome the chal-
lenges that we face from a very real and ter-
rible enemy. The Senate drafted and unani-
mously supported a respectful, honest and ap-
propriate resolution remembering one of the
worst days in American history. | am dis-
appointed that we could not do the same in
this body.
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Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, | rise in opposi-
tion to a misguided resolution that caters to
partisan politics more than it honors the vic-
tims of 9/11 and the sacrifices of our brave
men and women in uniform.

The fifth anniversary of a national tragedy
should be a time for bipartisan unity. But rath-
er than follow the example of the Senate Re-
publican and Democratic leadership and intro-
duce a 9/11 Anniversary resolution designed
to bring America together, House Republicans
insisted on a divisive and partisan resolution.

Unfortunately, H. Res. 944 praises both a
Patriot Act that undermines the most basic of
our civil liberties and a hateful immigration bill
that makes the provision of humanitarian serv-
ices to undocumented workers a crime. It
goes on to wrongly characterize Iraq as a
“front line” response to 9/11 and ineffectually
attempts to equate the distinct wars in Iraq
and Afghanistan as part of a single conflict.

| would have liked nothing more than to
today vote to honor the selflessness and sac-
rifice many demonstrated on and after the at-
tacks. | encourage Americans to make Sep-
tember 11 a day of national service. But | can-
not vote for a politically charged resolution that
celebrates policies my constituents and | ve-
hemently oppose.

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. Mr.
Speaker, | come to the floor today to remem-
ber and honor the people who lost their lives
in the September 11, 2001, terrorist attack.

The victims of September 11th came from
all walks of life and each and every one of
them is sorely missed by the friends, family,
and this country.

| would also like to honor the many brave
first responders and volunteers that selflessly
rushed to help save lives during the attack,
and everyone who has worked to help individ-
uals, families, cities, and our whole country
start to recover and heal in the months and
years since September 11th 2001.

Today the House was supposed to bring up
a bill to honor the victims of 9/11, and all
those who helped to respond after the attack.

Instead, the Republican Majority has
brought up H. Res. 994, a politically divisive
bill. A bill which is more of an exercise in self-
congratulation, than a solemn and respectful
memorial. | regret to say it, the Majority has,
once again, chosen to use this occasion to
score political points, to drive a wedge be-
tween Americans by talking about politics, in-
stead of bringing us together as we were on
September 11th.

This is not a time for partisanship.

This is a time to come together to honor the
people who gave so much on 9/11.

If we are going to use this occasion to talk
policy, then we should be looking ahead. Talk-
ing about what we can do in the future to pre-
vent another terrorist attack, like passing a law
which implements ALL of the 9/11 Commis-
sion recommendations.

There is much left that needs to be done on
that front:

We need to ensure that all cargo and peo-
ple passing through our border are screened
and accounted for.

We need a law to increase the security of
our rail and mass transit systems to ensure
that we do not experience an attack like the
ones that occurred in Madrid, London, and
Mumbai.

We need to ensure that our law enforce-
ment agencies have interoperable communica-
tion so that they can respond quickly and work
together to save lives during any incident.
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Together, | am confident, that we can imple-
ment all of the 9/11 Commission rec-
ommendations and prevent future terrorist at-
tacks. And if we do that, we will truly honor
the memories of 9/11.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, | rise in reluctant
opposition to this resolution, as | strongly feel
that we need to be careful about how we com-
memorate the tragic events of September
11,2001. Several times over the past four
years | have voted in favor of these annual 9/
11 resolutions because they simply com-
memorated the tragic event and urged our
continued vigilance in an increasingly dan-
gerous world. | believe using the event to pro-
mote particular legislation or foreign policies,
however, denigrates the memory of those who
perished in that attack.

Much of the legislation referenced in this
legislation is legislation that | supported. For
example, | voted in favor of the Border Protec-
tion, Anti-terrorism, and lllegal Immigration
Control Act of 2005 and for the SAFE Port Act
of 2006. | continue to support measures that
help secure our borders and thereby make us
less vulnerable to future foreign attack. How-
ever, | find it particularly unacceptable to heap
praise on the PATRIOT Act, as this bill does.
This act expanded the federal government’s
power to an unprecedented degree at the ex-
pense not of foreign terrorists, but of law-abid-
ing American citizens. It opened average
Americans up to wide-ranging government
snooping and surveillance in matters com-
pletely unrelated to terrorism. For example,
the “sneak and peek” provisions of the PA-
TRIOT Act allow law enforcement to enter
someone’s home without a warrant, search
that property, and never inform that citizen
they had been there. Also, libraries and book
stores can be forced to provide the govern-
ment with citizens’ borrowing and purchasing
history without showing probable cause. | see
no reason to applaud such an un-American
piece of legislation.

Mr. Speaker, | believe we should show due
respect the victims of the attacks of Sep-
tember 11, 2001. Congress patting itself on
the back over legislation it has passed since
then strikes me as disrespectful to those who
suffered and continue to suffer from the at-
tacks on New York and the Pentagon.

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in sup-
port of House Resolution 994, “expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives on the
fifth anniversary of the terrorist attacks
launched against the United States on Sep-
tember 11, 2001.”

The terrorist attacks in New York and Wash-
ington, D.C. on September 11, 2001, were
monstrous and cowardly acts that will be for-
ever etched in our national memory. In re-
membrance of that tragic day, | wish to ex-
press my condolences, and the condolences
of a mournful nation, to all those who suffered
losses. Today, America again honors the cour-
age and bravery of those who willingly risked
their lives to save others and recognizes those
dedicated men and women in service now, de-
fending worldwide peace and security.

In the 5 years since the appalling acts of
September 11th, our country has been fighting
a global war on terrorism to protect America
and our friends and allies. On July 22, 2004,
the independent and bipartisan 9/11 Commis-
sion provided a full and complete report to
Congress and the American public regarding
the failures of the government and included 41
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recommendations to improve homeland secu-
rity. | praise the Commission for its excellent
work, leadership, patriotism, and service to our
country. We owe it to the families of the vic-
tims of 9/11 and to the citizens of our country
to use the report to make certain such attacks
never happen again. That is why | fully sup-
ported the unanimous and bipartisan rec-
ommendations of the 9/11 Commission and
supported passage of H.R. 10 in December of
2004 to implement the recommendations of
the 9/11 Commission. Almost 2 years have
passed since passage of H.R. 10, and yet the
President still has not fully implemented these
recommendations.

In addition, despite the ongoing war in Iraq,
| am very concerned that the main threat
against the United States, al Qaeda, is still a
global threat with global reach, and that the
person who was directly responsible for 9/11,
Osama bin Laden, is still at large. | believe the
President has taken his eye off the ball in Af-
ghanistan and is not doing everything in his
power to bring those responsible for 9/11 to
justice. It sends a terrible message to would-
be terrorists who may be interested in striking
us that all they have to do is go in hiding and
lay low until our attention and resources are
directed elsewhere.

Additionally, the big winners are countries
with nuclear ambitions, like Iran and North
Korea. Our message to the world during the
Iraqg and Afghanistan wars has been, if you
have nuclear weapons we will not attack you,
but if you do we will stay away. This sends the
message to would-be terrorists that if they do
not arm themselves, there is a potential for the
United States to attack.

The President should have, with the support
of the American people and international com-
munity which we enjoyed at the time, made it
our mission to never rest, never sleep until
those responsible for 9/11 were brought to jus-
tice. Instead, he diverted precious resources
and personnel from Afghanistan and redi-
rected them into Irag. As a consequence,
Osama bin Laden is still at large, the Taliban
are reconstituting themselves, and al Qaeda
remains a global threat.

Furthermore, last week NATO’s top oper-
ational commander in Afghanistan, U.S. Gen-
eral James Jones, appealed for 2,500 more
troops, saying the force was about 15 percent
short of full strength. Once again, the Presi-
dent has failed to respond to a call from mili-
tary commanders for reinforcements to try to
quell the Taliban insurgency in southern Af-
ghanistan, by denying the request for more
troops. If as the President said on September
11, 2006, when speaking about bin Laden and
other terrorists is true, “Our message to them
is clear: No matter how long it takes, America
will find you, and we will bring you to justice.”
Then we should be sending in these additional
troops to Afghanistan, not ignoring another
plea from our military commanders.

On this solemn day, | again stand up to rec-
ognize our brave men and women that trag-
ically lost their lives on that fateful day in Sep-
tember of 2001. | wish to show my deepest
appreciation to our military men and women
fighting terrorism around the world. | feel the
best tribute we as a Nation can give them and
their families is to redirect our focus to bring-
ing those responsible for the attacks against
us on September 11th to justice. The oppor-
tunity has not yet passed to make serious and
thoughtful change and to ensure that another
tragedy does not befall our Nation.
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May God bless our men and women in uni-
form and their families during this difficult time.
May God provide his special blessings and
care for those who fell in the line of duty. And
may God continue to bless these United
States of America.

Mr. GALLEGLY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
pay tribute to the nearly 3,000 innocent victims
of the September 11 hijackers. It is only right
that we remember September 11, its victims,
and its heroes.

My East coast home is only a few blocks
from the Pentagon. On that day | could see
the black smoke billowing from its side, smell
the acrid fumes of burning jet fuel, and hear
the sounds of rescue and recovery. The
smoke eventually faded, but the memory
never will.

The United States is safer today than it was
5 years ago, but we are not safe. And we will
not be safe until our enemies are defeated.

Just a month ago, British authorities, with
help from United States intelligence agencies,
stopped a plot to blow up numerous airliners
flying from London to the United States. An al
Qaeda tape released on the anniversary of
September 11 warned of renewed attacks.

Our enemies are plotting constantly, and we
must remain constantly vigilant.

Mr. Speaker, 5 years ago, we stood on the
Capitol steps in a bipartisan show of strength
and solidarity. We vowed then—and in the
days, months, and years after—that cowardly
thugs would not succeed in destroying our re-
solve to live in freedom and peace.

That resolve remains. There are honest dis-
agreements about how to prosecute the war,
but there is no disagreement that we will ulti-
mately succeed.

We are Americans. We do not bow to terror-
ists.

The heroes who died in four planes and
three buildings on September 11 will never be
forgotten. May they forever rest in peace.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sol-
emn support of this resolution

Five years after worst terror attack in U.S.
history, the American people’s steadfast sup-
port for the families and victims of 9/11 is a
symbol of the perseverance that we, as a
country, have maintained.

The memorial services held around the
country on Monday were a sobering reminder
of the horror we, as a nation, faced that day.

Ground Zero in New York, the Pentagon
here in Washington, and Shanksville, Pennsyl-
vania are sacred ground. | am proud to rep-
resent Shanksville, Pennsylvania in Con-
gress—the heroes of Flight 93 did what all
Americans hope and pray they would have the
courage to do in the face of terror. They stood
up for freedom and sacrificed themselves to
save countless others. They were the first
counter-attack in the War on Terror.

Flight 93 was believed to be headed for the
Capitol that ill-fated day five years ago. Many
of us here today may have been in mortal
danger had it not been for the brave pas-
sengers on that flight.

| would like to thank the heroes of Flight 93
and their families for their sacrifice, for being
the first line of defense against terror, and for
showing the world our strength, our resolve
and our courage as Americans.

My prayers are with the families of the vic-
tims of 9/11.

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, | rise today in support of H. Res.
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994. This week, all Americans pause and re-
member the heroes of September 11, 2001.
We honor their sacrifices, recall their courage,
and pay tribute to their legacy. On that day
five years ago, the strength of our nation was
challenged and our resolve tested. The gallant
actions of our fellow Americans showcased
the resilience of our spirit and reinforced our
ideals of life, liberty, and democracy.

The United States today is a nation far dif-
ferent than it was five years ago. We have
come to recognize the dangers that hate and
terrorism impose upon peaceful and freedom-
loving people worldwide. We are better in-
formed of terrorist threats and better organized
to deter these dangers. Most importantly, we
have learned that the Global War on Terror,
this great struggle of our time, is a fight best
waged on foreign soil, out of the reach of
American streets, American neighborhoods,
and American families.

As we pay tribute to the memory of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, Congress will take up sev-
eral measures to ensure that our homeland is
secure. These measures are designed to com-
bat a new enemy that hides from sight, at-
tacks the weak and unprotected, and uses in-
nocent civilians as human shields. To prevent
future terrorist attacks, we are working to dis-
rupt terrorist activities internationally and do-
mestically, including stopping terrorist net-
works and their financing schemes and secur-
ing our borders and critical infrastructure.

September 11, 2001 was a watershed mo-
ment in American history, when the defenders
of freedom and democracy began the long
struggle against fear and tyranny. Five years
later, we pause as a nation to honor the mem-
ory of those who lost their lives that day and
all those who have since made the ultimate
sacrifice in the name of liberty. In addition, we
honor the brave actions of all of our
servicemembers during the War on Terror.
Day in and day out, our military forces are
making significant progress in weeding out vi-
olence and extremism, promoting peace, and
training domestic security forces. Their actions
have safeguarded life, liberty, and democracy
for all Americans and prevented fear and vio-
lence from taking hold in America.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, | rise today in support of House Resolution
994, introduced by Homeland Security Com-
mittee Chairman PETER KING, observing the
fifth anniversary of the September 11, 2001,
terrorist attacks against the United States.

On September 11, 2001, we were brought
face to face with an elusive and dangerous
enemy. As the world watched, America re-
sponded to these heinous attacks with a
united front. We could no longer pretend that
our oceans protected us from evil. We were
determined to find the terrorists and bring
them to justice. We would leave no rock
unturned.

While the face of America was strong, the
hearts of America were heavy. Nearly 3,000
people lost their lives that fateful day. The
families of those who lost loved ones contin-
ued to grieve, and America grieves with them.

Five years later, we must maintain our re-
solve to defeat extremism worldwide and pro-
tect American families here at home. | am
grateful our family is participating in the Global
War on Terrorism with four sons currently in
the military and my oldest son, Alan, served
for a year in Iraq knowing this is the central
front of the War on Terrorism as proclaimed
by Osama Bin Laden.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 996,
the resolution is considered read and
the previous question is ordered on the
resolution and on the preamble.

The question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 395, nays 22,
answered ‘‘present’ 1, not voting 15, as

follows:

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Allen
Andrews
Baca
Bachus
Baird
Baker
Barrett (SC)
Barrow
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Bass
Bean
Beauprez
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boustany
Boyd
Bradley (NH)
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (OH)
Brown (SC)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Buyer
Calvert
Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Cardin
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson
Carter
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chandler
Chocola
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble

[Roll No. 440]
YEAS—395

Cole (OK)
Conaway
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Cramer
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doolittle
Doyle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English (PA)
Eshoo
Etheridge
Everett
Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)

Green, Al
Green, Gene
Gutknecht
Hall
Harris
Hart
Hastert
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth
Higgins
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Hooley
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren, Zoe
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Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Otter
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor

Baldwin
Blumenauer
Davis (IL)
Frank (MA)
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hinchey
Honda

Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Saxton
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz (PA)
Schwarz (MI)
Scott (GA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays

NAYS—22

Kucinich
Lee

Lewis (GA)
Markey
McDermott
McGovern
McKinney
Michaud
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Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Sodrel
Souder
Spratt
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Towns
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Waxman
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Westmoreland
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf
Wu
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Paul
Schakowsky
Scott (VA)
Stark

Watt
Woolsey

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1

Davis (FL)
Evans
Harman
Johnson, Sam
Keller

Capuano

Lowey
Moran (VA)
Ney

Nussle
Owens

0 1932

NOT VOTING—15

Solis
Strickland
Watson
Weiner
Wynn

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois changed his

vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”’

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

Stated against:
Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote
No. 440 on H. Res. 994—9/11 Resolution, |
was unavoidably detained.
present, | would have voted “nay.”

Had | been
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FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
SENATE

A further message from the Senate
by Ms. Curtis, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed a
concurrent resolution of the following
title in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

S. Con. Res. 114. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for corrections to the enrollment of
the bill S. 2590.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the Chair will postpone further
proceedings today on motions to sus-
pend the rules on which a recorded vote
or the yeas and nays are ordered, or on
which the vote is objected to under
clause 6 of rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken tomorrow.

FEDERAL FUNDING ACCOUNT-
ABILITY AND TRANSPARENCY
ACT OF 2006

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the Senate bill (S. 2590) to re-
quire full disclosure of all entities and
organizations receiving Federal funds.

The Clerk read as follows:

S. 2590

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 ‘‘Federal
Funding Accountability and Transparency
Act of 2006”.

SEC. 2. FULL DISCLOSURE OF ENTITIES RECEIV-
ING FEDERAL FUNDING.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) ENTITY.—The term ‘“‘entity”’—

(A) includes, whether for profit or non-
profit—

(i) a corporation;

(ii) an association;

(iii) a partnership;

(iv) a limited liability company;

(v) a limited liability partnership;

(vi) a sole proprietorship;

(vii) any other legal business entity;

(viii) any other grantee or contractor that
is not excluded by subparagraph (B) or (C);
and

(ix) any State or locality;

(B) on and after January 1, 2009, includes
any subcontractor or subgrantee; and

(C) does not include—

(i) an individual recipient of Federal as-
sistance; or

(ii) a Federal employee.

(2) FEDERAL AWARD.—The term
award’’—

(A) means Federal financial assistance and
expenditures that include grants, contracts,
subgrants, subcontracts, loans, awards, coop-
erative agreements, purchase orders, task or-
ders, delivery orders, and other forms of fi-
nancial assistance;

(B) does not include
actions below $25,000; and

(C) before October 1, 2008, does not include
credit card transactions.

(3) SEARCHABLE WEBSITE.—The term
‘‘searchable website”” means a website that
allows the public to—

“Federal

individual trans-
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(A) search Federal funding by any element
required by subsection (b)(1);

(B) ascertain through a single search the
total amount of Federal funding awarded to
an entity, by fiscal year; and

(C) download data included in subpara-
graph (A) included in the outcome from
searches.

(b) IN GENERAL.—

(1) WEBSITE.—Not later than January 1,
2008, the Office of Management and Budget
shall, in accordance with this section and
section 204 of the E-Government Act of 2002
(Public Law 107-347; 44 U.S.C. 3501 note), en-
sure the existence and operation of a single
searchable website, accessible by the public
at no cost to access, that includes for each
Federal award—

(A) the name of the entity receiving the
award;

(B) the amount of the award;

(C) information on the award including
transaction type, funding agency, the North
American Industry Classification System
code or Catalog of Federal Domestic Assist-
ance number (where applicable), program
source, and an award title descriptive of the
purpose of each funding action;

(D) the location of the entity receiving the
award and the primary location of perform-
ance under the award, including the city,
State, congressional district, and country;

(E) a unique identifier of the entity receiv-
ing the award and of the parent entity of the
recipient, should the entity be owned by an-
other entity; and

(F) any other relevant information speci-
fied by the Office of Management and Budg-
et.

(2) SCOPE OF DATA.—The website shall in-
clude data for fiscal year 2007, and each fiscal
year thereafter.

(3) DESIGNATION OF AGENCIES.—The Direc-
tor of the Office of Management and Budget
is authorized to designate one or more Fed-
eral agencies to participate in the develop-
ment, establishment, operation, and support
of the single website. In the initial designa-
tion, or in subsequent instructions and guid-
ance, the Director may specify the scope of
the responsibilities of each such agency.

(4) AGENCY RESPONSIBILITIES.—Federal
agencies shall comply with the instructions
and guidance issued by the Director of the
Office of Management and Budget under
paragraph (3), and shall provide appropriate
assistance to the Director upon request, so
as to assist the Director in ensuring the ex-
istence and operation of the single website.

(c) WEBSITE.—The website established
under this section—

(1) may use as the source of its data the
Federal Procurement Data System, Federal
Assistance Award Data System, and
Grants.gov, if all of these data sources are
searchable through the website and can be
accessed in a single search;

(2) shall not be considered in compliance if
it hyperlinks to the Federal Procurement
Data System website, Federal Assistance
Award Data System website, Grants.gov
website, or other existing websites, so that
the information elements required in sub-
section (b)(1) cannot be searched electroni-
cally by field in a single search;

(3) shall provide an opportunity for the
public to provide input about the utility of
the site and recommendations for improve-
ments; and

(4) shall be updated not later than 30 days
after the award of any Federal award requir-
ing a posting.

(d) SUBAWARD DATA.—

(1) PILOT PROGRAM.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than July 1,
2007, the Director of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget shall commence a pilot
program to—
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(i) test the collection and accession of data
about subgrants and subcontracts; and

(ii) determine how to implement a
subaward reporting program across the Fed-
eral Government, including—

(I) a reporting system under which the en-
tity issuing a subgrant or subcontract is re-
sponsible for fulfilling the subaward report-
ing requirement; and

(IT) a mechanism for collecting and incor-
porating agency and public feedback on the
design and utility of the website.

(B) TERMINATION.—The pilot program
under subparagraph (A) shall terminate not
later than January 1, 2009.

(2) REPORTING OF SUBAWARDS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Based on the pilot pro-
gram conducted under paragraph (1), and, ex-
cept as provided in subparagraph (B), not
later than January 1, 2009, the Director of
the Office of Management and Budget—

(i) shall ensure that data regarding sub-
awards are disclosed in the same manner as
data regarding other Federal awards, as re-
quired by this Act; and

(ii) shall ensure that the method for col-
lecting and distributing data about sub-
awards under clause (i)—

(I) minimizes burdens imposed on Federal
award recipients and subaward recipients;

(IT) allows Federal award recipients and
subaward recipients to allocate reasonable
costs for the collection and reporting of
subaward data as indirect costs; and

(III) establishes cost-effective require-
ments for collecting subaward data under
block grants, formula grants, and other
types of assistance to State and local gov-
ernments.

(B) EXTENSION OF DEADLINE.—For subaward
recipients that receive Federal funds
through State, local, or tribal governments,
the Director of the Office of Management
and Budget may extend the deadline for en-
suring that data regarding such subawards
are disclosed in the same manner as data re-
garding other Federal awards for a period
not to exceed 18 months, if the Director de-
termines that compliance would impose an
undue burden on the subaward recipient.

(e) EXCEPTION.—Any entity that dem-
onstrates to the Director of the Office of
Management and Budget that the gross in-
come, from all sources, for such entity did
not exceed $300,000 in the previous tax year
of such entity shall be exempt from the re-
quirement to report subawards under sub-
section (d), until the Director determines
that the imposition of such reporting re-
quirements will not cause an undue burden
on such entities.

(f) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this Act
shall prohibit the Office of Management and
Budget from including through the website
established under this section access to data
that is publicly available in any other Fed-
eral database.

(g) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Office
of Management and Budget shall submit to
the Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs of the Senate and the
Committee on Government Reform of the
House of Representatives an annual report
regarding the implementation of the website
established under this section.

(2) CONTENTS.—Each report
under paragraph (1) shall include—

(A) data regarding the usage and public
feedback on the utility of the site (including
recommendations for improving data quality
and collection);

(B) an assessment of the reporting burden
placed on Federal award and subaward re-
cipients; and

(C) an explanation of any extension of the
subaward reporting deadline under sub-
section (d)(2)(B), if applicable.

submitted
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(3) PUBLICATION.—The Director of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget shall make
each report submitted under paragraph (1)
publicly available on the website established
under this section.

SEC. 3. CLASSIFIED INFORMATION.

Nothing in this Act shall require the dis-
closure of classified information.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. ToM DAVIS) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Majority Whip RoOY BLUNT and I
originally introduced H.R. 5060 to
amend the Federal Financial Assist-
ance Management Improvement Act of
1999 to require data with respect to
Federal financial assistance to be
available for public access in a search-
able and user-friendly form. Our bill
passed the House on June 21, 2006.

Today, we are taking up the Senate
companion bill, S. 2590, introduced by
Senator COBURN and Senator OBAMA,
which would require Federal financial
assistance data, as well as data about
government contracts, to be available
for public access.

This bill would require the Office of
Management and Budget to create a
Web site listing all grant awards and
contracts in a manner that would be
easily accessible and free of charge. In
a nutshell, this is about information to
taxpayers about how their hard-earned
dollars are being spent. Each award or
contract would have to be listed on the
Web site within 30 days of enactment of
this act. Currently, no such real-time
disclosure is required to grant awards,
and data that is available often is not
timely.

Further, there is no central database
of all entities receiving Federal funds,
including the nearly 30,000 organiza-
tions that are awarded nearly $300 bil-
lion in Federal grants each year. In
fact, several agencies have taken dif-
ferent approaches to publicizing infor-
mation about grantees, and all too
often little or no information is avail-
able online.

This legislation puts into place a
framework that sheds light on the Fed-
eral grant process, allowing anyone
with access to the Internet the ability
to review and search financial assist-
ance rewards. Sunshine, Mr. Speaker,
is the best disinfectant. This legisla-
tion will provide greater transparency
in the grant-making process and re-
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quire continued improvement of the al-
ready existing, but inadequate trans-
parency, in Federal contract awards.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Missouri for recognizing the impor-
tance of this issue. I want to congratu-
late him on bringing this measure for-
ward. I also want to thank our ranking
member, Mr. WAXMAN, for reaching
across the aisle to move this legisla-
tion forward in a timely manner.

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I might con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, S. 2590 calls for the cre-
ation of a new searchable database of
all Federal grants and contracts to be
made publicly available on the Inter-
net. This will require the Office of
Management and Budget to develop a
database that can be useful to individ-
uals and organizations researching
Federal grant funding. In addition, it
should allow the public to better access
information about the billions of dol-
lars spent on Federal contracting.

I would like to highlight one impor-
tant difference between this bill and
H.R. 5060, which passed the House in
June. The database created under H.R.
5060 was missing a key component, in-
formation about Federal contract
spending. Contract information is es-
sential to meaningful public oversight.
As Federal contract spending in-
creases, and from 2000 to 2005, it has
soared by 86 percent from $203.2 billion
to $377.5 billion. There is a vital need
for the public to be able to track and
understand this spending.

I want to thank Chairman DAVIS and
Majority Whip BLUNT for reconsidering
their position on the contract informa-
tion issue and hope that our efforts
today will make Federal contract in-
formation freely and easily accessible
to the public.

I also want to commend the hard
work of Senator COBURN and Senator
OBAMA on this legislation. As Members
of Congress, we have a responsibility to
increase public understanding of Fed-
eral spending and public access to in-
formation about how taxpayer dollars
are spent.

Currently, the public has access to a
grants data system, the Federal Assist-
ance Award Data System, that pro-
vides limited information about domes-
tic grants. But this system is unwieldy
and difficult to use. In addition, there
is a publicly available database of con-
tracts, the Federal Procurement Data
System, FPDS; but it is too plagued
with problems.

So, today, we try to improve on those
systems. The key to success will be im-
plementation. Without it, we will be
where we are now, with poor access to
information. If implemented properly,
public oversight of Federal spending
will, indeed, increase.

In closing, I must admit that I find it
incredible that it has taken an act of
Congress to make this information
public. All of this information should
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be already available to the public. This
is just one victory in our continuing
fight for public access to government
information.

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

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as he might
consume to the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. BLUNT), who has had a lot to
do with originating this bill in the
House and helping us work out the de-
tails with the Senate.

Mr. BLUNT. Chairman DAVIS, thank
you for yielding, and thank you for
your great work on this bill.

Mr. Speaker, this week we are having
a discussion in the House about ear-
marks and earmark reform. Yet there
is another process in the Federal Gov-
ernment that, despite spending $300 bil-
lion a year, has almost no access as we
stand here today. Each year the Fed-
eral Government gives out thousands
of grants to various organizations and
entities. All told, some 30,000 organiza-
tions a year receive grants. Yet there
is no central system available to the
public or even to the Congress to deter-
mine who is receiving these taxpayer
funds and how they are being spent.

That is why Chairman DAVIS and I
introduced, and in June the House
passed, H.R. 5060 with the support of
Mr. WAXMAN and Mr. DAVIS of Illinois.
This was a bill to require a publicly
searchable database of all Federal
grants. Our colleagues in the other
body, led by Senator COBURN and Sen-
ator OBAMA, passed a slightly different
bill that established a similar but dif-
ferent database for grants and Federal
contracts.

Last week we were able to collec-
tively announce a final agreement rep-
resenting the best element of both
bills. Our agreement requires the Office
of Management and Budget to establish
a searchable Web site listing all recipi-
ents of Federal financial assistance
such as loans and grants, as well as a
separate database covering all con-
tracts over the $25,000 reporting thresh-
old.

This site will provide an invaluable
tool enabling the Congress, the public,
and the media to easily determine who
is receiving taxpayer funds and doing
business with the government. This in-
formation will be critical in uncover-
ing wasteful spending and ensuring
compliance with existing Federal laws.

There are numerous examples of
wasteful government grants, such as
millions of dollars spent with the Na-
tional Institute of Mental Health to
study what makes a meaningful day for
college students, or to study how col-
lege students decorate their dorm
rooms. There was even one example of
a grant for $700,000 at the EPA where
the grant was given without any
knowledge, apparently, of what work
was to be performed as a result of the
grant.

The bill we are passing today will
empower everyone with access to the
Internet to begin reviewing the Federal
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grants and other forms of taxpayer as-
sistance to look for waste, fraud, abuse
or just to simply know who, in their
community, or in other communities
they are aware of, are receiving these
grants. This legislation will also help
to ensure that Federal laws are ad-
hered to by those receiving taxpayer
funds.

Frequently, Federal law imposes var-
ious restrictions or requirements on
Federal grantees. For example, the
Congress has entities or has required
that entities receiving funds under our
Global AIDS Program have a firm pol-
icy opposing prostitution and sex traf-
ficking.

Yet last year, the Government Re-
form Subcommittee on Criminal Jus-
tice, Drug Policy and Human Re-
sources uncovered that a USAID grant-
ee was subcontracting taxpayer funds
to, in fact, a pro-prostitution organiza-
tion. Our bill required grantees to also
disclose their subgrantees, thus mak-
ing it easier to ensure compliance with
important Federal policies, like those
applicable to the Global AIDS Pro-
gram.

0 1945

This legislation will also ensure com-
pliance with existing lobbying restric-
tions. The 1995 Lobbying Disclosure
Act prohibits 501(c)4 organizations
from receiving Federal grants and lob-
bying, even with their own funds.

The restriction has been difficult to
enforce. The Inspector General for the
EPA determined in 2004, for example,
that for 5 years the Consumer Federa-
tion of America had spent some of the
$56 million it received in Federal grants
to lobby the government. A central
database of entities receiving Federal
grants would provide an important tool
to ensure compliance with existing
law.

It is my belief that this bill will pro-
vide important information to all
Americans and serve as a powerful tool
to improve how government spends
precious taxpayer funds.

I want to thank Chairman DAVIS and
Ranking Member WAXMAN for their as-
sistance in moving this legislation for-
ward, and in particular I want to thank
the staff of the Government Reform
Committee, particularly Ellen Brown,
John Brosnan and Ed Puccarella, for
their efforts.

I urge passage of this important leg-
islation.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
continue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. SOUDER).

(Mr. SOUDER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, I first
want to thank our majority whip, the
chairman of Government Reform Com-
mittee and Senator COBURN in par-
ticular for the way they moved this
bill, introduced the bill and moved this
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bill through. We all realize that the
government needs to be more trans-
parent and we are working towards
those directions.

But as you heard Mr. BLUNT mention
earlier, our subcommittee, the one that
I chair, had one of the more frustrating
experiences. Chairman DAVIS, myself,
many of the subcommittee chairmen in
Government Reform’s job is to do over-
sight over the executive branch, and it
is very hard to get the data we need to
do proper oversight.

We started in December, actually Oc-
tober 6, 2005, to ask USAID for some in-
formation on whether they were fol-
lowing congressional guidelines as far
as a particular group and program that
we had been tipped off may not have
been following those guidelines. USAID
at the meeting denied they were fund-
ing this organization.

We asked them for documentation.
They said documentation didn’t exist.
My staff director, Marc Wheat, and our
hard-working staff, dug up on Google
in actuality documents that the State
Department said didn’t exist. We also
had people from other agencies that
leaked us documents. So they in effect
came to us and told us a mistruth
about what existed and didn’t exist.
They also buried it in subcontractors.

This organization, SANGRAM, had in
fact been a high risk candidate already
because they had publicly opposed hav-
ing prostitution be illegal. They had
written, We believe that when involun-
tarily initiation into prostitution oc-
curs, a process of socialization within
the institution of prostitution exists,
whereby the involuntary nature of the
business changes increasingly into one
of active acceptance, not necessarily
with resignation. This is not a coercive
process.” In other words, they believe
prostitution is a legitimate form of a
job.

Now, that is contrary to Federal law.
But even though this group had taken
that position and even though our gov-
ernment had let them participate, they
had tried to disguise in the grant proc-
ess who was getting the money. We had
a case of an organization that went in
to rescue some women from prostitu-
tion, and when they were rescued, this
organization, funded with taxpayer dol-
lars, contrary to U.S. law, went and
took the women back into prostitution
in Asia.

We cannot on the one hand be trying
to get women out of prostitution, and
on the other hand be funding it con-
trary to law. The fundamental problem
here was we couldn’t follow the grants.

The reason you need transparency
and the reason we need transparency in
the executive branch and the reason we
need transparency in the legislative
branch is so we can at least see where
the money goes. Then you can debate
with your politicians whether it is the
right policy or the wrong policy. But
when you can’t find where the money
goes, it is impossible to do responsible
legislation and absolutely impossible
to do responsible oversight.
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I thank the chairman of the Govern-
ment Reform Committee for making
the executive branch be accountable as
well, and for our leader and for the co-
operation of the Democrats on this
issue. This should be a bipartisan ef-
fort. Let the sun shine on all earmarks
and let the sun shine on all grants.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of S. 2590,
Federal Funding Accountability and Trans-
parency Act. The database envisioned in this
act will be a vital tool for creating a more open
spending process.

As we all know, government spending is
often an impenetrable web of confusion and
dead-ends. Exactly who receives taxpayer
money may be difficult to ascertain. In some
instances, agencies cannot answer definitively
if an organization receives taxpayer funding or
not. Such messy records and bookkeeping
would not be tolerated in the private sector.
Furthermore, the government does not allow
the private sector to keep such abysmal
records. Establishing the database proposed
in this bill will cut through this web and allow
easy access to who receives money and for
what purpose. The need for this type of sys-
tem will help not only in area of earmarks, but
also in the awarding of government grants and
contracts.

The necessity of such a database is best il-
lustrated by an exchange between USAID and
the Government Reform Subcommittee on
Criminal Justice, Drug Policy, and Human Re-
sources. In my capacity as Chairman of the
subcommittee, on October 6, 2005, | sent a
letter to USAID seeking information about its
funding of the pro-prostitution non-govern-
mental organization called SANGRAM in viola-
tion of Public Law 108-25, the United States
Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis,
and Malaria Act of 2003.

According to an unclassified State Depart-
ment memorandum obtained by subcommittee
staff, Restore International, an anti-trafficking
NGO that works with law enforcement agen-
cies in India, was “confronted by a USAID-
funded NGO [SANGRAM] while the former at-
tempted to rescue and provide long-term care
for child victims of sex trafficking. The con-
frontation led to the release of 17 minor girls—
victims of trafficking—into the hands of traf-
fickers and trafficking accomplices.” According
to this memorandum, SANGRAM “allowed a
brothel keeper into a shelter to pressure the
girls not to cooperate with counselors. The
girls are now back in the brothels, being sub-
jected to rape for profit.”

On November 16, 2005, a USAID briefer as-
serted to Government Reform Committee staff
that USAID had “nothing to do with” the grant
to the pro-prostitution SANGRAM, and that the
Committee’s inquiries were “destructive.” The
Subcommittee is now in possession of docu-
ments that demonstrate that USAID must pro-
vide a revised briefing to Congress on its true
role.

These documents prove that USAID money
financed the pro-prostituton SANGRAM
through a second organization named Avert,
which was established with the assistance of
four USAID employees as a pass-through enti-
ty. USAID has held the ex-officio Vice Chair-
manship of Avert since inception.

According to these documents, the USAID
board member of Avert voted twice to award
funding to SANGRAM (July 27, 2002 and
again on December 3, 2004), the last time
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being some 18 months after the provisions of
Public Law 108-25 prohibited taxpayer fund-
ing of pro-prostitution groups like SANGRAM.

That SANGRAM was a high-risk candidate
for not complying with Public Law 108-25
should not have been a surprise to USAID.
SANGRAM was a cosigner, along with many
other high-risk candidates, of a May 18, 2005
letter to President Bush opposing the anti-
prostitution pledge. Subcommittee staff found
posted on a USAID-sponsored Web site, a 5-
year-old report from SANGRAM that states:
“We believe that when involuntary initiation
into prostitution occurs, a process of socializa-
tion within the institution of prostitution exists,
whereby the involuntary nature of the business
changes increasingly into one of active ac-
ceptance, not necessarily with resignation.
This is not a coercive process.”

| agree with President Bush that “It takes a
special kind of depravity to exploit and hurt the
most vulnerable members of society. Human
traffickers rob children of their innocence; they
expose them to the worst of life before they
have seen much of life. Traffickers tear fami-
lies apart. They treat their victims as nothing
more than goods and commodities for sale to
the highest bidder.” It is inconceivable that an
organization like SANGRAM could have re-
ceived funding from the American taxpayer
had USAID put in place an adequate manage-
ment system to carry out Public Law 108-25.

On December 13, 2005, a large briefing
team from the Department of State and
USAID met with staff from the Subcommittee
| chair concerning this matter, in order to dem-
onstrate ownership of the problem and to lay-
out corrective measures being taken. To my
dismay and astonishment, the briefers were
not prepared to discuss (and exhibited little
knowledge of) the pass-through entity known
as Avert that USAID established and which
served as the mechanism whereby NGOs in
India were monitored and financed with Amer-
ican tax dollars. Subcommittee staff knew
more than the State/USAID briefing team
about this matter thanks to Google searches
on the web for critical documents that had not
been provided to the Subcommittee by the Ad-
ministration.

In the months since that December 13 ap-
peal was made for an electronic registry, the
Subcommittee request has inspired two pieces
of legislation: first in the other body, and the
second we are debating here today. This
scandal of financing pro-prostitution groups by
USAID was highlighted by the authors in both
chambers as illustrating the need for this legis-
lation.

| urge the swift passage of this legislation.
If we are going to continue to spend tax-payer
money, the American people deserve to know
how it is being spent and by whom. Flagrantly
disgusting examples of the misuse of tax-
payer funds must be made known and elimi-
nated.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I will close by just sim-
ply saying that I don’t believe that we
can overemphasize the importance of
transparency in government, and espe-
cially as it relates to contracting. I
would urge passage of this legislation.
I am proud to be a cosponsor of it.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, the bill we are
considering today, S. 2950, requires the Office
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of Management and Budget to create a
searchable database of federal grants and
contracts accessible to the public on the Inter-
net. | am pleased to support this bill.

In June, the House considered a watered
down version of this bil, H.R. 5060. The
House bill included only grants, leaving out
hundreds of billions of dollars in annual spend-
ing on federal contracts. At the time, | urged
Chairman DAvIS to work with me to include
contract disclosure in the legislation.

The bill before us today is stronger and
more comprehensive than the bill passed by
the House in June. While the House bill cov-
ered only grants, the database created under
this legislation will include all federal grants
and contracts. If this bill is implemented prop-
erly, any citizen with Internet access will be
able to examine a comprehensive set of
records for information about federal spending.
For each grant or contract awarded, the data-
base will include details about the recipient of
the award, as well as the amount of the
award, the purpose of the funding action, and
other relevant information.

There has been considerable confusion
about what this bill does and does not do. The
information that this bill requires to be posted
on the Internet is not secret. In fact, there are
existing databases that are accessible to Con-
gress and the public that are already required
to include the information covered in this bill.

Under current law, for example, there is a
federal procurement database maintained by
the General Services Administration. This
database, called the Federal Procurement
Data System, is required to contain significant
amount of information about each federal con-
tract.

Similarly, there is a grants database main-
tained by the Census Bureau, the Federal As-
sistance Data System, which collects informa-
tion about domestic financial assistance
awards. In addition, grants.gov and various
databases maintained by individual agencies,
contain some of this information.

But these databases don’t always contain
the information that they are supposed to con-
tain. They aren’t always kept up to date. And
they can be difficult to use.

In essence, what this bill does is require
that these existing databases be compiled into
a new database that is more organized and
more accessible.

Ordinarily, | would not be in favor of legisla-
tion that requires the government to spend
money repackaging data that is already in ex-
istence. But this bill is an exception. The cur-
rent state of the existing databases is so poor
that Congress is justified in passing new legis-
lation.

Ultimately, implementation will be key to the
success of this bill. If the administration is not
committed to making the legislation work, all
we will get is another incomplete and hard-to-
use database. My hope is that by passing this
bill with broad, bipartisan support, we are
sending a signal to the administration that it
needs to do a better job.

Members of Congress from both parties and
both the House and Senate have worked hard
to make this bill a reality. | want to compliment
Senator OBAMA and Senator COBURN, in par-
ticular, for their leadership. They put aside
partisanship to forge the bill we are consid-
ering today. | also want to thank Chairman
DAvis for agreeing to expand the scope of this
bill to cover contracts.
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The legislation we are passing today is not
comprehensive reform; it will not restore hon-
esty and accountability in government. It's a
modest, bipartisan step in the direction of
open government. But in the climate we're
currently in, even a small step forward is worth
supporting and celebrating.

| urge support of this legislation.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I urge all Members to support
the passage of S. 2590.

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 Virginia (Mr. ToMm
DAvIs) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 2590.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
when the House adjourns today, it ad-
journ to meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow.

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

There was no objection.

———

CORRECTING ENROLLMENT OF 8.
2590, FEDERAL FUNDING AC-
COUNTABILITY AND TRANS-
PARENCY ACT OF 2006

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker’s table the Sen-
ate concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res.
114) providing for corrections to the en-
rollment of the bill S. 2590, and ask for
its immediate consideration in the
House.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
concurrent resolution.

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

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate concur-
rent resolution, as follows:

S. CoN. RES. 114

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That, in the enroll-
ment of the bill S. 2590, the Secretary of the
Senate shall make the following corrections:

(1) In section 2(a), strike paragraphs (2) and
(3) and insert the following:

‘“(2) FEDERAL AWARD.—The term ‘Federal
award'—

‘““(A) means Federal financial assistance
and expenditures that—

‘(i) include grants, subgrants, loans,
awards, cooperative agreements, and other
forms of financial assistance;

‘‘(ii) include contracts, subcontracts, pur-
chase orders, task orders, and delivery or-
ders;

‘““(B) does not include individual trans-
actions below $25,000; and

““(C) before October 1, 2008, does not include
credit card transactions.
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‘“(3) SEARCHABLE WEBSITE.—The term
‘searchable website’ means a website that al-
lows the public to—

““(A) search and aggregate Federal funding
by any element required by subsection (b)(1);

‘“(B) ascertain through a single search the
total amount of Federal funding awarded to
an entity by a Federal award described in
paragraph (2)(A)(i), by fiscal year;

‘(C) ascertain through a single search the
total amount of Federal funding awarded to
an entity by a Federal award described in
paragraph (2)(A)(ii), by fiscal year; and

‘(D) download data included in subpara-
graph (A) included in the outcome from
searches.”.

(2) In section 2(b)(1), strike ‘‘section and
section 204 of the E-Government Act of 2002
(Public Law 107-347; 44 U.S.C. 3501 note),”
and insert ‘‘section, section 204 of the E-Gov-
ernment Act of 2002 (Public Law 107-347; 44
U.S.C. 3501 note), and the Office of Federal
Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403 et
seq.),”’.

(3) In section 2, strike subsection (c¢) and
insert the following:

‘“(c) WEBSITE.—The website
under this section—

‘(1) may use as the source of its data the
Federal Procurement Data System, Federal
Assistance Award Data System, and
Grants.gov, if all of these data sources are
searchable through the website and can be
accessed in a search on the website required
by this Act, provided that the user may—

““(A) specify such search shall be confined
to Federal contracts and subcontracts;

‘(B) specify such search shall be confined
to include grants, subgrants, loans, awards,
cooperative agreements, and other forms of
financial assistance;

‘“(2) shall not be considered in compliance
if it hyperlinks to the Federal Procurement
Data System website, Federal Assistance
Award Data System website, Grants.gov
website, or other existing websites, so that
the information elements required by sub-
section (b)(1) cannot be searched electroni-
cally by field in a single search;

‘“(3) shall provide an opportunity for the
public to provide input about the utility of
the site and recommendations for improve-
ments;

‘‘(4) shall be updated not later than 30 days
after the award of any Federal award requir-
ing a posting; and

‘“(5) shall provide for separate searches for
Federal awards described in subsection (a) to
distinguish between the Federal awards de-
scribed in subsection (a)(2)(A)(i) and those
described in subsection (a)(2)(A)(ii).”.

(4) Add at the end the following:

“SEC. 4. GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY OFFICE
REPORTING REQUIREMENT.

“Not later than January 1, 2010, the Comp-
troller General shall submit to Congress a
report on compliance with this Act.”.

The Senate concurrent resolution
was concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

established

——————

THOMAS J. MANTON POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 6033) to des-
ignate the facility of the United States
Postal Service located at 39-25 61st
Street in Woodside, New York, as the
“Thomas J. Manton Post Office Build-
ing”.

The Clerk read as follows:
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H.R. 6033
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. THOMAS J. MANTON POST OFFICE
BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 39-25
61st Street in Woodside, New York, shall be
known and designated as the ‘‘Thomas J.
Manton 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 ‘“‘“Thomas J. Manton
Post Office Building”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. ToM DAVIS) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. 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 gen-
tleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 6033, offered by the
distinguished gentleman from New
York (Mr. CROWLEY) would designate
the post office building in Woodside,
New York, as the Thomas J. Manton
Post Office Building.

Mr. Manton passed away in July of
this year. The attendance of over 800
people at his service was a testament
to his lasting impact as a public serv-
ant and friend to the New York com-
munity.

His history of public service began
with his time in the Marine Corps and
continued until his final day as Chair
of the Queens County Democratic Or-
ganization. He also worked as a New
York City police officer while simulta-
neously attending law school, and in
1970 he began the first of what would be
14 years as a New York City Council
Member. In 1985, he was elected to Con-
gress, where he served his country and
constituents until 1999.

A steadfast advocate of diversity, Mr.
Manton balanced the needs of the peo-
ple from multiple backgrounds with
heartfelt understanding and great com-
passion. His constituents remember
him as a humanitarian and advocate
who was never too busy to return a
phone call or share his time.

With gratitude for his devotion and
service to our country, I would ask all
Members to join me in supporting H.R.
3063.

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
it is my pleasure to yield such time as
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he may consume to the sponsor of this
resolution, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. CROWLEY).

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend and colleague for yielding
me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise, and it is an honor
for me to rise this evening, in support
of H.R. 6033, legislation, as duly noted
by my friend Mr. DAVIS, to designate
the facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 39-25 61st Street in
Woodside, New York, as the Thomas J.
Manton Post Office Building.

I want to first extend my sincere
thanks and gratitude to Chairman ToMm
DAvVis for his expediting this legisla-
tion to the floor. As was mentioned,
Tom Manton died only recently, at the
end of July, and to have this bill on the
floor as quickly as we have, I owe a
great deal of debt to Tom. Thank you,
Mr. DAVIS, for your work on this.

I also want to thank the ranking
member, Mr. HENRY WAXMAN, again a
gentleman who saw fit to move this
legislation quickly; the majority lead-
er, JOHN BOEHNER, as well and his of-
fice. In particular I want to thank
Denise Wilson of the Government Re-
form staff as well for her helping move
this forward. I want to thank our lead-
er, NANCY PELOSI, and Chairman BAR-
TON and Ranking Member JOHN DIN-
GELL for their help in moving this ex-
peditiously to the floor.

I also want to thank all my col-
leagues from New York who unani-
mously supported this renaming, but
particularly I want to thank the dean
of our delegation from Long Island and
Queens County, Representative GARY

ACKERMAN, as well as CAROLYN
MALONEY, NYDIA VELAZQUEZ, GREG
MEEKS, ANTHONY WEINER, and, of

course, we can’t forget the dean of the
New York delegation, CHARLIE RANGEL,
but all New Yorkers, with the support
of both Democrat and Republican,
without cause. NITA LOWEY, for her
work and for all their friendship with
Tom Manton and their kind words back
in July when this House recognized his
passing.

I appreciate that. My constituents
certainly appreciate that as well. I
know that the Manton family, in par-
ticular Diane Manton, is very appre-
ciative of the honor that we bestow
upon her late, great husband, former
Congressman Tom Manton.

Many of my colleagues in Congress
are familiar with the exemplary serv-
ice of former Congressman Tom Man-
ton because you served with him. But
for those who don’t recall, he served
with honor and distinction in the
United States House of Representatives
from 1984 to 1999. He replaced the then
legendary former Congresswoman Ger-
aldine Ferraro.

Before that, Tom Manton came from
humble Irish American roots. He loved
his country, America, and certainly
loved his ancestral homeland of Ireland
as well, and that was reflected in the
community he grew up in. Woodside,
New York, was and still remains a
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community that has an Irish flavor to
it.

Tom Manton served the City of New
York first as a member of the New
York City Police Department. He had
worked for a time for IBM and there
had been some discussion at one time
that he sold computers for IBM. Let me
just make it perfectly clear. When Tom
Manton worked for IBM, computers
were bigger than this room. He did not
sell computers for IBM. I think it was
he sold typewriters for IBM. It is im-
portant to make that distinction.

But after that he had gone to law
school at St. John’s and he graduated
and ran for the New York City Council
and served there with distinction for 15
years before coming on to serve here in
the House of Representatives.

As I mentioned before, the neighbor-
hood that this Post Office is located in,
if you took a dart and threw it at the
map of New York City and you hit
bullseye, you would be right in
Woodside-Queens, New York, as I men-
tioned before, a community that is
known for its Irish American commu-
nity and one of the still largest con-
centrations of Irish American immi-
grants in our Nation today. Woodside
is also my hometown, my home neigh-
borhood.

It is also very diverse. It is a multi-
ethnic mneighborhood, and an ever-
changing part of my district, as it was
for Tom Manton, and is often the first
stop for new immigrants to our great
country.

While we may hear less Irish and
Italian accents and more Turkish, Ben-
gali, Hindi and Spanish in local stores,
the neighborhood of Woodside is as vi-
brant today as it was when I was a
young child and it was when Tom Man-
ton served as its legislator.

Naming this Post Office after Tom
Manton, again, the son of Irish immi-
grants, who rose to serve in these hal-
lowed halls, is a perfect reminder to
that potential that exists for all immi-
grants and their children today in the
United States that it is as unlimited as
it was for Tom Manton and as it was
for his parents to see him become a
Member of Congress, as it is for my
parents to be here to see me become a
Member of Congress and for previous
generations.

I want to thank all my colleagues
again for their expediting this legisla-
tion. Tom Manton was more than my
predecessor. He was my counsel, he was
my mentor, and, more importantly, he
was my friend. For you to recognize
him in this way and in such a manner
does more in many respects to my own
heart, and I really appreciate this.

Again, on behalf of the Manton fam-
ily, and in particular Diane Manton,
his wife, and his children and his
grandchildren and the people of the
Seventh Congressional District, in par-
ticular Woodside, I thank this entire
Congress for its unanimous support for
renaming this Post Office after Tom
Manton.
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Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my
friend for his very moving words. This
is a tough partisan area right now, we
even argued over a 9/11 resolution a
minute ago, where partisanship some-
times gets in the way of other things.

Even though Tom Manton was a
strong Democrat and a Democratic
leader, he never let his partisanship get
in the way of getting good results for
his constituency and for the country.
So this is a fitting memory to his leg-
acy that he leaves here, and I join you.
He was our friend on this side of the
aisle as well.

Tonight we moved this quickly, Re-
publicans and Democrats, in his honor,
because of the great man that he was.
I thank my friend for introducing the
resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I have no other speak-
ers at this moment, so I yield back the
balance of my time.
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Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

As a member of the House Govern-
ment Reform Committee, I am pleased
to join my colleagues in consideration
of H.R. 6033, which names a postal fa-
cility in Woodside, New York, after the
late Thomas J. Manton, former Mem-
ber of Congress, who represented the
Seventh Congressional District of New
York.

I know that Representative CROWLEY
has spoken eloquently about all of the
exploits and all of what Representative
Manton meant to New York. I know
that there were a number of other New
Yorkers who had intended to be here
and probably were not able to make it.
I know that Representative CAROLINE
MALONEY had intended to be here and
Representative NITA LOWEY had in-
tended to be here, because they had in-
dicated that they too wanted to ex-
press their appreciation for the tre-
mendous and outstanding service that
was indeed provided. And so just on
their behalf and on behalf of all of the
others who would want to have ex-
pressed themselves and could not, I
would join with Representative CROW-
LEY and Chairman DAVIS in urging
swift passage of this bill as we honor
the life and the legacy of a true Amer-
ican and a great friend to all, Rep-
resentative Thomas Manton.

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, today | rise in
strong support of H.R. 6033, the Thomas J.
Manton Post Office Building Designation Act.
The legislation would designate a United
States Postal Service Office in New York as
the Thomas J. Manton Post Office Building.

Thomas Manton served this country with
honor and integrity. He was a true public serv-
ant.

His distinguished public servant career in-
cludes: serving in the military, police officer
with the New York City Police Department,
serving in the New York City Council and
being a Member of Congress representing the

H6503

people of New York's 7th congressional dis-
trict. Thomas Manton always fought for the
people he represented and New Yorkers are
better off because of his work.

| am honored to have worked with Thomas
Manton while he was in Congress. We were
both members of the Energy and Commerce
Committee, and he was ranking member on
the Subcommittee that | chaired. We sat
through many long hearings together.

Throughout his life he approached his work
with integrity. The dedication in Thomas Man-
ton’s honor will preserve his legacy and re-
mind his constituents of his long and distin-
guished public career.

| urge my colleagues to vote “yes” on this
legislation.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
in support of H.R. 6033, a bill that would des-
ignate the United States Postal Service facility
at 39-25 61st Street, in Woodside, Queens,
New York City the “Thomas J. Manton Post
Office Building.” It is more than fitting that a
federal facility will be named after Tom in a
community that he so ably represented for so
many years.

Tom lived a life seemingly from a movie
script: a son of Irish immigrants; educated at
St. John’s University; earned his law degree at
night from St. John’s; Marine Corps Flight
Navigator; New York City Police Officer; New
York City Councilman from Queens; Member
of Congress; and Queens County Democratic
Chairman. Tom Manton’s life was a perfect re-
alization of the American Dream, and having
achieved the American Dream himself, Tom
always worked to ensure that everyone, native
born and immigrant alike, had the opportunity
to live the American Dream as well.

When Tom Manton became Chairman of
the Queens County Democratic organization,
he immediately revitalized a local party beset
by front-page problems and the loss of public
trust. Tom turned the party organization
around while at the same time insisting on in-
creasing its diversity to reflect the borough of
Queens. Tom recruited and helped numerous
political candidates from different ethnic back-
grounds. As a result of Tom’s hard work, dis-
cipline, and commitment, the Queens Demo-
cratic Committee is currently one of the
strongest party organizations in the country.

In Congress, Tom was a tireless advocate
for the people of New York. On the Committee
on Energy and Commerce, Tom worked to
help his constituents by bringing jobs and op-
portunity to his congressional district. Like
many others, | turned to Tom for advice and
guidance and found him to be a stand-up guy,
the real deal. His word and handshake was
his bond. Tom characteristically worked quietly
behind the curtain, rather than grandstanding
in front of the cameras. So, he might be a little
embarrassed about having a federal facility
named after him. But, Tom also believed in
our government, and its ability to help each of
us achieve our dreams of prosperity and jus-
tice for all Americans.

Mr. Speaker, Tom Manton’s life of hard
work, perseverance, and selflessness brought
integrity and dignity to public office. It is appro-
priate that we pay tribute to his memory by
naming this post office in Woodside, Queens
in his honor. | urge my colleagues to support
H.R. 6033.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
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the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. ToMm
DAvVIS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6033.

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. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. 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 question will be
postponed.

————

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
H.R. 2864, WATER RESOURCES DE-
VELOPMENT ACT OF 2005

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 2864) to
provide for the conservation and devel-
opment of water and related resources,
to authorize the Secretary of the Army
to construct various projects for im-
provements to rivers and harbors of the
United States, and for other purposes,
with a Senate amendment thereto, dis-
agree to the Senate amendment, and
request a conference with the Senate
thereon.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

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

There was no objection.

MOTION TO INSTRUCT OFFERED BY MR.
MELANCON

Mr. MELANCON. Mr. Speaker, I offer
a motion to instruct conferees.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Melancon moves that the managers on
the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the Senate amendment to the bill H.R. 2864
be instructed to agree to provisions that will
provide protection to communities located
in the coastal area of Louisiana and Mis-
sissippi from the storm surge of a category 5
hurricane.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 7 of rule XXII, the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. MELANCON)
and the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
DUNCAN) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Louisiana.

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

I come here today in support of build-
ing a comprehensive hurricane protec-
tion system for the gulf coast. For
years we in Congress have focused on
various wants for our constituents.
Today we have the opportunity to
focus on the Nation’s needs.

Earlier this year, I introduced in
Congress the Meeting Authorization
Requirements for Our Coast, or MARC,
Act. This legislation would have au-
thorized a comprehensive hurricane
protection system for the gulf coast.
Today’s motion is a continuation of
that effort.
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Building a hurricane protection sys-
tem that can protect our coastal citi-
zens and businesses from category five
hurricanes is the most important need
in the U.S. Gulf Coast States. In Lou-
isiana alone there are currently 200,000
people that have no protection, zero,
from the next deadly hurricane. If Hur-
ricane Katrina hit Louisiana just a few
miles to the west, the devastation
would have been like nothing you have
seen on TV, and building a category
five hurricane protection system will
save the lives of these people in future
events.

But a comprehensive hurricane pro-
tection system is also vital to sup-
porting and safeguarding our Nation’s
energy supply. Louisiana has a long
and distinguished history of oil and gas
production, both on and offshore.
Among the 50 States, we are first in
crude oil production, second in natural
gas production, and second in total en-
ergy production. Currently, approxi-
mately 34 percent of the Nation’s nat-
ural gas supply and almost 30 percent
of the Nation’s crude oil supply is ei-
ther produced in Louisiana, produced
offshore Louisiana, or moves through
the State and its coastal wetlands. To-
gether with the infrastructure in the
rest of the State, this production is
connected to nearly 50 percent of the
total refining capacity of this entire
country.

Based on its energy-producing value
to the Nation, acre for acre, Louisiana
is the most valuable real estate in the
Nation. Louisiana has 17 petroleum re-
fineries, most of them large, world-
scale facilities. These refineries have a
combined crude oil distillation capac-
ity of approximately 2.77 million bar-
rels per day, which is 16.2 percent of
the total U.S. refinery capacity of 17.1
million barrels a day, the second high-
est in this Nation. Two of the four
Strategic Petroleum Reserve storage
facilities are in south Louisiana along
our coast. Just last week Chevron an-
nounced it discovered a deepwater oil
and gas field off Louisiana’s coast that
could account for as much as 50 percent
of our Nation’s known reserves. The
field would be largely serviced by Lou-
isiana ports, ports that remain highly
vulnerable. Louisiana is crucial to all
parts of America because of its work-
ing ‘“‘energy coast,” and we need your
help.

Supporting our Nation’s energy needs
has come at a price. In the past cen-
tury, Louisiana has lost 1.2 million
acres of coastal wetlands and barrier
islands and stands to lose hundreds of
thousands more acres if measures to
stop the loss are not taken. That is a
football field of land every 38 seconds
along our vanishing coast. Without
this protected buffer, Louisiana’s peo-
ple, businesses, and energy infrastruc-
ture are much more vulnerable to
storm surges and hurricane-related
flooding.

Comprehensive hurricane protection
combined with coastal restoration will
offer truly adequate hurricane protec-

September 13, 2006

tion necessary to protect the lives of
over 2 million residents, over 50 per-
cent of the State’s population, and the
entire infrastructure that supports our
Nation’s energy needs.

Some of my colleagues might ques-
tion the cost of a comprehensive hurri-
cane protection system. In response I
say that you can pay now or you can
pay much higher later. You can pay to
build a category five protection system
today or you could pay later with a dis-
rupted national energy supply, ruined
businesses, lives lost, and hundreds of
billions of dollars of recovery costs to
the citizens of this country.

The gulf coast has worked tirelessly
and quietly for generations to provide
the rest of the Nation with energy and
transportation services needed to keep
industry around the country on pace.
Only now in this time of need does the
gulf coast ask for something back, a
category five hurricane protection sys-
tem to protect lives, property, and en-
ergy production for future storms.

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

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

I am delighted we are moving to con-
ference on the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act. This is a very important
piece of legislation that makes invest-

ments all around America. The
projects in these bills will reduce
transportation costs, protect our

homes and businesses from damaging
floods, and improve our environment
for a better quality of life. The Water
Resources Development Act is impor-
tant legislation for the entire country.

The people of Louisiana and Mis-
sissippi suffered greatly from Hurri-
cane Katrina last year. A great deal
has been done by the Army Corps of
Engineers to restore the hurricane pro-
tection works in the New Orleans area,
but there is still much to do.

While I support the motion to in-
struct, I believe we have to recognize
that there will be residual risk associ-
ated with any hurricane protection
project we build. New Orleans needs to
consider smart ways to rebuild that
put fewer of their citizens at risk.

We also must recognize that the dam-
aging effect of a hurricane is not meas-
ured strictly by its category, which ba-
sically measures wind speed. Other fac-
tors such as how fast it moves, how
much rain is associated with it, what
direction it takes, and how big a storm
surge it is able to generate all con-
tribute to whether a category five hur-
ricane will be catastrophic or just very
bad.

We are talking about protecting an
important and unique region of our
country, but we also have only a slight
understanding at this point of how
much money we will need to spend. It
will certainly be tens of billions of dol-
lars. And I will remind Members that
there are other great cities in America
at risk of flooding, some at higher risk
than New Orleans.

While I would hope that there will be
serious urban planning going on at the
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local level, I believe we need a well-
thought-out plan for additional hurri-
cane protection in this region of the
gulf. It must be a comprehensive plan
that also recognizes the navigation
needs of one of America’s great ports
and waterways as well as the ecological
importance of the coastal marshes.

I want to assure Mr. MELANCON that
I will work in conference to make sure
that the Corps of Engineers gets the
authority it needs to provide the ap-
propriate protection for coastal Lou-
isiana and Mississippi.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, we were all
horrified a year ago when New Orleans’ levies
broke under the force of the winds and storm
surges caused by Hurricane Katrina. Katrina
was at Category 3 strength when it made
landfall that fateful day, yet it wrought destruc-
tion beyond our imagination. In the face of the
devastation we witnessed, it borders on the
absurd to consider authorizing levee funding
for New Orleans at anything less than the Cat-
egory 5 level. For that reason, | rise in strong
support of the Melancon Motion to Instruct the
WRDA conferees.

Mr. Speaker, past authorizations for hurri-
cane protection took into account vast
marshes and wetlands, as well as barrier is-
lands that could absorb most of the force of
tidal surges. Louisiana has lost 1.2 million
acres of this land due to economic develop-
ment in the past century, and stands to lose
another 435,000 acres if measures to stop the
loss aren’t taken. Without this protective buff-
er, the people of Louisiana are that much
more vulnerable to storm surges and other
hurricane-related flooding.

Coastal and wetlands restoration combined
with a strong levy system will offer the hurri-
cane protection necessary to protect the lives
of over 2 million residents and the nation’s in-
dustries. However, we cannot rebuild all of the
wetlands lost in the near term, so we must
compensate with stronger, better levee protec-
tion. The Army Corps of Engineers has
worked hard to bring levees back up to pre-
Katrina standards, but we’'ve already seen
what that level of protection does—nothing.
Anything less than Category 5 levee protection
is totally inadequate and would be an insult to
the memory of the more than 700 New
Orleanians who lost their lives a year ago.

Mr. JEFFERSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to request the conferees on the Water Devel-
opment Resources Act guarantee levee pro-
tection at a Category 5 level. Hurricane
Katrina served as a stark reminder that our
levee system in south Louisiana is inadequate.
We are responsible for ensuring the safety of
its residents, and today we can make a com-
mitment that they are not forgotten.

The economic and environmental benefits
that south Louisiana provides to the nation are
substantial. Coastal Louisiana produces over
30% of our nation’s seafood, including 50% of
our shrimp crop. Our wetlands are home to
over 79 endangered species and serve as a
vital habitat for migratory birds. The network of
interconnected waterways and presence of
several major port facilities are an important
hub in our maritime industry. Over 70% of the
grain produced in the United States travels
through the area. 30% of our domestic crude
oil and 34% of our natural gas is produced by
or travels through south Louisiana, making us
a centerpiece in America’s Energy Coast. In
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addition to transporting much of our domestic
oil supply, coastal Louisiana also refines 16%
of our petroleum products. Knowing this, we
must ensure that this valuable part of our na-
tion’s infrastructure remains intact and its peo-
ple remain protected.

Our current levee system in New Orleans
dates back to the 1960s, and since then our
whole environment has changed. The loss of
coastal barrier islands and the erosion of our
wetlands have led to a weakened first line of
defense against hurricanes. These islands and
wetlands help absorb the storm’s tidal surge
and weaken the strength of an approaching
storm. We are losing our wetlands at a rate of
25 to 30 square miles per year, while we are
making areas further inland more susceptible
to flooding. We have seen hurricanes become
more powerful and more frequent as the years
go by. The risk of hurricanes will always be
present in south Louisiana, it is up to us to de-
cide how to best mitigate their destructive im-
pacts.

Looking at this situation, | am reminded of
what | saw firsthand in the Netherlands. After
the devastating North Sea floods of 1953, that
nation committed itself to a system of water
management projects that would ensure such
a flood never happened again. Although the
cost was high, their determination to provide
absolute protection was justified. As a result,
the Netherlands now has a significant number
of its citizens living and produces 70% of its
$480 billion GDP in areas that are fifteen to
twenty feet below sea level, safely protected
by flood control projects. By comparison, the
lowest areas of New Orleans are only four and
a half feet below sea level. Protecting the city
is not beyond our technological capabilities, it
is simply a matter of making the commitment
necessary to do so. While the cost may seem
substantial now, it pales in comparison to the
cost we would face in human and economic
losses should another hurricane strike south
Louisiana directly.

Mr. Speaker, it is time to get it right. We
must ensure the safety of the city of New Or-
leans and the rest of the Gulf Coast, because
we have seen the horrible effects of sub-
standard, poorly designed, inadequate levee
protection in the face of a powerful storm. A
working flood control system for south Lou-
isiana begins with sound levees. | urge the
conferees to support levee protection against
a Category 5 storm surge.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to support Congressman MELANCON’s
motion to instruct conferees on H.R. 2864.
This motion would direct conferees to accept
provisions that will protect coastal commu-
nities in Louisiana and Mississippi from the
storm surge of a category 5 hurricane.

Hurricane Katrina hit the Gulf on August 29,
2005, and was a category 3 hurricane that did
not even directly hit the affected areas.

Yet, Katrina was able to inflict monstrous
and unimaginable damage upon Louisiana
and the Gulf Coast of Mississippi. One year
after Hurricane Katrina, the area remains a
terrible, twisted portrait of lives and families
and whole communities washed away; home
by home, block by block, neighborhood by
neighborhood.

As a result of Hurricane Katrina:

More than 1,000 people died.

The total number of immediately displaced
people has never been determined. Estimates
range from the hundreds of thousands to the
millions.
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The Louisiana parishes of Orleans and St.
Bernard were especially hard hit by flooding,
with an estimated 77% of Orleans’s population
affected, and nearly all residents of St. Ber-
nard.

In Mississippi, 55% of Hancock County’s
population is estimated to have been affected
by flooding and/or structural damage.

In the greater New Orleans area alone,
there were 160,000 homes and apartments
destroyed or heavily damaged by the storm.

The metro New Orleans area has lost ap-
proximately 400,000 residents.

The National Flood Insurance Program has
paid out $17 billion in property damage claims
in Louisiana alone, only a fraction of total
damage.

Hospital capacity in Orleans parish dropped
in half immediately after the storm. In St. Ber-
nard, there are still no hospitals open.

The Army Corps of Engineers has only
begun to raise sinking levees and deal with
unfinished hurricane protection and flood pre-
vention projects. But, they’re only rebuilding
the levees to withstand a Category 3 storm,
Katrina’s level. Prudent planning and common
sense would dictate that they be raised to Cat-
egory 5 levels to protect the more than two
million residents along these coasts.

| urge my colleagues to support and vote for
this motion to instruct.

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to instruct.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to instruct
offered by the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. MELANCON).

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. MELANCON. Mr. Speaker,
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 question will be
postponed.

on

FOURTEENTH DALAI LAMA CON-
GRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL ACT

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
Senate bill (S. 2784) to award a congres-
sional gold medal to Tenzin Gyatso,
the Fourteenth Dalai Liama, in recogni-
tion of his many enduring and out-
standing contributions to peace, non-
violence, human rights, and religious
understanding.

The Clerk read as follows:

S. 2784

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 ‘“‘Fourteenth
Dalai Lama Congressional Gold Medal Act’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that Tenzin Gyatso,
Fourteenth Dalai Lama—

the
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(1) is recognized in the United States and
throughout the world as a leading figure of
moral and religious authority;

(2) is the unrivaled spiritual and cultural
leader of the Tibetan people, and has used
his leadership to promote democracy, free-
dom, and peace for the Tibetan people
through a negotiated settlement of the Tibet
issue, based on autonomy within the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China;

(3) has led the effort to preserve the rich
cultural, religious, and linguistic heritage of
the Tibetan people and to promote the safe-
guarding of other endangered cultures
throughout the world;

(4) was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize in
1989 for his efforts to promote peace and non-
violence throughout the globe, and to find
democratic reconciliation for the Tibetan
people through his ‘“Middle Way’’ approach;

(5) has significantly advanced the goal of
greater understanding, tolerance, harmony,
and respect among the different religious
faiths of the world through interfaith dia-
logue and outreach to other religious lead-
ers; and

(6) has used his moral authority to pro-
mote the concept of universal responsibility
as a guiding tenet for how human beings
should treat one another and the planet we
share.

SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL.

(a) PRESENTATION AUTHORIZED.—The
Speaker of the House of Representatives and
the President Pro Tempore of the Senate
shall make appropriate arrangements for the
presentation, on behalf of the Congress, of a
gold medal of appropriate design, to Tenzin
Gyatso, the Fourteenth Dalai Lama, in rec-
ognition of his many enduring contributions
to peace and religious understanding.

(b) DESIGN AND STRIKING.—For purposes of
the presentation referred to in subsection
(a), the Secretary of the Treasury (referred
to in this Act as the ‘‘Secretary’) shall
strike a gold medal with suitable emblems,
devices, and inscriptions to be determined by
the Secretary.

SEC. 4. DUPLICATE MEDALS.

The Secretary may strike and sell dupli-
cates in bronze of the gold medal struck pur-
suant to section 3 under such regulations as
the Secretary may prescribe, at a price suffi-
cient to cover the cost thereof, including
labor, materials, dies, use of machinery, and
overhead expenses, and the cost of the gold
medal.

SEC. 5. STATUS OF MEDALS.

(a) NATIONAL MEDALS.—The medals struck
pursuant to this Act are national medals for
purposes of chapter 51 of title 31, United
States Code.

(b) NUMISMATIC ITEMS.—For purposes of
sections 5134 and 5136 of title 31, United
States Code, all medals struck under this
Act shall be considered to be numismatic
items.

SEC. 6. AUTHORITY TO USE FUND AMOUNTS;
PROCEEDS OF SALE.

(a) AUTHORITY TO USE FUND AMOUNTS.—
There is authorized to be charged against the
United States Mint Public Enterprise Fund
such amounts as may be necessary to pay for
the costs of the medals struck pursuant to
this Act.

(b) PROCEEDS OF SALE.—Amounts received
from the sale of duplicate bronze medals au-
thorized under section 4 shall be deposited
into the United States Mint Public Enter-
prise Fund.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) and the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
FRANK) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Florida.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on this legislation and insert ex-
traneous material thereon.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

As the House author of this legisla-
tion, I rise in strong support of Senate
bill 2784, the 14th Dalai Lama Congres-
sional Gold Medal Act.

I would like to thank my dear friend
and colleague, the ranking member of
International Relations Committee,
Congressman ToM LANTOS, for his dedi-
cated work on this legislation as the
Democratic lead of this House bill. I
also would like to commend the Finan-
cial Services chairman, MICHAEL
OXLEY, and his staff for their great
work on this resolution as well as the
House leadership and their staff for
their assistance in bringing this impor-
tant legislation to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, as a senior member of
the House International Relations
Committee and as a member of the
Congressional Human Rights Caucus, I
have had the opportunity to meet per-
sonally with the Dalai Lama on several
occasions, most recently in November
2005, when he spoke to Congress on
issues relating to democracy, human
rights, and Tibet.

Born to a peasant family, His Holi-
ness was recognized at the age of two,
in accordance with the tradition of
Tibet, as the reincarnation of his pred-
ecessor, the 13th Dalai Lama, and thus
an incarnation of the Buddha of Com-
passion.

His enthronement ceremony took
place in the capital of Tibet on Feb-
ruary 22, 1940, at the tender age of five.
A decade later, on November 17, 1950,
His Holiness was called upon to assume
the position of head of state for the
people of Tibet.

His Holiness is the embodiment of se-
renity and understandings. His inner
peace and calm demeanor give us hope
that a resolution can be reached on the
issue of Tibet. As the 14th Dalai Lama,
he is the manifestation of compassion.
To look at him is to understand the
meaning of Dalai Lama, which is
“Oceans of Wisdom.”

By awarding the Dalai Lama with
the Congressional Gold Medal, we are
recognizing his lifelong advocacy on
behalf of peace, tolerance, human
rights, nonviolence, and religious un-
derstanding throughout the world. By
definition, a Congressional Gold Medal
is the highest expression by Congress
of national appreciation for the most
heroic, courageous, and outstanding in-
dividuals.

Given the overwhelming support of
this legislation as evidenced by the bi-
partisan support of 312 cosponsors in
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the House companion legislation, I am
confident that Members of this Cham-
ber deem that the Dalai Lama is indeed
such an individual.

0 2015

However, we are not the first to rec-
ognize the tremendous achievements of
this humble man. In 1989, the 14th
Dalai Lama received the Nobel Peace
Prize for his work bringing democracy
and freedom to his people. In the rec-
ommendation, the committee members
of the Nobel Prize wrote: ‘“The com-
mittee wants to emphasize the fact
that the Dalai Lama in his struggle for
the liberation of Tibet consistently has
opposed the use of violence. He has in-
stead advocated peaceful solutions
based upon tolerance and mutual re-
spect in order to preserve the historical
and cultural heritage of his people.”

The 14th Dalai Lama Congressional
Gold Medal Act comes at a crucial and
hopeful turning point in the ongoing
negotiations between the Dalai Lama’s
representatives and the People’s Re-
public of China.

In a speech delivered following His
Holiness’ acceptance of the Nobel
Peace Prize, he said, “It is my dream
that the entire Tibetan plateau should
become a free refuge where humanity
and nature can live in peace and in har-
monious balance. It would be a place,”
he continues, ‘‘where people from all
over the world could come to seek the
true meaning of peace within them-
selves, away from the tension and pres-
sures that occur in much of the rest of
the world. Tibet could indeed become a
creative center for the promotion and
development of peace,” he concluded.

Join me, I ask my colleagues, in pay-
ing homage to this fearless leader who
has led the efforts to preserve the rich
cultural, spiritual, and linguistic herit-
age of the people of Tibet while also
promoting the safeguarding of other
endangered cultures throughout the
world.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
join me in voting ‘‘yes’” on the 14th
Dalai Lama Congressional Gold Medal
Act.

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

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, this is a very important piece
of legislation recognizing one of the
truly great advocates of human rights
in our time, a man who in the face of
enormous adversity generated by the
People’s Republic of China’s oppression
has really held forth the banner of
human rights.

I therefore am delighted to yield as
much time as he may consume to our
champion of human rights here in the
House of Representatives, the ranking
member of the Committee on Inter-
national Relations who has for his en-
tire life been a very vigorous defender
of the cause of freedom in a variety of
also adverse circumstances, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS).

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of our legislation to
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award the Congressional Gold Medal to
His Holiness the Dalai Lama.

I would first like to express my great
appreciation to my dear friend Con-
gressman BARNEY FRANK not only for
yielding me some time, but, far more
importantly, for being a tireless cham-
pion in advancing human rights. Let
me also thank the chairman of the Fi-
nancial Services Committee, my
friend, Mr. OXLEY, for expediting con-
sideration of this legislation, as well as
my colleague from the International
Relations Committee, ILEANA ROS-
LEHTINEN, and for her leadership on
this legislation on behalf of the Ti-
betan people and all human rights
issues.

Mr. Speaker, 19 years ago this
month, His Holiness the Dalai Lama at
the invitation of my wife, Annette, ad-
dressed the Congressional Human
Rights Caucus that I cofounded and
which I currently chair with our col-
league FRANK WOLF. The historic
speech His Holiness delivered was his
first major policy address outside of
India and the first time he had ever ap-
peared before the Congress.

The Dalai Lama unveiled his Five
Point Peace Plan for Tibet. We did not
know it at the time, but what we heard
was to become the foundation for the
Dalai Lama’s fight on behalf of the
people of Tibet.

While we were welcoming His Holi-
ness on Capitol Hill, the State Depart-
ment and the White House refused to
meet with him. The individuals respon-
sible for crafting our foreign policy
back then crouched under their desks
unwilling to risk the ire of the Chinese
Government by meeting with the true
leader of the Tibetan people.

Nearly two decades later, His Holi-
ness regularly meets with Presidents
and Secretaries of State. During his
last visit to Washington, this brave
man, small of stature but with an infi-
nite heart, was greeted by dozens of
Members of Congress. Tens of thou-
sands of Washington residents packed
an auditorium for several nights to
hear his words of wisdom.

His Holiness has used his inter-
national acclaim to speak out force-
fully against the cultural and religious
annihilation of the Tibetan people.
Rather than resorting to force, the
Dalai Lama has actively pursued a ne-
gotiated solution to the Tibetan issue
with the Chinese Government. In five
rounds of discussions, representatives
of the Dalai Lama have argued with de-
termination to the Chinese that the Ti-
betan people must have true religious,
cultural, and economic autonomy, and
that the current marginalization of the
Tibetan people in their own land must
end.

Awarding the Congressional Gold
Medal to His Holiness the Dalai Lama
will send a strong signal of congres-
sional support for a negotiated settle-
ment to the Tibetan issue that pre-
serves Tibetan culture and promotes
genuine autonomy for the long-suf-
fering people of Tibet.
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Through his words and through his
deeds, the Dalai Lama has made an en-
during contribution to peace, non-
violence, human rights, and religious
understanding. With our action here
today, Mr. Speaker, His Holiness will
join the ranks of Pope John Paul II,
Elie Wiesel, Nelson Mandela, and
Mother Teresa, all of whom have been
awarded the Congressional Gold Medal,
a pantheon of peacemakers. I strongly
support passage of this legislation.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I now yield to another
staunch defender of human rights
throughout the world, the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH), such time as
he may consume.

Mr. KUCINICH. I want to thank the
gentleman from Massachusetts for his
own commitment to human rights and
thank Mr. LANTOS for the lifetime of
work that characterizes not only him-
self but Mrs. Lantos as well.

This is an important moment for this
Congress because through recognizing
the Dalai Lama with the Congressional
Gold Medal, we also recognize his life-
time of work which has been about ele-
vating the human spirit. Because in
that we transcend the little labels of
Democrat and Republican, liberal and
conservative, and we come to an under-
standing of human unity, those prin-
ciples which unite us all. We learn
through celebrating the Dalai Lama’s
life and his contributions the trans-
formative power of love, the trans-
formative power of compassion.

In his work, he has challenged us to
look at those things in our lives which
cause anger, to look at those things in
our lives which relate to negativity,
and to consciously work on those
things so that we become more perfect.
Wasn’t that really the message of our
Founders with respect to the creation
of the United States itself, that the
work of our government should ever be
to form a more perfect Union?

So it is that the spiritual work of the
Dalai Lama informs all of us that we
can perfect ourselves, that we can prac-
tice daily, taking a walk down the path
towards a more meaningful life. He
teaches us patience. And certainly, in
this great body, patience is something
that lends us to understanding of each
other, to having compassion for each
other.

This is an important moment for this
Congress, when we understand that the
Dalai Lama’s teachings involve karma,
an understanding of the power and the
consequences of every thought, word,
and deed, knowing that for every ac-
tion there might be another action
that follows. The symmetry between
Buddhism and some of the teachings of
Christianity is instructive here. Bud-
dhists talk, and the Dalai Lama talks,
about the law of karma. Christianity,
we know of teachings that say as you
sow, so shall you reap. So much of our
lives are penetrated by spiritual di-
mensions that we often don’t pay much
attention to. But in moments like this
when we celebrate the life and the
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work of a single person, we come to an
understanding of not only his relation-
ship to us and our relationship to him,
but of our relationship to each other.
And so when we celebrate him, we are
celebrating ourselves, too, and our
higher potential, not only as public
servants but as human beings.

The Dalai Lama speaks about a path
to tranquility. Is it possible in a public
forum which is centered on such vig-
orous debate that we can find tran-
quility? His teachings would say, yes,
because tranquility is an inner condi-
tion.

So, Mr. Speaker, the honorable
ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, our leader Ms.
PELOSI, this is an important moment
for this Congress, and I am proud to
play a small part in recognizing the
great work and person of the Dalai
Lama.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman. And
to close out our side here, and I think
the debate, I yield such time as she
may consume to a woman who has not
only been a leader in human rights but
was an early advocate and personal
friend of the Dalai Lama.

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that a few
years ago when he spoke at Brandeis
University in the district of my col-
league, Mr. MARKEY and I were there to
meet him, and he had taken a stand
that may have been a little controver-
sial. And the first thing he said to me
was, this was years before the gentle-
woman from California had ascended to
leadership. He said, ‘‘Congressman,
please tell NANCY PELOSI not to be
angry; I am going to explain this to
her.” So when the Dalai Lama is con-
cerned about her opinion of him, I
think that says a great deal about her
own commitment and dedication. And,
of course, he did explain; and, no, she
was not angry. She respected him then,
she respects him now, and I am de-
lighted to yield to her such time as she
may consume.

Ms. PELOSI. Well, at the time I
think the message that I told myself
was, we can’t be holier than His Holi-
ness. If it is okay with him, it was
okay with me.

I thank the gentleman for yielding,
and I thank him for all of his leader-
ship and assistance in bringing this im-
portant legislation to the floor. And I
also commend Congresswoman ILEANA
ROS-LEHTINEN for her leadership, not
only on bringing the legislation, but
her work on this important issue. Tom
LANTOS, FRANK WOLF have just been re-
lentless for His Holiness; and in the
Senate, Senator DIANNE FEINSTEIN who
represents California in the U.S. Sen-
ate but is a close personal friend also of
His Holiness.

The Congressional Gold Medal is the
most distinguished award bestowed by
the United States Congress. It is re-
served for the most heroic, most coura-
geous, most outstanding individuals
who have made lasting contributions
to society, individuals such as John
Paul II, Mother Teresa, Elie Wiesel,
and Nelson Mandela.
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Today, by honoring His Holiness the
Dalai Lama, we not only honor him,
but we add luster to this Congressional
Gold Medal. We honor our Nation and
the American people by awarding it to
His Holiness. I am proud to be an origi-
nal cosponsor of this legislation.

His Holiness often described himself
in the following way: ‘I am just a sim-
ple monk, no more, no less.” But he
represents much more to people
throughout the world.

O 2030

Tibetan Buddhists believe that the
Dalai Lama is the earthly manifesta-
tion of the living Buddha. On the world
stage, he is seen as the head of state
and the spiritual leader of the Tibetan
people. For millions, he is seen as a
source of spiritual refuge and a connec-
tion to inner peace and harmony, that
my colleague Mr. KUCINICH was dis-
cussing.

His Holiness has traveled the world,
building bridges between and among
the different faiths. He has used his po-
sition to promote wisdom, compassion
and nonviolence as a solution, not only
in Tibet, but to other world conflicts.

His leadership is not only in the area
of faith and harmony among peobple,
but also in protecting the environment.
I remember it was a great joy seeing
him speak at the Earth Summit in Rio
in 1992.

The Dalai Lama has made the human
rights situation in Tibet an issue of
international concern. Indeed, the situ-
ation in Tibet is a challenge to the con-
science of the world. Under Chinese oc-
cupation, hundreds of thousands of Ti-
betans have died. Freedom to practice
their religion and political expression
have been severely curtailed. So power-
ful is the image of the Dalai Lama that
Tibetans are imprisoned for simply
owning a picture of him.

As a new Member of Congress in 1987,
I was in attendance, at the invitation
of my colleague from San Francisco
ToM LANTOS, when the Dalai Lama pro-
posed the historic Five-Point Peace
Plan toward resolving the future status
of Tibet. The Dalai Lama proposed a
““Middle Way Approach” that seeks
genuine autonomy for Tibetans within
the framework of the People’s Republic
of China. Autonomy, not independence.

In recent years, Tibetan envoys have
traveled to China for five rounds of dis-
cussions on the status of Tibet. While
open dialogue is a first step, it is clear
that the Chinese government has been
stalling all along.

The Chinese are missing an historic
opportunity to negotiate with a part-
ner who has the authority and the le-
gitimacy to implement a comprehen-
sive agreement. The Chinese are miss-
ing an opportunity for a solution that
would ensure internal stability in
Tibet and bolster China’s reputation in
the world.

The Dalai Lama has asked for inter-
national support for his efforts to en-
gage the Chinese government. I am
proud to say that the U.S. Congress has
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been a bedrock of support for the Ti-
betan cause. By awarding the gold
medal to the Dalai Lama, Congress is
sending an important signal of support
for going further.

This is not the first gift our country
has given to His Holiness. Of course,
for many years and decades, we have
given the gift of respect, of reverence
and appreciation for all that His Holi-
ness is and does. But when he was a lit-
tle boy, the special relationship he had
with America was demonstrated when
Franklin Roosevelt, as President of the
United States, gave His Holiness one of
his favorite gifts which was a gold
watch which had the phases of the
Moon on the watch. It was a wonderful
thing, a gift from the President to this
little boy who had been named the
Dalai Lama.

When His Holiness was driven out of
Tibet by the Chinese invasion, it was
one of the few things that he carried
with him. So he had the gold watch,
and now all these many years later,
out of respect and reverence for him,
he will have the Congressional Goeld
Medal.

I urge my colleagues to support it
and look forward to the day when we
can present it to him in the halls of
Congress.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
consume just to express to the govern-
ment of the People’s Republic of China,
on behalf I think of this entire House,
a plea that they understand that their
desire to be recognized as a great Na-
tion, their security in this world will
be enhanced, not diminished, if they
reach out to this great leader who has
moved in a direction beyond what some
would want him to go to try and reach
a compromise involving autonomy for
the people of Tibet.

It is simply unbecoming for a Nation
with the economic might of China,
with the potential military might of
China to appear to be frightened of this
gentle, loving advocate of human dig-
nity.

So we urge the Chinese Government,
the entire House does, to reconsider its
unwillingness to meet halfway as the
Dalai Lama has agreed to do, and to
give him the ability to return to Tibet,
to a people that yearns for him, to rec-
oncile with the people of Tibet and
with the Dalai Lama, and the Chinese
Government will be the beneficiaries,
not the victims.

Mr. Speaker, I am glad that the
House is able to pass this bill, unani-
mously I believe we will be doing it.

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
urge support of S. 2784, the “Fourteenth Dalai
Lama Congressional Gold Medal Act,” and
urge its immediate passage.

This legislation was introduced by the Sen-
ator from California, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, and is
identical to H.R. 4562, introduced by the
gentle lady from Florida, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN.
The House version currently has 312 co-spon-
sors, is compliant with all House and Financial
Services Committee rules, and has been
scored as budget-neutral by CBO.

September 13, 2006

Under the legislation, the Speaker and the
President Pro Tempore of the Senate are au-
thorized to present, on behalf of Congress, a
gold medal to Tenzin Gyatso, the Fourteenth
Dalai Lama, or spiritual, cultural and, in effect,
governmental leader of Tibet, who has lived in
exile from his native country since 1959, when
he fled the power of the People’s Republic of
China.

Mr. Speaker, the Dalai Lama has spent the
47 years of his exile peacefully seeking to es-
tablish a form of autonomous self rule for
Tibet. In doing so, he has earned the great re-
spect of the world community for the quiet,
disciplined and non-violent way he has chosen
to lead his struggle—in fact, the respect is so
great that in 1989, he was awarded the Nobel
Peace Prize. The Nobel Committee said the
award came “for his consistent resistance to
the use of violence in his people’s struggle to
regain their liberty . . . He has instead advo-
cated peaceful solutions based upon tolerance
and mutual respect in order to preserve the
historical and cultural heritage of his people.”

Mr. Speaker, Tibet is a long way from the
United States, and a far different land about
which most Americans know little. But the
Dalai Lama’s basic beliefs—peace, human
rights, preservation of culture and of the envi-
ronment, and the promotion of harmony and
respect among religions—are so familiar to all
of us that we may feel we know this quiet man
in some special way, and he us. In fact, at a
ceremony in the Capitol Rotunda in 1991, the
Dalai Lama said of his childhood view of the
United States: “What truly inspired me were
your ideas of freedom and democracy. | felt
that your principles were identical to my own,
the Buddhist belief in fundamental human
rights, freedom, equality, tolerance and com-
passion for all.”

Mr. Speaker, the Congressional Gold Medal
is the highest civilian honor the Congress can
bestow. Previous recipients have included
Pope John Paul Il, Mother Teresa and Elie
Wiesel. His Holiness, the Fourteenth Dalai
Lama, stands with them in his beliefs, and in
the way his life embodies them. It is appro-
priate and, perhaps, overdue that we confer
upon him this medal, this mark of respect and
admiration. | urge immediate passage of this
bill.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, with great sadness
| must rise to oppose this measure granting a
congressional gold medal to the 14th Dalai
Lama. While | greatly admire and respect His
Holiness the Dalai Lama, and fully recognize
his tremendous status both as a Buddhist
leader and international advocate for peace, |
must object to the manner in which this body
chooses to honor him.

| wonder if my colleagues see the irony in
honoring a devout Buddhist monk with a mate-
rial gift of gold. The Buddhist tradition, of
course, eschews worldly possessions in favor
of purity of thought and action. Buddhism
urges its practitioners to alleviate the suffering
of others whenever possible. I'm sure His Holi-
ness the Dalai Lama would rather see
$30,000 spent to help those less fortunate,
rather than for a feel-good congressional ges-
ture.

We cannot forget that Congress has no au-
thority under the Constitution to spend tax-
payer money on medals and awards, no mat-
ter how richly deserved. And | reiterate my
offer of $100 from my own pocket to pay for
this medal—if members wish to honor the
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Dalai Lama, all we need to do is pay for it our-
selves. If all 435 of us contribute, the cost will
be roughly $70 each. So while a gold medal
sounds like a great idea, it becomes a bit
strange when we see the actual cost involved.

If Congress truly wishes to honor the Dalai
Lama, it could instead start by showing more
respect for his views in the areas of foreign
policy, war, and terrorism. The bellicosity often
demonstrated on the floor of this institution to-
ward entire nations and their people conflicts
sharply with the peaceful teachings of the
Dalai Lama.

Consider the following words of His Holi-
ness:

“When September 11 happened, the next
day | wrote a letter to President Bush as a
friend—because | know him personally. |
wrote this letter and expressed, besides my
condolences and sadness, a countermeasure
to this tragedy: a nonviolent response because
that would have been more effective. So this
is my stance. And then just before the Iraq cri-
sis started, millions of people from countries
like Australia and America expressed their op-
position to violence. | really admired and ap-
preciated this.”

“When the war started, some people imme-
diately asked me if it was justified or not,
whether it was right or wrong. In principle, any
resort to violence is wrong.”

Consider also these thoughts from the Dalai
Lama regarding the terrible pointlessness of
war:

“We have seen that we cannot solve human
problems by fighting. Problems resulting from
differences in opinion must be resolved
through the gradual process of dialogue. Un-
doubtedly, wars produce victors and losers;
but only temporarily. Victory or defeat resulting
from wars cannot be long-lasting. Secondly,
our world has become so interdependent that
the defeat of one country must impact the rest
of the world, or cause all of us to suffer losses
either directly or indirectly.”

“Today, the world is so small and so inter-
dependent that the concept of war has be-
come anachronistic, an outmoded approach.
As a rule, we always talk about reform and
changes. Among the old traditions, there are
many aspects that are either ill-suited to our
present reality or are counterproductive due to
their shortsightedness. These, we have con-
signed to the dustbin of history. War too
should be relegated to the dustbin of history.”

“Of course, the militaristic tradition may not
end easily. But, let us think of this. If there
were bloodshed, people in positions of power,
or those who are responsible, will find safe
places; they will escape the consequent hard-
ship. They will find safety for themselves, one
way or the other. But what about the poor
people, the defenseless people, the children,
the old and infirm. They are the ones who will
have to bear the brunt of devastation. When
weapons are fired, the result will be death and
destruction. Weapons will not discriminate be-
tween the innocent and guilty. A missile, once
fired, will show no respect to the innocent,
poor, defenseless, or those worthy of compas-
sion. Therefore, the real losers will be the poor
and defenseless, ones who are completely in-
nocent, and those who lead a hand-to-mouth
existence.”

Mr. Speaker, in closing let me join my col-
leagues in stating my tremendous respect for
His Holiness the Dalai Lama. While | cannot
agree with forcible taxation to pay for gold
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medals, | certainly hope Congress takes the
teaching of His Holiness to heart and begins
to rethink our aggressive, interventionist for-
eign policy.

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

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of our time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the Senate bill, S.
2784.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

EXTENDING THANKS TO DEFENSE
POW/MISSING PERSONNEL OF-
FICE FOR EFFORTS TO ACHIEVE
ACCOUNTING OF ALL AMERI-
CANS UNACCOUNTED FOR AS A
RESULT OF THE VIETNAM WAR

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 444)
extending the thanks of Congress and
the Nation to the Defense POW/Missing
Personnel office, the Joint POW/MIA
Accounting Command of the Depart-
ment of Defense, the Armed Forces
DNA Identification Laboratory, the Air
Force Life Sciences Equipment Labora-
tory, and the military departments and
to the Socialist Republic of Vietnam
for their efforts to achieve the fullest
possible accounting of all Americans
unaccounted for as a result of the Viet-
nam War, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 444

Whereas the Defense POW/Missing Per-
sonnel Office (DPMO), an element of the Of-
fice of the Secretary of Defense, exercises
policy, control and oversight within the De-
partment of Defense of the process of inves-
tigation, analysis, recovery, and fullest pos-
sible accounting of Americans missing as a
result of the Nation’s previous wars and con-
flicts;

Whereas the Joint POW/MIA Accounting
Command (JPAC), located on the island of
Oahu in Hawaii, is charged with the mission
of conducting investigations, analysis, re-
covery, and identifications to achieve the
fullest possible accounting of all Americans
missing as a result of the Nation’s wars and
conflicts;

Whereas the laboratory portion of that
command, referred to as the Central Identi-
fication Laboratory, is the largest forensic
anthropology laboratory in the world;

Whereas the Armed Forces DNA Identifica-
tion Laboratory (AFDIL), located in Rock-
ville, Maryland, is one of the leading labora-
tories in the world for processing degraded
skeletal remains and family references for
mitochondrial DNA;

Whereas the Air Force Life Sciences
Equipment Laboratory (LSEL), located in
San Antonio, Texas, houses the most com-
prehensive technical library and collection
of life sciences equipment used by the Armed
Forces, to include analysts for artifact iden-
tification;
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Whereas National POW/MIA Recognition
Day is one of the six days specified in section
902 of title 36, United States Code, as days on
which the National League of Families POW/
MIA flag is to be flown over specified Federal
facilities and national cemeteries, post of-
fices, and military installations;

Whereas as of September 15, 2006, the re-
mains of 60 Americans unaccounted for from
the Korean War have been recovered, and
these remains have been repatriated, identi-
fied, and returned to their families;

Whereas as of September 15, 2006, the re-
mains of more than 375 Americans unac-
counted for from World War II, the Cold War,
and other conflicts fought by the United
States have been recovered throughout the
world, and these remains have been repatri-
ated, identified, and returned to their fami-
lies;

Whereas the improved access of represent-
atives of the United States to information in
the Socialist Republic of Vietnam, the Lao
People’s Democratic Republic, and the King-
dom of Cambodia has resulted in the recov-
ery and repatriation of the remains of Amer-
icans unaccounted for from the Vietnam
War;

Whereas as of September 15, 2006, 216 Joint
Field Actions have been conducted in Viet-
nam, Laos, and Cambodia, which has re-
sulted in the recovery of the remains of 841
Americans unaccounted for from the Viet-
nam War, and these remains have been repa-
triated, identified, and returned to their
families;

Whereas the United States has a historic
commitment to the recovery of, and the full-
est accounting of, Americans who are miss-
ing as a result of the Nation’s wars and con-
flicts; and

Whereas every member of the TUnited
States Armed Forces who is unaccounted for
as a result of service to the Nation is equally
important, regardless of the time or place of
the war or conflict: Now, therefore, be it

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

(1) recognizes that National POW/MIA Rec-
ognition Day is one of the six days specified
by section 902 of title 36, United States Code,
as days on which the National League of
Families POW/MIA flag is to be flown over
specified Federal facilities and national
cemeteries, military installations, and post
offices;

(2) applauds the personnel of the Defense
POW/Missing Personnel Office, the Joint
POW/MIA Accounting Command of the De-
partment of Defense, the Armed Forces DNA
Identification Laboratory, the Air Force Life
Sciences Equipment Laboratory, and the
military departments for continuing their
mission of achieving the fullest possible ac-
counting of all Americans unaccounted for
as a result of the Nation’s previous wars and
conflicts;

(3) extends its appreciation and the appre-
ciation of the people of the United States to
the personnel of those offices, commands,
and laboratories in the United States, the
Socialist Republic of Vietnam, the Lao Peo-
ple’s Democratic Republic, and the Kingdom
of Cambodia for their efforts to achieve the
fullest possible accounting of all Americans
who remain unaccounted for as a result of
the Vietnam War;

(4) encourages the United States Govern-
ment to use all available means to continue
the mission described in paragraph (2) at cur-
rent or greater levels until the fullest pos-
sible accounting missing Americans is
achieved;

(5) recognizes that the efforts and involve-
ment of POW/MIA families and veterans con-
tribute significantly to the fullest possible
accounting of missing Americans;
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(6) recognizes the assistance of host na-
tions in supporting the efforts of the United
States Government to achieve the fullest
possible accounting of all Americans unac-
counted for as a result of the Nation’s pre-
vious wars and conflicts;

(7) extends its appreciation to Vietnam,
Laos, and Cambodia for continued assistance
and cooperation in the humane recovery, re-
patriation, and identification of the remains
of Americas still unaccounted for from the
Vietnam War; and

(8) encourages all host nations to assist
and cooperate in the humane recovery, repa-
triation, and identification of the remains of
Americans unaccounted for as a result of the
Nation’s previous wars and conflicts.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Connecticut (Mr. SIMMONS) and the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
BUTTERFIELD) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Connecticut.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on the
resolution under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

I am honored to rise in support of H.
Con. Res. 444, recognizing the difficult,
demanding and essential work of the
Defense/POW Missing Personnel Office,
or DPMO, and all the others devoted to
bringing home fallen U.S. servicemem-
bers. DPMO makes sure that none of
our men and women in uniform are for-
gotten or left behind on the field of
battle.

This Friday, we will observe National
POW/MIA Recognition Day, and I am
pleased that passage of this resolution
will send a message of sincere thanks
to all who remain dedicated, vigilant
and loyal to unaccounted for Ameri-
cans.

Although he cannot be here with us
tonight, I would like to recognize my
colleague and fellow Vietnam veteran
Congressman LANE EVANS, who was a
cosponsor of this resolution and a fel-
low member of the House Armed Serv-
ices Committee. My good friend from
Illinois also shares with me co-chair re-
sponsibilities on the United States-
Vietnam Congressional Caucus which
we established several years ago. Con-
gressman EVANS is retiring at the end
of this Congress, and I thank him for
his friendship and for his service. He is
a former marine, and he has been a
great friend to members of all the
branches of service. I say to him to-
night, LANE, Semper Fi.

This resolution tonight is especially
meaningful to Connecticut’s Second
District. In June 1972, CPT Arnold
Holm of Waterford, Connecticut, was
shot down over the central highlands of
Vietnam. Captain Holm and the two
members of his flight crew, PFC Wayne
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Bibbs and SP4 Robin Yeakley, were of-
ficially listed as missing in action.

Numerous searches for the crash site
of their helicopter were unsuccessful,
but the dedicated individuals of the
DPMO did not give up. Just a few
weeks ago, nearly 35 years after the
helicopter was shot down, the field
team in Vietnam appears to have lo-
cated Captain Holm’s crash site. I can-
not tell you what this means to his
wife Margarete Holm and to the fam-
ily. It brings a sense of closure that is
indescribable to anyone who has not
experienced the profound emotions of
personal loss that goes with having a
family member as missing in action.

This resolution gives thanks to all of
those who have worked to bring home
America’s POWs and MIAs. It reaffirms
our commitment to our fellow Ameri-
cans who have earned the right to be
called heroes.

Americans are unique in this regard
because we never leave our own behind.
It is part of our national character
that we do not write off those lost in
defense of our Nation, no matter where
they are, no matter how long they have
been lost.

The U.S. Army Central Identification
Laboratory located in Hawaii has an
important mission. Their task is to
search for, recover and identify the re-
mains of servicemembers, certain civil-
ian personnel and allied personnel un-
accounted for from World War II, the
Korean War, Vietnam War and all
other conflicts. DPMO has brought
home and identified hundreds of pre-
viously unaccounted for servicemem-
bers, which is a costly and dangerous
assignment. Americans, Vietnamese
and others have lost their lives in
search of their lost brothers, but we
continue to support their mission be-
cause their work is a critical element
of who we are.

DPMO’s mission is critical to the
military families who live with ambi-
guity and await closure. By continuing
the search, we honor their service and
their sacrifice.

I have already shared the story of
Captain Holm. I have another. Robert
Dumas lives in Canterbury, Con-
necticut. For more than 50 years, he
has been searching for his brother
Roger, who was a POW in Korea. He
has been to Washington, D.C., more
than 100 times and has met with Mem-
bers of Congress and anyone else who
might be able to help him uncover the
fate of his brother. Bob Dumas prom-
ised his mother on her deathbed that
he would never abandon the effort to
find his brother, and he has kept his
word. That is what this resolution is
all about, keeping our word to those
who have served and to their families.

Men like Roger Dumas, Arnie Holm
and millions of others throughout our
Nation’s history have put their lives on
the line for us. Some of them never re-
turned and the fate of the others re-
mains uncertain, but we owe it to them
and to their families to try to bring
them home.
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The governments of Vietnam and
Laos and Cambodia and other Nations
throughout Southeast Asia also de-
serve our thanks. They have been in-
strumental in the search for missing
U.S. servicemembers. In many cases,
Vietnamese soldiers and officials have
risked and lost their lives in the pur-
suit of American POWs and MIA re-
mains.

When I put my dog tags on over 40
years ago, I noticed that they did not
give any indication of my political af-
filiation, and when you visit the graves
of our heroes at nearby Arlington Cem-
etery you will notice the same thing.
None of the markers identify the sol-
diers’ political affiliations. We do not
wear the uniform of our country as
members of a political party but as
Americans. We do not continue to
search for our missing servicemen and
women as members of a political party
but as Americans.

We will continue to support the ef-
forts of the DPMO all around the world
because these efforts are important. We
will never give up the work, the hope
or the commitment, and I ask all of my
colleagues to join in support of this im-
portant resolution.

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

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I rise in support of H. Con. Res. 444
and thank my friend Mr. SIMMONS from
Connecticut for bringing this resolu-
tion forward this evening.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution is an ex-
pression of appreciation of the Con-
gress and the Nation to the personnel
of the Department of Defense organiza-
tions and military departments who
are engaged in the mission to achieve
the fullest possible accounting for all
unaccounted servicemembers in past
and current conflicts.

It also recognizes the POW/MIA fami-
lies and the veterans for their support
and foreign Nations that have assisted
in these endeavors, and so I am pleased
to join my friend from Connecticut in
support of this measure, and I thank
him for bringing it forward.

Mr. Speaker, on the third Friday of
each September our Nation pays trib-
ute to our prisoners of war and those
still missing in action during National
POW/MIA Recognition Day. On Sep-
tember 15, we will honor America’s
POWs and all those who have worked
and continue the effort to leave no
servicemember behind.
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There are thousands of people that
support these efforts, from teams on
the ground who conduct investigations,
analysis and recovery, to those within
the Department of Defense Mission
Personnel Office, who are responsible
for developing the policies and the con-
trols and oversight. Each and every
day these dedicated individuals are
working to bring home our missing
sons and daughters who have served
their Nation in uniform.
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The joint POW/MIA Accounting Com-
mand in Hawaii oversees these mis-
sions. The Central Identification Lab-
oratory is the largest forensic anthro-
pology laboratory in the world. The
Armed Forces DNA Identification Lab-
oratory in Maryland is one of the lead-
ing laboratories in the world that han-
dles degraded skeletal remains to de-
termine DNA results, and the Air
Force Life Sciences Equipment Labora-
tory in Texas is home to the most com-
prehensive technical library and collec-
tion of life sciences equipment used by
the Armed Forces.

But all of our efforts would be for
naught, Mr. Speaker, if we did not have
the support and cooperation of other
nations, such as the Laos People’s
Democratic Republic, the Socialist Re-
public of Vietnam, and the Kingdom of
Cambodia, in helping us achieve the
fullest possible accounting of all Amer-
icans who remain unaccounted from
past and current conflicts.

However, even with the state-of-the-
art laboratories and highly trained per-
sonnel and the support of foreign na-
tions, we could not be successful as we
have been without the support of the
families. Yes, the families and the
loved ones of those missing in action
and those who were captured and re-
turned home. The support of these fam-
ilies and that of our POWs has been im-
measurable. We would not be here
today in support of National POW/MIA
Recognition Day without their encour-
agement and without their advocacy.

On Friday, National POW/MIA Rec-
ognition Day will be one of the six days
specified by law that the National
League of Families POW/MIA flag is re-
quired to be flown over certain Federal
buildings, over certain national ceme-
teries, military installations, and post
offices. The flag will fly as a reminder
for all Americans to remember those
who remain missing in action and
those who were captured and have re-
turned home.

And so, Mr. Speaker, let us also take
this special moment to recognize those
of the current conflict, the current
conflict who remain missing: SGT
Keith “Matt”’ Maupin, United States
Army Reserves, and MAJ Jill Metzger,
United States Air Force. Our thoughts
and our prayers are with them and
with their families and the families of
those whose loved ones remain missing
from previous conflicts.

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

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I would
simply like to close by thanking my
colleague, the gentleman from North
Carolina, who serves with great dis-
tinction on the House Armed Services
Committee, serves our country in a bi-
partisan fashion, for his contribution
and his cooperation on this resolution
here tonight.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, on June 29,
2006, my colleague, Mr. SIMMONS, and | intro-
duced H. Con. Res. 444, extending the thanks
of Congress and the Nation to the Defense
POW/Missing Personnel Office, the Joint
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POW/MIA Accounting Command of the De-
partment of Defense, the Armed Forces DNA
Identification Laboratory, the Air Force Life
Sciences Equipment Laboratory, and the mili-
tary departments and to the Socialist Republic
of Vietnam for their efforts to achieve the full-
est possible accounting of all Americans unac-
counted for as a result of the Nation’s pre-
vious wars and conflicts. | am honored to
stand before you today in support of this reso-
lution.

On Friday we will celebrate National POW/
MIA Recognition Day. As a Vietnam-era vet-
eran | am deeply touched by the opportunity
to discuss this resolution on the floor so close
to this important day of recognition. It is dif-
ficult for me to understand that over 30 years
after the end of hostilities in Vietnam, 1,802
Americans are still unaccounted for in South-
east Asia. It is only through the hard work and
cooperation of the people, officials and gov-
ernments of Vietnam and the United States
that the remains of 604 Americans have been
identified and returned to the United States.
They are the heroes who are helping to bring
closure and peace to so many American fami-
lies.

| urge all my colleagues to vote in support
of this long overdue recognition and send a
heartfelt message to all the individuals in-
volved in the identification and recovery efforts
that a thankful Nation values and appreciates
the work they do.

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

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Likewise, 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 Connecticut (Mr.
SIMMONS) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 444, as amended.

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

The title of the concurrent resolution
was amended so as to read: ‘‘Concur-
rent resolution extending the apprecia-
tion of Congress and the Nation to the
Department of Defense organizations,
military departments, and personnel
engaged in the mission to achieve the
fullest possible accounting for all
Americans unaccounted for as a result
of the Nation’s wars, to the POW/MIA
families and veterans who support the
mission, and to foreign nations that as-
sist in the mission.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.
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(Mr. POE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

———

NARCOTICS PROBLEM IN
AFGHANISTAN

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to claim Mr. POE’s
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Indiana
is recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

IN MEMORY OF TOM JEHL

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, my sub-
ject for tonight is on Afghanistan and
the narcotics problem, but before I ad-
dress that, I would like to insert into
the RECORD an excellent newspaper ar-
ticle about Tom Jehl, who died Tues-
day in Fort Wayne.

He had this tremendous love for the
University of St. Francis and Fort
Wayne football team, and that love and
this story is about how it kept him
alive in the drive for the national
championship, and how this year it is
the inspiration for that team.

This is in NAIA, not Notre Dame’s di-
vision. They will be the national
champ in that division, but the Univer-
sity of St. Francis has been in the
championship for the last few years,
and Tom Jehl was their biggest cheer-
leader, and he is going to be sorely
missed in Fort Wayne, and I hope it in-
spires the team, the Cougars, to go all
the way this year.

[From the Fort Wayne News—Sentinel, Sept.
13, 2006]

In January 2005, Fort Wayne businessman
and Lifetime Sports Academy co-founder
Tom Jehl was diagnosed with aggressive
strains of carcinoma and sarcoma cancers. A
few weeks later, doctors at the Mayo Clinic
told Jehl he had six months to live.

Jehl died Tuesday at age 76. This story is
how he turned that prediction into 21 months
with the help of some young friends.

When Jehl was informed of his diagnosis,
one of the first people he called was Univer-
sity of Saint Francis Football coach Kevin
Donley. The pair had met eight years earlier
while waiting to participate in an hour-long
radio sports show.

“I didn’t know anything about Lifetime
Sports Academy and Tom Jehl,” Donley
said, ‘“‘and he didn’t know anything about me
and thought I was a fool to start a football
team at Saint Francis. I thought, ‘This guy’s
getting a half-hour of my deal,” and he’s
thinking, ‘I’'m getting a half-hour of his deal
and they’ll never play a game.’”’

Almost, but not quite.

“I was trying not to listen to him,” Jehl
said a few weeks ago, laughing. ‘“‘Out of the
comer of my ear I hear him say ‘We intend
to win a national championship,” and I was
like, Oh, brother, are we bringing a caseload
to Fort Wayne! And he’s on before me?’ >’

A former Central Catholic quarterback,
class of 1948, Jehl’s first love was football. He
played his college ball at Loras College in
Dubuque, Iowa, before joining the Air Force,
and it had always been his dream that Fort
Wayne high school players would have a
closer option. A few weeks after their meet-
ing, Jehl walked into Donley’s office and
asked how he could help.

Over the next few years, Jehl helped the
school name the football stadium after
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Bishop John M. D’Arcy and then was the
major contributor to get artificial turf for
the stadium.

“I don’t think we’d be where we are with
our football program without him,”” Donley
said. ‘‘He’s been such a mentor to me and a
friend to me and has helped me in this com-
munity to know what the heck to do. He
turned out to be one of the best friends I
have in life.”

In April 2005, Donley and Saint Francis
President Sister M. Elise Kriss asked Jehl to
attend a healing prayer Mass at Trinity Hall.
When Jehl and his wife, Marg, arrived early,
Kriss said Donley wanted them to stop by a
spring football practice.

As Jehl approached the field, Donley dis-
missed the players. The Jehls and Kriss
walked to the front of the building where the
team was waiting, pointing up to ‘“Tom Jehl
Football Complex’ posted on the side of the
building.

“I had no clue,” Jehl said. ‘I never heard
a cheer so loud in all my life. Then I
thought, ‘What the heck am I going to
say?”’

Afterward Donley made a few remarks,
talking about how the players had been
praying for Jehl every day and were dedi-
cating the season to him.

Jehl remembered making a few comments,
mostly saying the right things, including
telling the players maybe he could make it
to the first game in September.

“Mr. Jehl, the final game is Dec. 15, and
you aren’t getting off the hook until then,”’
linebacker Brian Kurtz said. ‘“You’re going
to be around here until Dec. 15, and we’re
going to win it all for you.”

The players presented Jehl with a silver
ring from their runner-up finish in 2004 and
told him the goal was to get him a gold one
the next season. Jehl said he’d try. After all,
the Cougars had lost the title in the final
seconds and would be favored to return to
the championship game.

“I kind of got revved up a little bit, and I
had been pretty negative about the whole fu-
ture of my health,” Jehl said. ‘I wasn’t
doing myself any good walking around and
talking about my time period and such.
About a week after the Mass, I began to
change completely. I figured they went to all
that trouble, so who was I to walk around
with such a negative attitude?”’

The doctors’ prognosis never wavered, but
Jehl kept fighting with natural herbs, pray-
ers and encouragement.

Inhaling energy from the children at Life-
time Sports Academy, he made it through
the summer as the Cougars prepared for an-
other title try. With Jehl watching every
game from the sidelines, the Cougars kept
rolling.

“It was like living in one of the most unbe-
lievable stories of all time, and I felt it all
the way,” Jehl said. ‘“They knew I was there,
and I knew they were there. They put their
heart into it, and many said they’d be pray-
ing for me every day.”

The Cougars again reached the national
title game. Jehl flew to the game with
friends and gave a pre-game prayer, saying
“Let’s finish the job,” at the end.

This time the score wasn’t so close. Carroll
College won 27-10.

After the game, Jehl didn’t say anything
to the players, just climbed on the plane for
the ride home. He knew there was nothing he
could say.

“The other team was more ready for us,”
he said. ‘It was a good fight, and a couple of
plays turned things around. They came that
close. I think that if they had won that
game, I'd have been cured right there.”

But the cancer was spreading, and Jehl
spent more time than ever this summer at
Lifetime Sports Academy, talking with
coaches and enjoying the kids.
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Though he was unable to go to the Cou-
gars’ season-opening game in Iowa last Sat-
urday, he attended the Saint Francis pre-
season scrimmage two weeks ago, 15 months
past his original diagnosis.

NARCOTICS PROBLEM IN AFGHANISTAN

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, the
temptation in Afghanistan right now is
to say, I told you so. I have been trying
not to jump up and down and say, I
told you so, but I can’t resist doing it
at least once: I told you so.

In the narcotics committee, we have
been raising for years, since we went
into Afghanistan, that the heroin prob-
lem was going to lead to a rerise of the
Taliban. It was inevitable. Now, there
are broad strategies in Afghanistan
that are very complex. Afghanistan has
never really been governed as a nation.
It has always been much more tribal
even than what now people are becom-
ing familiar with between the Kurds
the Shia and the Sunni in Iraq.

And for those who say in Iraq we
should have allowed the Baaths into
the government, we should have let
more territorial control, well, we did
that in Afghanistan. So we tried both
ways. In Afghanistan, President
Karzai, a good man, a dedicated man
who has understood the battle, has
tried to work with the tribal leaders in
the region. But in those regions, in the
absence of a workable economy at this
point, they went from a somewhat
large narcotics country to the domi-
nant heroin country in the world.

Let me give you some idea of that
scale. Under the Taliban, they had pro-
duced, let’s take this on an equivalency
because I can’t remember the numbers
off the top of my head, but let’s say 20
million hectare, or 100,000 hectares and
20 million tons of whatever the quan-
tity of heroin is. A number of 20. Then
they went down to zero. When the gov-
ernment changed in Afghanistan, ini-
tially there wasn’t a growth in heroin,
but it went up by a factor of three
times. Then it went up again by a fac-
tor of four times what it was under the
Taliban, an equivalent of 60, then an
equivalent of 80 if you use a 20 base
number.

Now, supposedly, this was getting
stabilized. But again this year, the
UNDCP, the narcotics office of the De-
partment of the U.N., is saying that it
rose 59 percent again. Now, 59 percent
is an extraordinary number, but over a
base that is four times the previous
world record and now it is up 59 per-
cent again, what you see is that what
used to be the grain and bread basket
of the world, down around Kandahar
and the Helmand Province, is now her-
oin as far as the eye can see.

Afghanistan has not always been the
heroin center of the world. They have
always had some heroin, but they had
it up and down over the years. Since we
have moved in there, because the De-
partment of Defense, and particularly
the British, who had charge of this,
have neglected to do the spray oper-
ations, have neglected to go after this,
they now have a problem that is nearly
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insurmountable, and now it has spread
to the Taliban.

Congressman HOEKSTRA as well as
Congressman SHADEGG and Congress-
man RUPPERSBERGER and I were what
may be the only delegation that will
ever get into Helmand. With the battle
between the State Department and the
Defense Department, finally the State
Department did let us get on the
ground. We got down to Helmand. I
have been to Colombia 12 times. I have
been in Afghanistan before. But when
we got down in the Kandahar-Helmand
region, we got up in a Black Hawk and
went for 45 minutes, and as far as the
eye could see there was heroin, with
poppies coming out.

And when you see the immensity of
the heroin problem, that is going to
move in to all the nations around it,
spread from Afghanistan into the other
stans, Uzbekistan and Kazihkstan, and
move on into Turkey and into Europe.
It is going to corrupt. It is not like Co-
lombia, where you had the Medellin
cartel and the Cali cartel. Here you
don’t have that same type of one domi-
nant country moving through. The Af-
ghans don’t manage the heroin all the
way through. It is going to corrupt the
entire eastern side of Europe and move
into Asia.

On top of that, it is corrupting the
government inside. And every time I
have gone to Afghanistan, I have asked
the same question. They say, well,
these guys have really sophisticated
weapons. They are getting IEDs similar
to what we see in Iraq. They are get-
ting new rocket launchers that can
take our airplanes out. What do you
think they are buying them with? Do
you think they are making Dell Com-
puters in Afghanistan? Do you think
they are making plastic parts for the
auto industry in Afghanistan? No, they
are buying them with heroin.

And we have been asleep. The British
have been asleep, NATO’s been asleep,
and the U.N.’s been asleep while the
heroin is on the ground growing in
massive quantities and now funding
the killing of troops from my district.
Men and women from my district are
being shot at with heroin money be-
cause of the addiction around the world
and because our governments wouldn’t
act.

Now, there are some things we can
do. First off, we need the Department
of Defense and our Federal agencies,
and particularly the British, who are
extremely frustrating in this process,
and the NATO people that are taking
over to start to recognize that nar-
cotics is the core funding of terrorism
in Afghanistan. They have no other in-
come.

Secondly, we need back the Schumer
amendment in the DOD appropriations
bill that put $700 million towards the
drug problem in Afghanistan. And I am
not always a big ally of Senator SCHU-
MER, but we need to back his amend-
ment here. He is right. We need a uni-
fied campaign like in Colombia, where
drugs and terror are treated the same
way.
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This is an inseparable problem, and
we better get it now or we will never
get Afghanistan back.

THE PROBLEM

Counter-narcotics efforts in Afghanistan are
failing. A recent report by the United Nations
Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC) indi-
cated that opium cultivation rose 59% in the
past year. . . . from 104,000 to 165,000 hec-
tares.

Afghanistan is producing 92% of the world’s
opiates including heroin and this total actually
exceeds global consumption by an astounding
30%.

The problem is particularly acute in the
southern provinces and most notably in
Helmand. If one considered Helmand an inde-
pendent nation, it would be the world’s second
largest opium producer following the rest of
Afghanistan.

Afghanistan’s central government has been
unable to exert enough influence to stem the
rising opium tide and this has fueled rampant
corruption at the provincial level.

WHY IT’S IMPORTANT

This rise in opium production coincides with
a resurgence of Taliban inspired violence es-
pecially prevalent in Afghanistan’s southern
provinces. The drug profits, totaling at least a
third of Afghanistan’s GDP, are fueling a
deadly insurgency that has reached unprece-
dented levels since we toppled the Taliban re-
gime in 2001. American and allied soldiers are
fighting and dying every day because of this il-
licit relationship.

In a larger sense, the Taliban’s resurrection
is threatening Afghanistan’s emerging democ-
racy and restricting the growth of legitimate
trade and commerce. It's no coincidence that
the largest increases in opium production oc-
curred in the areas where the central govern-
ment is weak and the Taliban is strong.

At the provincial level, there is widespread
corruption between government officials,
narco-traffickers, tribal leaders and Taliban in-
surgents. The Taliban is encouraging farmers
to grow poppy while providing protection for
narcotics shipments through Afghanistan. This
symbiotic relationship is destroying the fabric
of Afghan democracy and threatening to re-
verse all of the nation’s progress since 2001.

Afghanistan’s drug based economy is desta-
bilizing the entire region and providing the fi-
nancial means for a return of radical Islamic
fundamentalism to this fledgling democracy.

THE WAY FORWARD

The Department of Defense (DOD) and
other federal agencies need to accept that
narcotics smuggling in Afghanistan is fueling
the Taliban-led insurgency. Defeating the
Taliban is impossible without simultaneously
addressing the drug problem so the DOD
must play a greater role in non-eradication ef-
forts.

On September 7th, the Schumer amend-
ment was inserted into the DOD appropria-
tions bill for $700 million towards the drug
problem in Afghanistan. At conference, | rec-
ommend mandating this funding to jump-start
a new, counter-narcotics policy in Afghanistan.

Since narcotics and terrorist operatives
function in a mutually beneficial and symbiotic
fashion, our national policy must shift toward a
“Unified Campaign” against drugs and terror
similar to the initiative in Colombia which has
yielded significant results. Our national policy
should not focus solely on eradication. In-
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stead, the DOD must be mandated to support
other federal/international agencies in pursuit
of narcotics traffickers as well as terrorist or-
ganizations. More specifically:

Purchase or lease adequate DEA helicopter
lift and support gun ships to support enforce-
ment actions against drug kingpins (also
known as High Valued Targets or HVTs) or
heroin labs.

Utilize the State Department’s ten Huey ||
helicopters, currently being used for eradi-
cation, to support DEA law enforcement oper-
ations.

Purchase an adequate number of counter-
narcotic canines to support all drug enforce-
ment operations including airport security/
cargo inspection and road check-points.

Provide $18.5 million for the DEA to create
human-intelligence networks.

The successful counter-narcotics lessons
from Colombia are also clear. Upon the U.S.
Congress’ request, the Colombian National
Police visited Afghanistan in July 2006 and
made several recommendations to curb the
narcotics problem. The Colombian police are
experts at dealing with the terrorism and drug
nexus so we should give great weight to their
recommendations. They encouraged the Af-
ghan police to develop their investigative and
intelligence collection techniques to exploit
human informants in order to take-down drug
kingpins as well as to trace and eliminate the
trafficking networks. In addition, the Afghan
police needs to learn how to develop legal
cases in order prosecute major drug kingpins.

A key mechanism of the DOD’s efforts is
the use of the Central Transfer Account
(CTA). This account was developed to pre-
serve the integrity of the Department’s
counter-narcotics efforts and should remain
firewalled from other uses. A recent reorga-
nization proposal within DOD to expand the
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense
(DASD) for Counter-Narcotics responsibilities
to also include counter-proliferation and other
unspecified “global threats”, derails the sin-
gular focus of the CTA. If the CTA’s resources
are combined with other responsibilities, such
as the Nunn-Lugar program which focuses on
dismantling Soviet-era nuclear warheads, the
DOD'’s counter-narcotics mission would be se-
riously distracted if not compromised. Counter-
proliferation and counter-narcotics are distinct
activities and the DOD should not combine
both functions under one office.

Finally, provincial corruption is the lubrica-
tion which keeps the narcotics engine running
in Afghanistan. The potential profits from nar-
cotics trafficking are a compelling temptation
to many officials in this poverty stricken nation.
Unless the Afghanistan government, with the
support of the international community, can
root out corruption at all levels and success-
fully prosecute those who violate their own
laws, we’ll struggle to gain any ground.

CONCLUSION

Narcotics smuggling is feeding the terrorist
insurgency in Afghanistan. The two activities
are inextricably linked and must be combated
in a unified fashion.

We must succeed in Afghanistan. The main-
tenance of a stable and democratic Afghani-
stan is pivotal for regional and global security.

—

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

(Mr. MCcCDERMOTT 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 North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

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

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

———

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

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

———

TRIBUTE TO FRANK WALKER

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

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
House Resources Subcommittee of National
Parks, | have had the privilege to visit many
of our Nation’s National Parks. From my own
personal experiences, | have come to love the
beauty of these parks and am grateful for the
recreational opportunities they have to offer.
Over 100 years ago, our predecessors dis-
played historic vision and took a bold step for-
ward in a quest for protecting our Nation’s nat-
ural wonders.

On March 1, 1872, Congress established
the Yellowstone National Park, our Nation’s
first and still one of our most beautiful and
pristine national parks. President Theodore
Roosevelt strengthened our Nation’s con-
servation system through the Antiquities Act of
1906, creating 18 national monuments by the
end of his presidency, including the beautiful
cliffs of Mesa Verde National Park in south-
western Colorado, Arizona’s Petrified Forest,
and our own natural wonder, the Grand Can-
yon. These monuments laid the groundwork
for our current park system, a vision com-
pleted in 1916 as President Woodrow Wilson
established the National Park Service.

There are thousands of individuals in the
National Park Service as well as volunteers
like Friends of our Parks, who dedicate their
talent and lives to our National Parks. Without
all of their hard work and dedication, our Na-
tional Parks could not retain their immaculate
beauty, nor could they continue to provide crit-
ical habitat for our nation’s world-renowned
wildlife. It is because of the work of these indi-
viduals that I, as well as my children and my
grandchildren, will be able to enjoy the Park
System. Today, there are 390 National Parks
throughout America, with at least one in nearly
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every state and U.S. territory. These parks at-
tract over 280 million visitors every year, for
their beauty and their recreational opportuni-
ties. These figures far exceed any expecta-
tions that Presidents Roosevelt and Wilson
may have had. Our National Park System is
truly a triumph of American vision and commit-
ment to responsible stewardship of our unpar-
alleled natural heritage.

| rise today to not only emphasize the im-
portance of our National Parks, but also to
honor those who work to protect these invalu-
able resources. | would like to especially com-
mend Frank Walker, who | recently met while
on my family vacation to Yellowstone National
Park in early August. Frank has dedicated
over 39 years of his life to protecting our Na-
tion’s historical National Parks.

An avid outdoorsman and wildlife lover,
Frank studied biology at the New Mexico State
University. He then embarked on his career
and years of service as a seasonal ranger at
Yellowstone National Park in 1967, and he re-
ceived his first permanent position in 1970,
serving as a park technician at the White
Sands National Monument in New Mexico. His
success and dedication continually earned him
challenging and rewarding positions all over
the country. Frank has worked at the Jefferson
National Expansion Memorial in Missouri, the
Gulf Islands National Seashore in Mississippi,
the Fort Clatsop National Memorial in Oregon,
the Nez Perce National Historical Park in
Idaho, and the Saguaro National Park in Ari-
zona. After working for over two decades out-
side the prestigious Yellowstone National
Park, Frank returned to Yellowstone in June
2001 as the Acting Superintendent, and he
was promoted to his current position of Deputy
Superintendent in February of 2002.

Frank has rightfully received numerous
awards for his hard work and dedication to
protecting our Nation’s resources. These
awards include the Interior Meritorious Service
Award, the General Council Award from the
Nez Perce Tribe, the Vail Partnership Award,
the Western Region-Superintendent’s Award
for Cultural Resources Stewardship, and in
1985 the Southwest Region’s Freeman Tilden
Award.

Just as these awards have done, | want to
honor Frank here today. | wish to congratulate
him on his retirement and thank him for his
life’s dedication to our Nation’s parks. It is be-
cause of his work, and the work of his col-
leagues, that America’s resources will be en-
joyed by future generations. | wish Frank and
his wife, Judy, his two sons, Mark and Phillip,
and his daughter, Kathy, all the luck and well-
being in the future, and it is my hope that his
work will inspire others to continue to protect
our National Parks and other natural re-
sources.

——

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

(Mr. LEWIS of Georgia 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 Virginia (Mr. FORBES) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. FORBES addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SHERMAN 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 Texas (Mr. BARTON) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BARTON of Texas 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 Tennessee (Mr. WAMP) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

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

———

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

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

——
9/11 TRAGEDIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of
the majority leader.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, we have seen these
past few days events to remember the
tragic incidents of September 11. And,
frankly, when we were reliving that
tragic day, among the many things
that crossed my mind was the realiza-
tion that thousands of Americans died.
Thousands of Americans died in their
place of work for the simple sin, their
only crime being that they were free
people who live in a free country. They
were people who love freedom, and
their only crime was that that morn-
ing, like every other morning, they
went to work so that they could help
their family, they could feed their chil-
dren, they could pay their bills, and
they could continue to live and prosper
in freedom.

0 2100

Mr. Speaker, 9/11 was not the only at-
tack against America. It was the larg-
est attack, the terrorists’ most suc-
cessful attack against America, but by
no means was it the only attack or the
first attack against America.

The problem, Mr. Speaker, however,
was that America did not realize until
that horrendous wake-up call of 9/11
that there were a number of radicals
around this world who had already for
a generation declared war. They had
declared war against the United States
and our allies for the simple reason
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that we live in freedom, that we cher-
ish freedom, that women can work and
live in freedom and have equal rights
to men. For those reasons, there is a
group of people who declared war
against the United States. Not only did
they declare it verbally, as they did,
but they did so in actions. And again,
we just didn’t wake up to that realiza-
tion.

When President Jimmy Carter with-
drew the United States’ support from
the Shah of Iran, in essence facilitating
and allowing the Ayatollah Khomeini
to take power in Iran, he didn’t realize
the type of enemy we were dealing
with.

More recently, in February of 1993
when the first bombing of the World
Trade Center took place Kkilling six
people, the United States didn’t realize
who the enemy was, and we didn’t fight
back. But the killers persisted in try-
ing to kill Americans.

In October of 1993, in Somalia 18 val-
uable, decent brave American soldiers
were killed. Osama bin Laden later per-
sonally claimed credit for organizing
the Somalia fighters. We didn’t fight.
On the contrary, we withdrew imme-
diately from Somalia. I will quote what
bin Laden said about our withdrawal.
He said, ‘‘America exited, dragging its
tail in failure, defeat and ruin. Caring
for nothing, America left faster than
anyone expected.” Again, we didn’t
fight.

In June 1996, a truck bombing in the
Khobar Towers barracks in Saudi Ara-
bia, killing 19 Americans and we did
nothing. We did not fight back. But the
killers were not content. They Kkept
trying to kill Americans.

And then in August 1998, the bombing
of the U.S. embassies in Tanzania and
Kenya where 224 people were killed, in-
cluding many Americans, we didn’t
fight back. We did nothing.

In December 1999, the plot to bomb
the Millennium celebrations in Seattle
that was foiled when custom agents ar-
rested an Algerian person smuggling
explosives into the United States. The
killers continued to persist, and we
were not fighting back.

And then of course the tragic bomb-
ing of the USS Cole in the port of
Yemen where U.S. 17 sailors were
killed, and we did not fight back. But
the killers were not satisfied and they
continued to persist.

And then of course we got the big
wake-up call, September 11, 2001, the
destruction of the World Trade Center,
the attack on the Pentagon where a
total of 2,992 Americans were murdered
on that horrendous day. Finally, Amer-
ica woke up to the realization that
there had been a war declared on our
country and our way of life and it was
time that we fought back, that we
started bringing justice to those ter-
rorists wherever they may be so we
would not have to fight them here on
our streets, so we would not have to
deal with another September 11 or an-
other World Trade Center explosion
like the first time or another attempt
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on the celebrations like those in Se-
attle.

America started fighting back finally
because we found out that these killers
are not going to stop if we don’t fight
because that is what we always did. We
didn’t fight back. In many cases we
withdrew. Did that appease them? No.
It emboldened them, like bin Laden
said.

After that then, after September 11,
this President and this Congress de-
cided to fight back and decided to re-
move the Taliban from power. Our
brave men and women in uniform have
done an incredible job under the most
difficult circumstances and removed
the Taliban and that which was a state
sponsor of terrorism is no longer a
state sponsor of terrorism, and there is
a struggling democracy that is gaining
ground and taking root in that land
where al Qaeda used that land to plan
the horrible events of 9/11.

Also on a bipartisan vote of this
House and the Senate there was a vote
to basically remove a state sponsor of
terrorism and a threat that was Sad-
dam Hussein. Let me read a quote from
December 16, 1998 about why Saddam
Hussein was dangerous and what the
bipartisan attitude here in Congress
was. ‘‘The hard fact is that as long as
Saddam remains in power he threatens
the well-being of his people, the peace
of his region, and the security of the
world. The best way to end that threat
once and for all is with a new Iraqi gov-
ernment, a government ready to live in
peace with its neighbors, a government
that respects the rights of its people.”

That was not President Bush that I
quoted, that was President Bill Clinton
that I quoted when he mentioned the
only way was to remove Saddam Hus-
sein.

Let me read another quote on how
Congress and the country was united
against international terrorism. ‘‘Sad-
dam Hussein in effect has thumbed his
nose at the world community, and I
think the President is approaching this
in the right fashion.”” That is Senator
REID, the now-minority leader in the
Senate.

Let me give another quote about how
the country felt in a bipartisan, uni-
fied, united front against international
terrorism and against that state spon-
sor of terrorism that was Saddam Hus-
sein. “I can support the President. I
can support an action against Saddam
Hussein because I think it is in the
long-term interest of our national se-
curity.” That is a quote from NBC
Meet the Press, Senator HILLARY CLIN-
TON. There was bipartisan support be-
cause there was a realization that Sad-
dam Hussein was so dangerous.

One last quote, Mr. Speaker. This is
I think a very powerful quote. ‘It
would be unrealistic, if not downright
foolish, to believe we can claim victory
on the war on terrorism and a more se-
cure world if Saddam Hussein is still in
power 5 years from now.”” That sounds
like I plagiarized President Bush; but
no, that was by Senator JOE BIDEN in
February of 2002.
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Again, as Senator JOE BIDEN said,
and I think it is worthwhile reading
that quote again. He mentions that we
cannot claim victory, in his words, he
says, ‘‘the war on terrorism and a more
secure world if Saddam Hussein is still
in power.” JOE BIDEN understood that
Saddam Hussein, a state sponsor of ter-
rorism, the leader of that terrorism,
had to go for our national security and
for the fight, as he said, against inter-
national terrorism.

It saddens me to see now how the
very same people who I just read their
quotes who were so united, who so sup-
ported this country’s efforts in the
fight against terrorism, including in
the fight against Saddam Hussein, rec-
ognizing that he was a major state
sponsor of terrorism, where Senator
BIDEN says we cannot win or claim vic-
tory. And I will quote him again. ‘It is
unrealistic, if not downright foolish, to
believe that we can claim victory on
the war on terrorism and a more secure
world if Saddam Hussein is still in
power.”’

Yes, that was the consensus. So what
happened? I keep hearing now the
country is divided. But the President
has not changed his tune. The Presi-
dent agrees with what these fine Mem-
bers of Congress from the other party
said and believed and were sure of be-
cause they were right then. The United
States is the source of good for the en-
tire world. For all of the oppressed peo-
ple, we are the source of good and the
source of light, the beacon of light for
the entire world.

When you had a regime like the
Taliban or a regime like Saddam Hus-
sein, it was a threat to our national se-
curity, as Senator CLINTON said and as
Senator BIDEN said and as Senator
REID said. But all of a sudden, when
things get a little bit more difficult,
then all of a sudden, oh, everything
they said, everything they believed in,
year after year, is thrown out the win-
dow because it is election season, be-
cause it is an election year.

The reality, Mr. Speaker, is that we
are at war. The reality is that we have
people, men and women in uniform, in
harm’s way doing an incredible job.
The reality is we are winning the war
against terrorism, against these evil
thugs who murder, have murdered and
would like to continue murdering
Americans if they could.

I would like to talk about some of
the many accomplishments, which is
why we have not had another attack on
U.S. soil despite the attempts of the
terrorists because of what this Con-
gress did under the leadership, the Re-
publican leadership and the leadership
of the President.

But before I go into more detail, I
would like to yield to a man who is a
leader on the fight for human rights
anywhere around the world where
human rights are violated, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. WAMP). It
is a privilege to have you here, sir.

Mr. WAMP. I thank the gentleman
for yielding, especially given the rela-
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tionship I have with he and his brother
because I am the middle of three sons.
I have brothers on both sides of my
life, and I know the bond between
brothers and it is a privilege to serve
with you and your brother and to fight
the good fight with you.

Before I begin talking about the
threats we face, the vulnerabilities
that we have, and frankly the courage
of the men and women in uniform that
stand in harm’s way on behalf of a very
grateful Nation, let me first honor the
sacrifices of September 11.

I was here with the leadership on the
steps Monday night when a bipartisan
group of Members of the House and
Senate came together with extraor-
dinary unity again to honor what hap-
pened because one of the great things I
came away with on September 11 and
that whole experience is that love over-
comes fear, and really the only more
powerful thing in the world than fear is
love. Our country came together in a
remarkable way. I feel even the great-
est generation, which set the standard
for sacrifice and courage in our coun-
try, was impressed with the bravery
and the willingness to lay their life
down of all of the first responders that
entered burning buildings following the
scriptural call that says, ‘“‘No greater
love hath any man than to lay down
his life for a friend,” and in this case
lay down their life for people they
never knew or would know.

We saw extraordinary heroism in the
wake of September 11. That is what the
character of this great Nation is all
about. Just like in our own personal
life, we gain our character out of these
struggles. And boy, this has been a
struggle. But I just want to pay tribute
to all of those first responders. It
seems that we still don’t fully appre-
ciate the heroism of men and women in
uniform. It is not just soldiers, sailors,
airmen and Marines, it is those first re-
sponders at the local level that have
now stepped up in an amazing way, and
so we pay tribute to that as we begin.

But I came last week on Wednesday
night and talked about the threats and
specifically jihadism, which is really
the great threat. As I was preparing
some notes to come over tonight, I saw
a scroll on Fox News that today the
Pope spoke out and condemned fanati-
cism in the Islamic world and said we
must be careful of this call for a holy
war. I don’t want to paraphrase the
Pope, but I am really grateful to see
that because I asked the question when
we are looking at jihadism, or what
they call in other countries the
Islamists, which are the radicals in
Islam that promote jihadism, waging
war against anyone who doesn’t believe
as they believe, my question for all of
the religious leaders in Islam is: Where
are the mullahs?
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Where are they in condemning sui-
cide bombers and condemning this kind

of violence and condemning this full-
scale assault on people and nations



H6516

that do not agree with them on their
world view? That is the enemy,
jihadism.

Last week I talked about how it is
spreading like wildfire through Great
Britain and Europe. A book -called
“Londonistan,” talking about how
jihadism has spread in London and
Great Britain, calling even members of
the Parliament like George Galloway
by name in the book, and then his
name surfaces in the conversation of
the 24 hijackers who were apprehended
just a month ago; talking about a book
called ‘“While Europe Slept’ about
other European countries that have, in
the name of tolerance, just almost ig-
nored the incredible rise of jihadism
throughout Europe, and how this is a
rampant problem.

Today I wanted to bring some more
information to the floor from other
writers that I have come across that I
think is helpful.

The American Enterprise Institute,
which is not exactly a conservative
bastion or defender of this administra-
tion, one of their top analysts writes
this, and I think it is instructive.
Hamas and Hezbollah see themselves as
part of a global movement of jihad.
Hamas is, in fact, the Palestinian arm
of the Muslim Brotherhood, founded in
Egypt, with affiliates across the Mus-
lim world. Although the Muslim Broth-
erhood in Egypt renounced violence in
order to survive fierce government re-
pression, it supports violence and ter-
rorism in other places. Hezbollah was
founded by Iran. These groups take
pride in being the brothers and com-
rades-in-arms of the terrorists who at-
tacked New York, Washington, Lon-
don, Madrid, Bombay, Bali; and they
celebrated when those atrocities hap-
pened.

As they also say, quite openly, they
are aiming to establish a new caliphate
that would create what they view as
the golden age of Islam, and they want
this caliphate to rule over all the lands
of the Muslim empires of the past, from
Morocco in Spain to the west, to the
Philippines in the east, taking in the
southern half of Europe, the northern
half of Africa and most of Asia.

Now, as I said last week, we inter-
cepted a letter between Zargawi and
Zawahiri before we killed Zarqawi. In
that letter, it says exactly this, use the
infidels’, us, presence in the Middle
East, to expand the caliphate, revive
the caliphate, and they said in the let-
ter, from Morocco to Indonesia, this
same extraordinarily large territory,
which they considered their rule, their
empire.

So, if anyone is naive enough to
think that this is all about our pres-
ence in Iraq, they are in denial. They
are simply not wanting to face the
facts of the threats of jihadism spread-
ing around the world. That is really
the enemy. We talk about a war on ter-
ror, but terror is a tactic used by the
enemy. The enemy are the jihadists,
and this is an aggressive plan. The Wall
Street Journal editorialized 2 weeks
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ago and said that some people have an
aversion to conflict. We just don’t want
to face this.

I mean, 5 years after September 11, in
amazing unity, and I am grateful for
that, in a bipartisan way we gathered.
But some people that gathered don’t
want to face the facts that these
threats are growing. History will sort
out what caused it to grow and whether
things that we have done or said aggra-
vated it. But the truth is, it is a real
threat.

You know, Mr. Speaker, a very
prominent Tennessean, the former Vice
President of the United States, he has
a movie out called ‘“An Inconvenient
Truth.”

I am glad that we talk about global
warming. We had a great hearing today
on it and talked about nuclear energy.
Even the founder of Greenpeace re-
ported today, at our hearing, the con-
cept of nuclear energy to reduce CO,
emissions to clean up the global air
quality and save the planet. Nuclear
energy is a solution. We need to face
that.

But I want to tell you about another
inconvenient truth. It is an inconven-
ient truth that over half of the Demo-
crats in the United States Senate voted
to remove Saddam Hussein by force,
and almost half the Democrats in this
House voted to remove Saddam Hus-
sein by force, and now a whole lot of
them are wanting to either leave early
or publicly tell the world that it was a
mistake.

Now, let me tell you, when you vote
to do something, you need to under-
stand when you vote to remove Sad-
dam Hussein, a dictator, a tyrant, a
genocidal mass murderer, who had in-
vaded other countries and had built up
its guard around Baghdad to protect
his empire, that it is not going to be
easy, and it could be tough. It could re-
quire extraordinary sacrifice and we, as
a Nation, voted to do it, and it is an in-
convenient truth for them that they
voted to do it, because it would be real
easy just to erase that and say, oh, I
don’t have anything to do with that.
But we agreed to do it, and why can’t
we, any more in this country, stand at
the water’s edge together when men
and women are in harm’s way on our
behalf at this critical moment in his-
tory.

Now, let me just get to our
vulnerabilities. Maybe I should come
back to our vulnerabilities.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. If I may, I would like to, because
I think the gentleman from Tennessee
brings up some really, really important
points, I guess that some of the fine
men and women on the Democratic
Party side believe that if we just went
away, if the United States just left the
Middle East, I assume that would be
stop supporting Israel, I don’t know.

But if we just pulled back from the
Middle East as some have said, some
have said we should pull back to Japan,
to Okinawa, which, by the way, in mili-
tary terms for the Navy is farther away
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than the Navy yards here in Virginia.
So in other words if we left there, if we
were just good, if we just behaved, that
these terrorists would leave us alone,
that they would go away.

I mentioned a little while ago a list
of attacks against America that were
way before 9/11, way before we were in
Iraq. But I guess some just believed na-
ively that if we just left Iraq, just left
Afghanistan, that everything would be
hunky dory.

Yet, I think it is important to kind
of listen to what our enemy is saying.
When you have Hezbollah leader
Nasrallah saying, ‘‘Death to America,”
and let me quote him, regardless, this
is a quote, regardless of how the world
has changed after 9/11, after the 11th of
September, death to America will re-
main a reverberating and powerful slo-
gan. Death to America.

I guess some believe that he doesn’t
really mean it, that if we just, I don’t
know, retracted from the world that
they would go away, bin Laden, who,
by the way, very cleverly, started a
media campaign to try to divide our
country, very effectively, I might add.
Let me quote you about that, by the
way, what bin Laden said. He said, al
Qaeda intends to launch a, quote,
media campaign to create a wedge be-
tween the American people and their
government.

He also said that the media cam-
paign, and I am quoting him now,
aimed at creating pressure from the
American people on the American Gov-
ernment to stop their campaign. There
are some that, I guess, because they
are naive, are doing exactly, exactly
what our enemy says that has to hap-
pen in order to defeat the United
States, in order to defeat the United
States.

Let us be very clear that the terror-
ists’ aim, the aim of the terrorists is
total destruction of the United States
of our way of life and everything that
we believe in. It is not because we may
have been in Iraq; it is not because we
support Israel. All those things, obvi-
ously, upset them.

But let me quote Osama bin Laden
again, where he says, quote, the war is
for you or for us to win, talking about
the West. If we win, if we win it, it
means your defeat and disgrace for-
ever. That is how they think.

So I don’t understand how, when
there was such a consensus, how every-
body understood that, how the terror-
ists continue to do the same thing, how
to kill Americans, but because of the
efforts of this President and this Con-
gress, they have not been able to do so
here, and the terrorists continue to say
what they are going to do.

How is it possible that some refused
to listen, like I guess happened in the
1930s, when some refused to listen to
Winston Churchill when he said there
is an evil out there, the Nazis. They are
not going to go away, we have to con-
front them.

So I kind of pose that as a question
to my colleague from Tennessee, be-
cause I don’t get it, I don’t get it. How
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much clearer can the actions and the
words of the terrorists be before some
of our men and women get it, under-
stand it. Realize that we are not the
bad guys, we are the good guys. It is
the terrorists that we are fighting, and
they are not going to stop, they are not
going to go away if we just send our
troops to Okinawa and Japan and pre-
tend that they no longer exist. I mean,
I don’t get it.

Mr. WAMP. I think it was General
Casey who said if we leave Iraq pre-
maturely, they will follow us home. I
will finish what the American Enter-
prise Institute analyst said about this
presence in Iraq. He said jihadists from
around the world have flocked to Iraq
to fight America and its allies. They
believe they will win and drive the
infidels from Mesopotamia, the name
they use to emphasize that they have
no regard for modern national identi-
ties.

If they succeed in Iraq, they say they
will use it as a base from which to con-
quer the rest of the lands surrounding
the Persian Gulf, a jumping off point
for further conquest. In Time magazine
Sunday, Max Boot writes this. He says,
if we believe that wholeheartedly sup-
porting friendly dictators works, we
should remember that our support for
the Shah of Iran in the 1970s and Yasser
Arafat in the 1990s has taught us that
secular strongmen cannot keep the lid
on forever.

Either we push for change now, or we
risk a fundamentalist explosion later
on, and we need to be honest with the
American people, to my friend from
Florida, and let the people know that
we have difficult days ahead. I have
been on the Homeland Security appro-
priations subcommittee for 4 years. I
have been briefed at the highest level.
I have been to the United Nations, I
have met with our allies from Europe
and the Middle East.

I have got deeply into the issue of the
nuclear threats and how terrorists are
very interested in the A.Q. Kahn net-
work, an international nuclear arms
broker who is now, frankly, under
house arrest in Pakistan, and how
Libya gave up their nuclear weapons.
The greatest threat of all is that these
jihadists are able to get a nuclear
weapon. We had better emphasize our
security for the future of the free
world.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. Look, it is clear who our enemy is.
It is clear that they have been there
before Iraq, before the liberation of
Iraq. Before Afghanistan, they were in
Iraq. They have killed Americans for a
generation. They are not going to go
away if we just wish them to go away.
But luckily we have had some great
success. Is there a reason why there
has not been an attack on American
s0il?

To talk a little bit about that, I
would like to recognize a person who I
greatly admire from the great State of
New Jersey, but Mr. GARRETT has been
a leader, particularly on cutting gov-
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ernment waste, on fighting for the lit-
tle guy for small business. I would like
to recognize him. Maybe he could tell
us a little bit about why we are suc-
ceeding, why we haven’t had an attack.
What is it that we have done that is
working.

With that, I would like to yield to
Mr. GARRETT.

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. 1
thank you for that. I thank the gen-
tleman from Florida for bringing this
matter to the floor tonight, and I ap-
preciate your comment ‘‘fighting for
the little guy” with regard to the eco-
nomic issue, and I think we are all
fighting for the little guy and the mid-
dle guy and the big guy in the sense
that we want to have security here at
home for America.

What I would like to do, if I may,
just spend a couple of minutes speak-
ing about some of the strides we have
made in this country through the ef-
forts of this House to make America
stronger. I will touch on some of the
comments made on the other side of
the aisle where they are saying we
have not made improvements, specifi-
cally in the area of port security.

I represent the Fifth Congressional
District in New Jersey, the very top of
the State of New Jersey. The people I
represent in the Fifth District of New
Jersey remember all too well the
events of September 11. We live in the
shadows, really, of the former World
Trade Center as well as three major
airports, the second busiest port in the
Nation, Newark, and a number of na-
tional landmarks as well, such as the
Statue of Liberty. So the threat of an-
other attack in our area looms very
large in our daily lives. Ensuring that
government is doing its best to prevent
terror attacks and prepare should the
worst occur is more than just an im-
portant part of my work here in Wash-
ington.

It is a matter of life and death for my
neighbors and fellow New Jerseyans.
This last Wednesday I had the oppor-
tunity to tour Newark Seaport, along
with U.S. customs and border protec-
tion officials. Basically, I went there to
assess current procedures and tech-
nologies, since I had been there several
years before, to see what they are
using now to detect and prevent future
threats.

While I was there, there was obvi-
ously, still, always things that we can
do to make our security more airtight.
But what I saw on this tour was en-
couraging, to say the least. You know,
terrorists consistently alter their tech-
niques and targets that keep Ameri-
cans guessing where and when they
might attack next and where we might
be most vulnerable.
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So that means that we must remain
one step ahead of them in every facet,
and the funding we have allocated to-
wards port security has really gone a
large step in that direction.

When we awoke to the very real dan-
gers of the contemporary world on Sep-
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tember 11, 2001, you can say we were
shocked to discover the dangers hidden
in our unsecured trade infrastructure.
But today we have a layered approach
to port security that has significantly
increased our safety, an approach that
is improving daily with the develop-
ment of new tools, new technology,
new methods to ensure that our trade
is safe, yet as efficient as possible.

Right now, and I want to make a
note of this, right now 100 percent of
all containers coming into ports
shipped to the U.S. receive a risk as-
sessment. Each and every container
must have a detailed manifest that ac-
curately depicts what is being shipped
in it and we know who is sending it and
receiving that container as well. We
also have detailed data on their ship-
ping habits in the past and we can
prioritize our inspection efforts now.

So the threat of weapons of mass de-
struction in the past has led to the ef-
forts to push our borders actually out
past where our borders are, all the way
back to where the manufacturers who
are building those items come from,
whether it is in another country or an-
other continent, all those items that
come into this country for our con-
sumption.

We now have CBP officers at 44 ports
around the world. That is up from zero
prior to 2001. By the end of this year,
CBP will have officers at 50 ports
around the world. That represents 90
percent of all the trade bound for the
U.S.

These officers work with the host
countries there, and what they do is
they inspect the containers before they
are even loaded. Then there is radi-
ation detectors at each of these ports
to ensure that the trucks entering the
port are scanned for the most dan-
gerous of weapons.

As I said before, the terrorist seeks
to exploit whatever our weakest link is
and find the easiest way to find access
to our Nation. Our allies and trading
partners have recognized the great risk
to worldwide trade posed by terrorists,
and they are now volunteering with our
Customs Trade-Partnership Against
Terrorism Plan, that is the CT-PAT.

This effort allows us to work all the
way back with the shippers, the manu-
facturers, to secure every aspect of
trade, from the factory to the railcar
to the truck all the way right here to
our port. So by strengthening the secu-
rity before even shipping items reach
our stateside ports, we make our ports
dramatically safer.

This goes to a point made on the
other side saying that all the security
at our ports now, when it comes to
items coming into our country, are
done at our ports. The fact of the mat-
ter is that is absolutely wrong, what
they were saying. To reiterate, 44 ports
around the world right now, it is going
to be up to 50 by the end of the year, 90
percent of everything coming into this
country.

After the attacks on September 11,
the Federal Government invested mil-
lions of dollars into new technology to
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enhance our port security. Scanning
equipment that was unheard of lit-
erally 5 years ago is now installed and
working in each of these ports. I have
seen this stuff. It is amazing.

The latest scanning technology can
not only detect radiation, but it can
even determine what type of radiation
is present within that container by
simply a single sweep of that con-
tainer. It is fascinating. If you are not
an engineer, as I am not, it is just
amazing what they can do.

Now what they have is new tech-
nology, even newer than just a couple
of years ago, and what they have done
is replaced a three-step process down to
a one-step process. So now the entire
scan is done in one step, not three, and
what this does, of course, is give the
agents even more time to scan more
containers.

In the State of New Jersey, where 1
am from, we are fortunate to have Rut-
gers University. What our university
has done through Federal funding is es-
tablish a multi-disciplinary Port Secu-
rity Laboratory and research facility,
which I had the opportunity to look at
as well. They are using homeland secu-
rity funds to develop still better detec-
tion systems for the future in tracking
container ships.

There are also private companies out
there as well, besides universities. One
such company is SI International. This
company, that I had the opportunity to
check out as well, they are engaged in
some of the most amazing and greatest
advances in military technology and
they are turning to homeland security
that I have ever seen or any of us have
seen before, coming up daily with bet-
ter innovations.

So I sit back not as an engineer just
to marvel at this and I applaud all of
the brilliant minds for their efforts to
make Americans safer. As one Member
of Congress, I sleep a little bit better
knowing there are great minds out
there that are working on these
projects from a technical point of view.

We have come great strides, made
great improvements since 9/11, and it is
in part because of the actions of this
House. Just recently, as you know, we
have invested $1.2 billion in further ap-
propriations to go for the Security and
Accountability of Every Port Act to
make sure all the ports have the latest
in technology, training and personnel
at them.

We must agree here today that we
will continue to ensure that our home-
land security officials have those re-
sources to prevent future terrorist at-
tacks from using our global trade sys-
tem ever to take lives of Americans
again.

With that, I appreciate again your ef-
forts here on the floor tonight, and ap-
plaud your work.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentleman from New Jersey for bring-
ing up those important points. The
ports are such a huge part of our econ-
omy and the steps that have been
taken to strengthen our ports.
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But there is so much more that has
been done, the funding for the first re-
sponders in homeland security.
Through a variety of programs, these
are amazing programs. Over $30 billion
in Federal funding has been allocated
for the first responders since 2001.

The U.S. PATRIOT Act of 2001, which
was reauthorized recently, which is ob-
viously a key tool in preventing an-
other domestic terrorist attack. By the
way, that was a bill that was reauthor-
ized, and 156 House Democrats voted to
oppose the reauthorization of that es-
sential tool to fight terrorism here, so
the terrorism doesn’t hit us here spe-
cifically.

So much more. The Homeland Secu-
rity Act of 2002, which established the
U.S. Department of Homeland Security
as an executive department of the U.S.,
and tasked that department with pre-
venting domestic terrorist attacks.
That was opposed by 120 House Demo-
crats who voted no against the cre-
ation of that department to protect the
homeland against domestic terrorist
attacks. Thank God, thank God, the
majority prevailed and that took place.

The SAFE Port Act the Congressman
just mentioned. The Intelligence Re-
form and Terrorism Prevention Act of
2004, which made important reforms in
the intelligence community, including
the creation of the Director of National
Intelligence to coordinate and oversee
all intelligence-related gathering. A
huge issue that this Congress got done,
which is why we are a little safer.

Project BioShield, which delivered
$5.6 billion, with a B, to enhance re-
search and development and procure-
ment and the use of biomedical coun-
termeasures to keep us safer.

There are so many other issues that
we have done, which is why America is
safer now than it was before 9/11, de-
spite the fact that many of those key
pieces of legislation, the Democrats op-
posed them every single step of the
way. They always opposed them. But
we have to do more, such things as
emergency communications, which we
have to do better at.

The reason we have to do more, Mr.
Speaker, is because the terrorists, they
are not this little rag-tag group of peo-
ple. They are organized. They are fund-
ed. They are out there. As a matter of
fact, I understand there is a number of
them meeting, state sponsors of ter-
rorism, that are meeting really close to
our shores here off the United States.

To give us an idea of who they are
and what they are doing and how we
have to be vigilant, I would like to now
recognize the vice chairman of the
House Rules Committee, the gentleman
from Florida, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-
BALART.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART. Thank
you very much. I want to commend
you and all of the distinguished col-
leagues who have spoken in this hour
on this special order on this ultimately
important matter, especially always
important, but especially in this week
when we recall one of the greatly trag-
ic dates in our history.
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There have been other dates in our
history that have been tragic, but in
terms of an attack on unarmed civil-
ians, September 11, 2001, is without
precedent in terms of not only the cru-
elty with which harm was inflicted
that day upon thousands of families,
upon our great Nation, but in a cow-
ardly way, in this way of unfortunately
the new war, the war upon values, the
war upon our way of life, the war where
civilians are not only fair game, but
the primary objective of the enemy.

We have to learn from history in
order to be able to act as effectively as
possible to protect the homeland. We
have to learn from history. Sometimes
we even have to learn from the strang-
est sources, most unorthodox sources,
the animal kingdom. The ostrich, for
example.

The ostrich, when in fear, adopts a
curious position. It hides its head in
the soil. Not only by doing so does it
adopt physically a peculiar position,
but it diminishes its security by doing
so because it has not the ability to see
what is happening in its surroundings.

So even from sources as unorthodox
and unexpected as the animal kingdom,
specifically with the ostrich, we have
to learn, because I would maintain, al-
ways respectfully, that some have
adopted the position of the ostrich
with regard to political positions and
positions with regard to public policy,
even as important as with regard to
our national security. Hiding our heads
in the soil, in the sand, to avoid seeing
the fact that we have many enemies, is
not an appropriate, not only physical
position, but one that is conducive to
security.

On the contrary, we have many en-
emies. In recent history the enemy was
acting with impunity. When the enemy
acted in 1993, I remember I had just ar-
rived in this Congress, Mr. Speaker. I
had just arrived and we were meeting.

I remember the Speaker-to-be Newt
Gingrich, who at that time was not yet
Speaker, was addressing us in a retreat
in February of 1993. I had just arrived
the previous month to this Congress.
As he spoke, the news arrived about a
dreadful terrorist attack upon civilians
in New York City. I recall how then
Congressman Newt Gingrich, who was
to be the Speaker in the next Congress,
addressed us and very calmly and with
great wisdom told us that we were liv-
ing in a new era, an era that included
the savage attacks upon unarmed civil-
ians by cowardly enemies. February
1993.

The reality of the matter is that the
enemy saw that it could act with impu-
nity. And the years passed, and the
enemy attacked again with impunity.
And the enemy attacked again with
impunity, attacked American embas-
sies in different countries with impu-
nity. The enemy went so far as to at-
tack a vessel of the United States
Navy, killing many sailors of the USS
Cole, inflicting great harm upon the
United States.
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The enemy acted with impunity. The
enemy was convinced that it could con-
tinue to act with impunity, so it orga-
nized what became the most horren-
dous attack upon unarmed civilians in
the history of the United States.
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And the enemy was convinced that it
could continue to act with impunity.
The enemy miscalculated because a
new day had arrived in the United
States of America and thus a new day
had arrived in the world. The free
world led as it is, and it must be by the
United States of America. The enemy
miscalculated.

So from where the enemy had pre-
pared the most horrendous attack upon
civilians in history, thousands of miles
away in terrorist training camps in a
desolate country with a great people
and a great history but a country that
has suffered much, in Afghanistan.

The enemy was convinced that geog-
raphy, distance, and history, especially
the lessons of recent history, would
continue to protect it. But a new day
had arrived, and, of course, the enemy
did not act on September 11, 2001, with
impunity. It acted in a cowardly way
but not with impunity. And the United
States of America, led by the Com-
mander in Chief, attacked the enemy
in Afghanistan and subsequently at-
tacked the enemy in Iraq.

And today the reality of the matter
is that those who would like to and
who dream and who, if they can, they
actually plan to attack unarmed civil-
ians in American towns and cities,
those terrorists to a great extent today
are occupied, trying to defeat, trying
to inflict damage upon the TUnited
States Armed Forces in Iraq and our
allies in Iraq, not in American towns
and cities. And the fact that there has
been no attack upon American civil-
ians, American towns and cities for 5
years, the anniversary that we com-
memorate this year, is not by chance
nor is it by luck. It is by hard work.

Mr. GARRETT, I am so glad that he
spoke, whom I admire so much, like
Mr. WAMP, who is here also. And Mr.
GARRETT talked about the actions of
this Congress. I was tasked by Speaker
HASTERT in the last Congress to chair
the subcommittee of the then tem-
porary Homeland Security Committee
that Speaker HASTERT created. I was
tasked with the job, a difficult job,
among the most difficult jobs I have
ever had because it is always difficult
when you are dealing with committee
chairmen and jurisdiction. It is a very
difficult task. But he asked me to help
him to create a permanent Homeland
Security Committee. And in the last
Congress that was what took up most
of my time, and we succeeded, with the
leadership of Speaker HASTERT and
with the help of the majority of our
colleagues. We succeeded. We created a
permanent Homeland Security Com-
mittee.

And we have taken other steps that
Mr. GARRETT outlined, the PATRIOT
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Act and its reauthorization and many
other steps, to try to make the home-
land, the people of the United States of
America as secure as possible. And we
are more secure. We are safer today
than we were 5 years ago.

But when we see, as was pointed out,
and it does not surprise me, but it is
very rare to see the media talking
about the fact that 90 miles from the
shores of the United States this week,
celebrating the fifth anniversary of 9/
11, all of the state sponsors of ter-
rorism throughout the world have
gathered, and they are now gathering,
receiving instructions and receiving
orientation and inspiration from them-
selves and coordinating. They are
today 90 miles from the shores of the
United States. I think it is called,
under the umbrella of the United Na-
tions, the Summit of Nonaligned Coun-
tries. How interesting. Nonaligned.

You have Mr. Ahmadinejad, who does
not stop in his extraordinary pursuit of
the atomic weapon and publicly says
that he wishes to wipe from the face of
the map a democracy and friend of the
United States, Israel. You have Mr.
Ahmadinejad now receiving inspiration
as we speak, receiving inspiration and
guidance from the other state sponsors
of terrorism. And, of course, the state
sponsor of terrorism with all that expe-
rience, the dictator in Havana with 47
years of experience exporting ter-
rorism, attacking the United States of
America in every form and every way
possible as long as he can protect his
totalitarian power.

Mr. Ahmadinejad is there now, as is
Mr. Chavez and all of the other state
sponsors of terrorism. They are there.
The North Koreans, the Syrians. You
name them, Mr. Speaker, they are
there.

So the enemies, our enemies, the en-
emies of freedom, they haven’t stopped
in their efforts. So we must not stop ei-
ther, working to protect not only the
national security of this great land but
the security and the safety of the peo-
ple of this great land and of all of the
freedom-loving people in the world as
we work to expand that sacred right of
freedom that all people are entitled to,
including those who are oppressed by
those state sponsors of terrorism. They
may be oppressed by totalitarian
states, but they have freedom in their
hearts and they long to be free, and
they deserve our support and they al-
ways will have it.

I appreciate your convening us this
evening on this ultimately important
subject.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. I thank the gentleman from Flor-
ida.

He mentioned how America had been
attacked so many times with impu-
nity, and yet some in this country still
do not understand that we are at war.
But listen to what our enemy is saying.
Bin Laden calls the war against ter-
rorism in Iraq the Third World War,
and yet some in our country still
refuse to admit that we are at war.
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And he talks about how in Iraq the
whole world is watching this war and
the two adversaries, the Islamic nation
on the one hand and the United States
and its allies on the other. And he goes
on to say, Mr. bin Laden does, it is ei-
ther victory and glory or misery and
humiliation.

What is hard for me to believe,
though, is that Members of this body
and of the Senate, and I think it is
very important to be respectful of this
institution, but there is a Member of
the Senate who said that it would be
unrealistic, if not downright foolish, in
other words, you would be a fool, to be-
lieve that we can claim victory in the
war on terrorism and a more secure
world, that you would be a fool, accord-
ing to this prestigious, recognized
Democratic leader, if Saddam Hussein
is still in power. You would be a fool is
what Mr. BIDEN said. And yet now how
is it possible?

I would never say that those who said
that and now have changed their minds
are fools. But that is what Mr. BIDEN
said. You would have to be a fool to be-
lieve that Saddam Hussein could have
stayed in power and we could have been
victorious in the war on terrorism. And
I have a hard time believing how they
don’t unite with the President of the
United States to support our troops on
the field while we are at war.

Mr. Speaker, I will now yield to the
gentleman from Tennessee.

Mr. WAMP. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

And I will take us through the bal-
ance of our hour here in just a couple
of minutes. I want to make myself per-
fectly clear as we close.

The enemy is not the Democratic
Party. The enemy is al Qaeda,
Hezbollah, Hamas, the jihadists. They
are the enemy. Our opponents here in
this very healthy discussion are the
Democrats. But I have to say I believe
deep in my soul that the members of
the minority party in Washington who
believe that we should pull out of Iraq
by a date certain are wrong. Senator
LIEBERMAN is right; Ned Lamont is
wrong. And there is disagreement in
their party over this, but it is a matter
of life and death, war and peace, tyr-
anny and freedom; and Ned Lamont
and that mentality is wrong. We can-
not afford to fail in Iraq.

I also want to talk about our
vulnerabilities briefly. The border is a
vulnerability. We had testimony yes-
terday by Duncan Hunter, the chair-
man of the Armed Services Committee;
and Harold Rogers, my chairman of
Homeland Security appropriations,
about how the southern Border is being
infiltrated by people not just from
Mexico and Central America but from
all over the world; and it is a vulner-
ability for us.

But I want to say it goes unreported,
underreported that tremendous
progress has been made, especially in
the last 12 months. We heard the testi-
mony yesterday, crystal clear, we now
do not catch and release. Ninety-nine
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percent last month, certified, illegals
coming across the border were detained
and held to be returned to their coun-
try of origin, and the word is out. That
is a tremendous deterrent, and the
numbers are way down of people com-
ing across the border. The fence below
San Diego, two tiered, is making a big
difference. The National Guard is mak-
ing a difference. Billions of dollars hav-
ing been spent is making a difference.
As you heard the gentleman from New
Jersey say, our ports are more secure.
And most importantly, we are in the
intelligence business again because
that is why we failed prior to Sep-
tember 11.

And I want to close with this for our
troops: John Stuart Mill said this:
“War is an ugly thing, but not the
ugliest of things.” He said: ‘“The de-
cayed and degraded state of moral and
patriotic feeling which thinks that
nothing is worth war is much worse.”
He said: ‘““The person who has nothing
for which he is willing to fight, nothing
which is more important than his own
personal safety, is a miserable creature
and has no chance of ever being free
unless those very freedoms are made
and kept so by the exertions of better
men than himself.”

And those people are our soldiers,
sailors, airmen, and marines. And we
hail them and thank them for their
courage and their sacrifice.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 6061, SECURE FENCE ACT OF
2006

Mr. SESSIONS (during Special Order
of Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida),
from the Committee on Rules, sub-
mitted a privileged report (Rept. No.
109-653) on the resolution (H. Res. 1002)
providing for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 6061) to establish operational con-
trol over the international land and
maritime borders of the United States,
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR THE ADOPTION OF
H. Res. 1000, PROVIDING FOR
EARMARKING REFORM IN THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. SESSIONS (during Special Order
of Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida),
from the Committee on Rules, sub-
mitted a privileged report (Rept. No.
109-654) on the resolution (H. Res. 1003)
providing for the adoption of the reso-
lution (H. Res. 1000) providing for ear-
marking reform in the House of Rep-
resentatives, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.
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PERMISSION FOR COMMITTEE ON
RULES TO HAVE UNTIL 2 A.M.,,
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 14, 2006,
TO FILE REPORT ON H. Res. 1000,
PROVIDING FOR EARMARKING
REFORM IN THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES

Mr. SESSIONS (during Special Order
of Mr. MARIO DI1AZ-BALART of Florida.)
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the Committee on Rules have
until 2 a.m. on September 14, 2006, to
file their report to accompany House
Resolution 1000.

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

There was no objection.

THE 30-SOMETHING WORKING
GROUP

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GOHMERT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 4, 2005, the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MEEK) is
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it
is an honor coming before the House
once again, and I must say that I am
excited about being here tonight. It is
another great day in this great country
of ours.

And as you know, the 30-something
Working Group, we come to the floor
to share with the American people, not
just Democrats but Republicans, Inde-
pendents, those that are thinking
about voting, those that have been
turned off by political processes who
are thinking about being engaged in
the political process once again.

To those Americans who are not reg-
istered to vote, I would encourage
them to register to vote. They can still
vote in the upcoming November elec-
tions because there is a lot being said
on the floor, Mr. Speaker, and we
talked last night, the 30-something
Working Group. We took 2 hours last
night talking about the initiatives that
we have with our Real Security Plan,
talking about the memory and the sac-
rifice of those that gave their lives on
9/11 and those that are still living with
the effects of 9/11, whether it be losing
a family member or a first responder or
someone that worked in the World
Trade Center or was around the plane
going down in Pennsylvania or the
Pentagon here in Washington, D.C.,
those that are still living through it.

Today we had a resolution on the
floor, Mr. Speaker, that dealt with ad-
dressing the memory of those that lost
their lives on 9/11 and things that we
have to do. The Republican majority
found it fit to kind of put in a resolu-
tion about some things that they
thought that they accomplished as it
relates to making America safer. Some
of that I join with them on as an Amer-
ican and as a Member of Congress, but
a lot of it has not been achieved.
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We have the 9/11 Commission Report
that came out that said that we have
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to not only inspect 100 percent of cargo
containers that are on ships and 100
percent of those cargo containers that
go in the bellies of airplanes that are
flying throughout the United States of
America, it is still not accomplished
today. We still have a dismal amount
of Border Patrol officers to protect
American borders. Democrats, we have
asked for 2,000 Border Patrol officers;
the President’s budget request to this
Congress was only 215 or 216 Border Pa-
trol officers.

Now, the Republican majority can
come to the floor night after night, day
after day, do b-minute speeches, 1-
minute speeches, or take a special
order and talk a good game. But I used
to be a football player, Mr. Speaker, 1
played for Florida A&M Rattlers. I was
an outside linebacker. And before the
game, you would read all about what
the other team is saying and all of the
talking and taunting. And then you
have folks that tailgate before the
game, and the bus would roll in and
they would talk about what they are
going to do to us, and then the coach
would talk about how better the other
team is. But it really doesn’t count
until that whistle blows and that kick-
off takes place and that you have an
opportunity to get out there and hit
somebody. And when you hit somebody
and when you run the ball down the
field and you end up winning the game,
all of that talk was for naught.

But what is unfortunate about this
situation, even though I use that anal-
ogy, Mr. Speaker, this is not a game,
this is for real. This is flesh and blood.
This is flesh and blood. And the bottom
line is, is that one can come to the
floor and talk about, well, you know,
Democrats and this, that, and the
other, and they are holding us back.
What are we holding the Republican
majority back from, Mr. Speaker? That
is what I want to know. That is the
prevailing question here.

The bottom line, the Republicans in
this House have been in this control for
double digit years. So who is holding
them back? Now, let’s talk a little bit
about control. I want to make sure
that every Member understands what
control and majority means.

The majority means that any amend-
ment, any bill, any appropriations that
you want funded will be funded because
you are in the majority. You have
more numbers than the Democrats do
at this particular time in the House.

Why are the American people saying
that they want change? Why are the
American people saying that they want
to move in a new direction? They want
to move in a new direction because
they want accountability. They want
oversight. They want Article I, Section
1 of the U.S. Constitution to be adhered
to. They want to make sure that their
vote counts here in the U.S. House of
Representatives. Right now, it is just a
lot of talk. And I can tell you, as a
Member of the House and someone that
studies what happens here on this floor
and what does not happen here on this
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floor, I feel it is my obligation not as a
Member of Congress but as an Amer-
ican to be able to come to this floor
and say that it is just not happening.

We can talk about the facts, and like
we do every night we talk about the
facts. We have the vote number, down
to the vote number when we start talk-
ing about border protection. No one
can come on this floor in the Repub-
lican majority side and say that we
have done an outstanding job as it re-
lates to protecting our borders, period,
dot. They cannot because they have
not done it, Mr. Speaker, and they
know it.

So I guess spending the time of 9/11,
the fifth anniversary, coming to the
floor, having control of a resolution
dealing with the issue on 9/11, you can
put anything that you want to put in it
because you have the majority. It
doesn’t necessarily mean that it is
true. And if the Americans want to
move in a new direction, they will have
an opportunity. And as we start look-
ing at this whole piece on a new direc-
tion and real security, you go on
HouseDemocrats.gov. I challenge the
Republican majority to go on
HouseDemocrats.gov, I challenge the
Republicans to pick up the Democrats’
bill here on this floor that fully imple-
ments the 9/11 recommendations. I ask
the Republicans to do that, because it
was a bipartisan commission that is re-
spected by this whole country, had a
Republican chair and a Democratic
vice chair, and had former Members of
Congress, members of the Intelligence
Committee, the National Security Di-
rector come before them and the Presi-
dent of these United States come be-
fore them, 9/11 survivors come before
them, clandestine organizations that
we have within the Federal Govern-
ment come before them. We have a
number of individuals that put forth
testimony, frontline first responders
that came before them, individuals in
academia who have been looking at
this issue of homeland security come
before them, and they put forth this
document called the 9/11 Report, which
was a book. Americans can go out to
Barnes and Noble or what have you and
go out and buy it, go on Yahoo and buy
it. It was ready and accessible, and a
number of Americans picked up and
read it. And in that book, in that text
and body: Safety for America.

What do we do in a democracy when
the Congress put forth in the Commis-
sion to find out what we need to do? We
try to implement at least 95 percent or
100 percent of it. But as I stand here
today, Mr. Speaker, very little of that
has been implemented as it relates to
real security.

The Brits ended up intercepting a
plot as relates to liquid explosives.
Just today, Mr. Speaker, I am the
ranking member of the Oversight Com-
mittee on Homeland Security, Manage-
ment Integration and Oversight, and I
must say that that in that committee
the Under Secretary said, well, we are
now starting to do tests as it relates to
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liquid explosives, 5 years later, Mr.
Speaker. Foot dragging process. And
we start talking about the whole issue
of how do we get technology involved
and how do we get industry involved in
helping us resolve threats to the
United States, b years later.

Do you know why the Department of
Homeland Security is foot dragging on
this issue? It is the fact that they don’t
have Members of Congress that are
willing to call them out on the carpet
and say that we are willing to protect
Americans now. We don’t want to wait
to be a Monday morning quarterback.
Mr. RYAN, we don’t want to talk about,
well, you know, we could have, should
have done it, and then we have another
commission, it may not be named 9/11,
it may be 10/11 that will come forth
with a report saying that we found the
Department of Homeland Security
didn’t prioritize the issue on liquid ex-
plosives because they felt that there
were other threats that are out there.

Well, the bottom line is this: The
oversight is not happening, and this
Republican Congress has rubber
stamped everything that President
Bush has handed down and said, so
shall it be written, so shall it be done.
Let’s do it the way you originally
wrote it; we are not going to ask any
questions, you are the President of the
United States. Forget about our legis-
lative responsibilities, forget about
oversight, and forget about moving in a
new direction.

The bottom line is this. The leader
took this podium on this floor here
today down in the well and said, if you
really want to honor those individuals
that have lost their lives on 9/11, if you
want to honor those first responders, if
you want to honor every American
that is fighting abroad as it relates to
Afghanistan and the war in Iraq, then
implement what the 9/11 Commission
called for.

We have got American passengers, we
have individuals, law-abiding citizens
taking off shoes, giving up hand sani-
tizer, gulping down water before they
get through security screening; mean-
while, containers unchecked, un-
checked, there can be 10,000 explosives
in the container. We would never know
it because we haven’t prioritized. We
haven’t said that we are willing to im-
plement what the 9/11 Commission
called for. I don’t want to give the 9/11
Commission an opportunity to say, we
told the Congress to do it and they
didn’t do it. I wish they would say we
told the Republican majority to do it
and they didn’t do it.

So, one can get on the floor and say
all they have to say, but the facts are
this. The fact is that they have not im-
plemented the 9/11 Commission Report.
They have not implemented making
sure that we go beyond 6 percent of
containers that are going throughout
the United States of America on 18-
wheelers. I used to be a State trooper.
They move throughout this country, in
the heartland of this country, into the
ports of major cities, and they are un-
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checked. I don’t want to be able to say
I told you so. I want to see it imple-
mented.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I said last night,
Mr. RYAN, I am done with asking the
Republican majority to do the right
thing. They have had double digit
years to do it. They don’t have the will
nor the desire to do it. But they do
have the will to come to the floor, Mr.
RYAN, and to try to say, well, you
know, we are doing all we can and the
Democrats are holding us back. How
can we hold the Republican majority
back from securing America? That is
not possible when you are in the mi-
nority.

The bottom line is, is that Repub-
licans, Independents, Democrats, those
that are thinking about voting, those
that have not voted in a number of
years will show up at the polls to put
this country in a new direction. If you
allow this kind of landslide policy
making, this K Street Project policy
making, pay-to-play, here on this floor,
then we are going to find ourselves in
a dismal situation.

I don’t have to say it. Republicans
are saying it, Independents are saying
it, the media is saying it as you pick
up the paper, as you turn on the news.
So, you know, it is not like this is a
Democrat-Republican issue. I will go
ahead and give the benefit of the doubt,
Mr. Speaker, and say that there are
some Republicans that see it the way
that we see it on this side of the aisle
that we need to do better by the Amer-
ican people. But, guess what, they are
not in the majority; they are not in the
leadership of the American Congress.
They are not the individuals that move
policy through this process. We have
the will and the desire to work in a bi-
partisan way if given the opportunity
to make sure that we honor our mem-
ber and women that have served in the
military, that are now serving right
now. There are men and women that
have sand in their teeth.

Mr. RYAN and I have been to Iraq, I
have been to Afghanistan, I have been
in the Middle East talking to these
leaders, I have been to Central Com-
mand. I have been there in Qatar, and
I have talked to these individuals, and
they are dedicated and they have the
will and the desire to follow up. But
when we have a Secretary of Defense
that is saying that he is going to fire
the next person that starts talking
about how do we move out of Iraq and
how do we replace the force there to be
able to empower the Iraqi people, I
have a problem with that. And the only
reason why Secretary Rumsfeld is not
front and center in front of the Armed
Services Committee is the fact that
Republicans have control of this House;
otherwise, there will be Article I, Sec-
tion 1 of the U.S. Constitution that is
blood, sweat, and tears that are on that
Constitution right now that he will be
front and center making a statement
like that. The Secretary of Defense of
the United States of America said, if
one other person comes to him talking
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about how are we going to have this
transfer of power, how are we going to
draw down and redeploy U.S. troops,
that they are going to be fired. That is
not a democracy, that is kingdom poli-
tics, Mr. Speaker. And I will tell you
this. The only people that can bring
the kind of paradigm shift that we need
in America right now is the American
people. We can’t count on the Repub-
lican Congress to do it. They have al-
ready shown that they cannot do it.

The attacks on U.S. troops are well
above 700 attacks a week and climbing.
Al Qaeda is sending more troops, more
individuals to Iraq to train to carry
out terror throughout the globe. And
the bottom line is, the President said
some sort of statement yesterday.
Well, you know, if we were to redeploy
troops or we were to leave Iraq, then
they will follow us to the United
States.

Well, you know something? We have
this big department that is called the
Department of Homeland Security that
is supposed to protect Americans. And
I can tell you this, under a Democratic
controlled Congress we have already
said within the 100 hours that full im-
plementation of the 9/11 Commission
Report will be implemented by this
House and the Senate. We have already
said it and we will do it, just like we
balanced the budget without one Re-
publican vote.
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Mr. Speaker, the facts are on this
side of the aisle. The will and the de-
sire is on this side of the aisle. I am ex-
cited. I thank God that He preserved
life long enough for me to make it here
tonight to be able to share the senti-
ments on behalf of those that are on
the National Security Committee, on
behalf of U.S. troops in Afghanistan
right now that are saying, ‘“We need
help.” On behalf of those veterans, in-
dividuals who can’t even walk straight
right now, individuals that are still
going through reflection, or memo-
rizing what they went through in past
conflicts. Those individuals in the
PFWs, those individuals that possess
what this country is all about and al-
lowed us to salute one flag. On behalf
of them, Mr. Speaker, I come tonight
with the truth, to say we stand up for
those individuals and for those Ameri-
cans that prayed up our troops over the
years: World War I, World War II. You
name it. Korea. You name it. Grenada.
You name it. Somalia. You name it.
Gulf War I. You name it. We come to
the floor on behalf of those individuals,
those individuals who are veterans
right now that have to wait twice a
month for the veterans’ assistance cen-
ter to open, for the VA clinic to open in
their rural America area, for those in-
dividuals that have to wait 4 months to
be able to see an ophthalmologist, who
served our country. We come to the
floor for them. We come to the floor on
behalf of those families that are pray-
ing for their loved omnes that are in
harm’s way right now and making sure
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that we don’t allow their sacrifice and
their commitment to go to the side be-
cause someone came to the floor of the
House to say that, Oh, well, yeah, we
have al Qaeda and this, that and the
other. We have to worry about those
Democrats over there.

You don’t need to worry about us,
Republican majority. You need to
worry about the American people and
what they think and what they feel.
And when they show up on Tuesday,
come this November, they will let you
know how they feel. They no longer
want a rubber-stamp Congress. They
want a Congress that is going to legis-
late and oversight on behalf of the
American people, regardless of who
they may be.

And so, Mr. Speaker, I am excited
about being here tonight. I think I
have said that about three times. I
think it is important that we continue
to come to the floor and give valida-
tion to those individuals that need the
representation, if they are in our dis-
tricts or not. They are Americans and
they deserve it.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I appreciate the
gentleman’s passion and want to thank
you for inviting me to be down here
with you again.

I think what you are trying to say is
that this Congress, this President, has
really put us and the American people
in a lose-lose situation. Good Presi-
dents and a good Congress do not put
the American people and their military
operation in a lose-lose situation. And
now they have reverted back to just
saying, Democrats don’t care about na-
tional security. Democrats are more in
favor of protecting the terrorists. Just
name calling. It is like you are on the
playground again.

The thing that we have to look at is
the record. The record does not lie. And
what the generals are telling the civil-
ian side what to do and the civilian
side not listening, as you expressed
earlier. But here is what we are hear-
ing from former generals who, once
they get out, can all of a sudden start
speaking the truth. Like General
Shinseki tried to say to Rumsfeld,
“You’ve got to send in a few hundred
thousand troops.” And Secretary
Rumsfeld, Mr. Speaker, said, ‘“No, no,
no. Don’t worry. We can do this on the
cheap.” Rumsfeld was wrong and
Shinseki all of a sudden kind of dis-
appears. Look what is happening now.

Lieutenant General Newbold: ‘“What
we are living with now is the con-
sequences of successive policy fail-
ures.” This man was the top operations
officer for the Joint Chiefs, com-
manding general for the First Marine
Division, Legion of Merit Navy and Ma-
rine Corps commendation medal.

How about General Eaton: ‘2% more
years of that leadership was too long
for my Nation, for my Army and for
my family.”

These are generals.

How about General Riggs: ‘“‘They
only need the military advice when it
satisfies their agenda.”
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I think what we want to do, Mr.
Speaker, is get out of the politics and
let’s start solving problems. Seven
hundred thousand people per
Congressal district vote for us to come
down here and fix problems, not to play
politics with what is going on. And this
has been all politics, all the time, from
this administration. It doesn’t matter
if what they are saying is even re-
motely close to being based in reality.
It doesn’t matter what the facts on the
ground are. You can sit here and say,
the Democrats this and the Democrats
that.

You’re in charge of the House, the
Senate and the White House. Don’t go
blame the minority party for your fail-
ures. That is what has happened here. I
will be happy to yield.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Thank you,
Mr. RYAN.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. The debate com-
ing out of D.C. and the old Potomac
two-step is, ‘“We’ll blame the Demo-
crats.” What are you going to blame
the Democrats for? We have bills sit-
ting in committee. No one has given
them even one hearing in a committee.
We have got discharge petitions sitting
over here for veterans benefits and all
kinds of other things. They never see
the light of day. We are the minority
party. You can’t blame us. You can try,
but you can’t blame us. Take responsi-
bility for your actions. And if you solve
problems, the American people would
return you back. But you haven’t.

Just look. The failure to execute
basic governmental programs. Look at
homeland security. Look at Katrina.
Look at the war. You got Newt Ging-
rich, the father of the Republican revo-
lution in 1994, basically saying, ‘“Vote
the Republicans out.” Here is what
Speaker Gingrich said in the Wall
Street Journal just a couple of days
ago. Just consider the following, he
says:

“Osama bin Laden is still at large.
Afghanistan is still insecure. Iraq is
still violent. North Korea and Iran still
building nuclear weapons and missiles.
Terrorist recruiting still occurring in
the U.S., Canada, Great Britain and
across the planet.”

This is not a Democrat. This is some-
one who cares about his country and
saying, ‘“We may even disagree on how
to fix the problem, but can we please
admit that we have got some serious
problems in 2006 in the United States of
America? We have a government that
doesn’t work because it thinks the gov-
ernment is built on a concept of an
economy that was 1950. It doesn’t
work.” This is from a few months ago,
about the Republican majority.

“They are seen by the country as
being in charge of a government that
can’t function.”

We don’t need to make this up. We
don’t need to create this. This is not
fiction. This is about what is hap-
pening here. We come down here, Mr.
Speaker, because we want to start solv-
ing these problems. When we are not
included in the debate, you are basi-
cally saying half of the country has no
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solutions. Well, we have solutions.
When we get in charge next year, we
are going to show the American people
our ability to govern. We are not try-
ing to obstruct. We couldn’t even ob-
struct if we wanted to. All we are say-
ing 1is, every single aspect of the
neoconservative political agenda has
been implemented and it is not bene-
fiting the American people.

Look at your energy costs. Look at
your health care costs. Look at your
tuition costs. Look at your tax burden.
Look at the inefficiency of govern-
ment. Look at how your government
responds to mnatural disasters. Look
how your government handles its for-
eign policy. Look at the prewar plan.
When you have a problem with your
political system and your leadership,
when you have the Secretary of De-
fense. Just think about this. There is a
problem when the Secretary of Defense
wants to invade a country and doesn’t
want anyone around him talking about
how we are going to get out once the
war is over. We have got the best mili-
tary machine the planet has ever seen.
We knew we were going to march right
to Baghdad. We didn’t know it was
going to be as quick as it was but we
knew it would be quick. Certainly the
Iraqis weren’t going to be able to stop
us. And then the Secretary of Defense,
used to be called the Secretary of War,
the same position. But the Secretary of
Defense tells everyone around him that
we’re not allowed to talk about a post-
war plan.

What? Mr. Speaker, that is crazy.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I have to come
in at this point.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Come in.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. You are mak-
ing a great point, but I just have to
come in at this point.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Supplement.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
the bottom line is over at the Depart-
ment of Defense, it is almost like hav-
ing what they call a 501(c)(3), kind of a
community group that goes out and
does good on behalf of the community.
You go out and you pick board mem-
bers to be on your board of this
501(c)(3). Let’s just say it is the Boys
Club or the Girls Club of America. You
are the chairman of the board. You are
saying, “I’'m going to get everyone that
says yes and agrees with me. I don’t
want anyone to disagree with me.” We
do know for any great organization
that you need individuals that are
going to question your original
thoughts.

What we have now in America, in the
Department of Defense and in this gov-
ernment, this Federal Government of
ours, is a ‘‘yes’ board of directors. The
U.S. Congress, the Republican major-
ity, is a ‘“‘yes” board. They are a rub-
ber-stamp board. They do anything and
everything the President of the United
States says, does, or whoever his advis-
ers may say we should do.

But what is unfortunate is the fact
that we are the superpower of the
world and we are the United States of
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America. This is not the Boys and Girls
Club. This is not One-Two-Three
501(c)(3), we want to do good for you.
This is national security. This is pro-
tecting women and children. This is
making sure that our troops that have
gone in past conflicts, that their mem-
ory is not stepped upon. This is making
sure that individuals have health care.
This is making sure that small busi-
nesses are able to provide health care.
This is making sure that we balance
the budget. This is not a 501(c)(3). This
is the government of the United States
of America.

And when you have the Secretary of
Defense saying, “If anyone comes to
me that doesn’t believe in what I be-
lieve in, you can get out of here. If you
want to talk about an exit strategy or
redeployment of troops in Iraq, you
can’t be around me. You’'re fired.” And
all you hear is cricket sounds from the
Republican majority. Quiet. No one is
saying anything. No one is doing any-
thing. No one called a hearing. No one
called the Secretary to the United
States Congress to say, ‘“‘Excuse me,
Mr. Secretary. Wait a minute. I heard
you give speeches saying that whatever
the men and women need and the com-
manders need on the ground in Iraaq,
that you’re here to hear their call. You
want to hear from them.”

The President of these United States,
the Commander in Chief, said, ‘“What-
ever our commanders tell us on the
ground or over at the Pentagon, we’re
here to take on their recommenda-
tions.”

But, Mr. Speaker, things have gotten
so bold now, because no one is here to
question kingdom politics here in
Washington, D.C. So shall it be writ-
ten, so shall it be done politics from
the White House and from the Pen-
tagon. And so that the Secretary of De-
fense feels so confident that he can
publicly say, anyone who has anything
to say about redeployment of troops in
the Pentagon, they are gone. That is
not a democracy. That is a rubber-
stamp democracy.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I want to share a
couple of other of these quotes that
support what you are saying. Here is
from General Batiste: ‘“‘Rumsfeld and
his team turned what should have been
a deliberate victory in Iraq into a pro-
longed challenge.”

General Zinni: ‘“We are paying the
price for the lack of credible planning
or the lack of a plan. Ten years’ worth
of planning were thrown away.”

How about General Swannack: I do
not believe Secretary Rumsfeld is the
right person to fight that war based on
his absolute failures in managing the
war against Saddam in Iraq.” That was
from the New York Times in April. And
on and on and on.

But here is the point I want to make
before we yield to our other good friend
from Florida about just not listening
and not even accepting facts presented
by nonpartisan people.
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The 9/11 Commission was a bipartisan
group that said you need to implement
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these. After months and months of
study on what happened on 9/11, this is
what you need to implement. And it
has not been done.

And then the Senate Intelligence
Committee comes out and says there
was no tie between Saddam and al
Qaeda, and yet the administration goes
out and continues to perpetuate false-
hoods. Excuse me, but, I mean, come
on. It was the Senate Intelligence Com-
mittee report, and the Senate is con-
trolled by Republicans. That was basi-
cally a Republican report and a non-
partisan report, and yet they continue
to just go on and say things that just
don’t match with reality.

I yield to my friend from Florida.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Well,
thank you, Mr. RYAN. It is wonderful to
be here again with both of you, as we
take the floor each night to talk to our
colleagues and any Americans that
might be within the sound of our
voices.

Last night, we had the opportunity
to talk about and reflect upon Sep-
tember 11 and its commemoration, and
we had a commemoration of sorts on
the floor this evening, Mr. RYAN and
Mr. MEEK. I thought it was really in-
teresting that the majority, Repub-
lican majority, felt it necessary to po-
liticize what should have been a solemn
and commemorative event, and a sol-
emn and commemorative resolution
with their ra-ra stuff on some of the
most controversial legislation that has
come off this floor related to so-called
national security.

And on Monday, when we were in our
home communities, I was in south
Florida with our first responders in my
community. And I told you both last
night that again and again all day on
Monday people asked me, well, Debbie,
are we safer than we were 5 years ago?
And, you know, that was such an in-
credibly difficult question to field be-
cause you want to tell them, yes, we
are safer. We are elected officials, and
the public puts their trust in us, and it
is our job to be able to unequivocally
say, yes, we are safer. But here is the
rhetorical questions I will ask you.
Have we captured Osama bin Laden?
Have we smoked out the terrorists, as
the President promised? Three years
after ‘“‘mission accomplished,” do we
even know what the mission is? A year
after the last throes of the insurgency
in Iraq, are we closer to the date that
our troops can come home? Does the
President still want the insurgents to
“bring it on?”’

If you look at the point shortly after
we toppled the Taliban in Afghanistan,
we have made one misstep after an-
other after another. I mean, repeat-
edly. I would be hard-pressed to think
of a way in which the aftermath of Sep-
tember 11 and the last 5 years could
have been handled worse than it has
been. I mean, are we truly resting the
sum total of our national security on
whether we take our shoes off when we
go through the magnetometer at the
airport, or whether we check our Coke
at the door?
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I mean, if you asked Americans, as
we walked down a city block, what
they could put their arms around and
tangibly identify as the national secu-
rity steps we have taken, that is what
most people would name.

Basically, the war on terror is a
junkyard of missed opportunities. That
is exactly what we have been doing
since 9/11, squandering opportunity.
And last night, Mr. MEEK, we talked
about how unified and patriotic the
country felt and our citizens felt after
9/11. You never had a less partisan envi-
ronment or a more unified American
environment than the hours and days
after 9/11, and weeks and months.

In that whole year following 9/11,
people drove around and you had Amer-
ican flags on either side of every car,
and this President and this Republican
majority squandered those opportuni-
ties to really bring the country to-
gether by adopting the bipartisan rec-
ommendations of the 9/11 Commission,
which is why that commission was cre-
ated, in spite of the President’s objec-
tions, who didn’t want the 9/11 Com-
mission to even exist in the first place.

But then, finally, he really had to
grudgingly agree he would be sup-
portive of it. And to this day, in 2006,
September 13, 2006, we have not fully
implemented it. We have not even
come close to implementing their rec-
ommendations. Squandered and missed
opportunities. It is just disgusting.

So no, sadly, the answer I had to give
my constituents was, well, we are
somewhat safer. We are safer in spots,
but there are major, major gaps. And it
doesn’t have to be that way, Mr. MEEK.
It really doesn’t.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. If I may inject
here, the last attack, the attack prior
to 9/11, was in 1993. This is a very pa-
tient group. Just because we haven’t
been hit yet does not mean we are exe-
cuting the plan properly. And to just
dismiss the 9/11 report and continue
down the road of ignoring what the ex-
perts are telling us from Iraq and from
everything else puts us in a certain
amount of danger.

And you have the charts that we
have shown night after night that are
on our Web site, housedemocrats.gov/
30something, night in and night out,
about the ports and the amount of
ships coming in and cargo that are
coming in that are not checked, Mr.
MEEK. You guys are in Florida, we have
Lake Erie in Ohio. I mean, this country
is surrounded by cargo coming in and
out of our ports, for us not to check it
all.

And then, when you think about
what we are spending in Iraq, $2 billion
a week, $8 billion a month, and what
we could do with that money on ad-
dressing the issue of our ports, on our
homeland security, on our first re-
sponders, on making sure everyone has
the proper radios and the proper equip-
ment to coordinate these Kkind of
things; what we could do with tech-
nology at the borders, at our airports,
the retinal scans, and all kinds of
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things that could spring up and even
have some economic stimulus.

What economic stimulus are we get-
ting out of Iraq right now? Nothing.
Nothing. It is like putting money and
just flushing it. And so I think it is
time, and I yield to my friend, but I
think it is time that we start straight-
ening this out.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. I will
just jump in on one thing. As you
watch what they are doing unfold, be-
cause, again, we always remind people
we don’t have any control over this
process right now. Hopefully, after No-
vember 7, we will be given that oppor-
tunity, because the American people,
we know, want a new direction. But,
Mr. MEEK, I don’t know if you had a
chance to read one of our papers in
south Florida, the Sun Sentinel, the
other day, but one of the Members in
our delegation on the Republican side
actually said the war in Iraq is over.
He was actually quoted as saying the
war in Iraq is over and that we won the
war, and that now we are fighting a
faceless enemy. Which is absolutely
true, we are fighting a faceless enemy.

But I was flying here and reading the
newspaper, reading that article, and
wondering what planet this person was
on and whether there an alternate uni-
verse he was observing. Because any-
one that we know, no matter what
their party affiliation, clearly recog-
nizes that we are at war. This is called
the war in Iraq. This is major, major
conflict, where more than 2,600 troops
have been killed. Ask the families of
those troops whether they think the
war is over. How about the wounded,
the more than 20,000 wounded, whether
they think the war is over and we won.

If that is the reality that our Repub-
lican colleagues are operating under,
no wonder they are taking us in the di-
rection that we are going in.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. And let us look at
the colossal failure that has been made
here. We have now, because of the deci-
mation in Iraq and the inability of a
post-war plan that Rumsfeld didn’t
want anyone to talk about, and not
propping up some government there to
combat Iran, now you have Iran as the
major player in this region. And they
are talking about nuclear weapons,
they are funding terrorists through the
back door in Iraq through Hamas.
Through all of the terrorist organiza-
tions in the Middle East, Iran is the
one stoking this fire.

We have put ourselves in such a posi-
tion of weakness. Now, we have troops
there and troops in Afghanistan, too,
so what if something else happens? And
I think it is interesting, and our rank-
ing member on the Armed Services
Committee, Mr. SKELTON, has been
talking about this for a long time, and
it is difficult to even fathom this, but
one-half of all Army units, deployed
and nondeployed, Active and Reserve,
one-half of all Army units received the
lowest readiness rating any fully
formed unit can receive, with a decline
in levels that haven’t been seen since
Vietnam.
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So our army is not ready. Not only
are we in a quagmire in Iraq, we have
problems in Afghanistan, the poppy
crop is growing like gang busters, it is
a major parts of their underground
economy that is going to the terror-
ists, now our army is not meeting the
readiness capabilities in case some-
thing else happens.

And we are in a position of weakness
with China because we are borrowing
billions of dollars from them, so how do
you negotiate with all these people
from a position of weakness? You
can’t. It has been America that has al-
ways balanced the budgets so we didn’t
have to borrow money from people;
very selective in our foreign policy;
making sure we had friends and allies.
All down the tubes in one presidency.

Yield to my friend.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. RYAN, I
don’t give the President total credit for
all of this. He couldn’t do it by himself.
You have to have a rubber stamp Con-
gress to give you full power, full power
to be able to take the country down
the track it has gone down. And the
bottom line is that a Republican ma-
jority, from the leadership on down to
the newly elected member of the Re-
publican conference, has to take credit
for giving the President the kind of
power that he has right now.

We are fighting wars abroad for ‘‘de-
mocracy,” when here at home we don’t
celebrate that very democracy that so
many people speak of. We have individ-
uals that are on their third and fourth
deployment. I am on the Armed Serv-
ices Committee, so I get the reports. I
get the letters from my constituents
saying my husband, my wife, my moth-
er, my dad, my niece, my uncle, my
next-door neighbor is on his way back
to Iraq again. Because we went alone.
We didn’t go with a true coalition.

So I think it would be hard, if I was
a part of the Republican majority, to
try to muster up some talking points
for the floor right now; to be able to
say, well, okay, some of this stuff is
not believable, so let’s try to attack
some members of the Democratic cau-
cus. Let’s try to muster up and embel-
lish a ‘‘record” on possibly being weak
on terrorism or being weak on national
security. That’s where the Republican
majority is now. Mr. Speaker, they are
gasping for political air right now.

But you know what is so important
about this issue and this discussion
about national security is that it is
supposed to be nonpolitical. And, un-
fortunately, it is. And that is because
the majority hasn’t allowed bipartisan-
ship in this House for so many years,
and so they can hang it around their
neck and say it is our war. It is our
failure as it relates to national secu-
rity and border security. Don’t act like
it is a crisis right now. You allowed it
to happen under your watch. You have
been the rubber stamp Congress.

Now, Mr. RYAN and Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, let me just tell you what the
rubber stamp Congress has accom-
plished borrowing $1.05 trillion from
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foreign nations in 4 years. In more
than 224 years of this country’s his-
tory, with 42 presidents. $1.01 trillion
they were able to borrow in 4 years,
and this Republican Congress and the
President has allowed that to happen.

These are the countries here that
own a part of the American apple pie:
Japan, China, the U.K., the Caribbean,
Taiwan, Germany, and OPEC nations.
You know, this whole oil thing that we
will talk about in a minute. Korea and
Canada. They all have their hands in
the pockets of the U.S. taxpayers, not
because of the U.S. taxpayers but be-
cause of the Republican majority’s out-
of-control spending.

0il companies? Oh, wow. At this time
in history, when they unearth what
happened under this Republican major-
ity and this Presidency, they will see
these record breaking profits. There
was a meeting in the White House, I
have the article to prove it, and I talk
about it all time. It was a special meet-
ing that took place in the White House,
and the Vice President’s aides and all
met. And then the policymakers came
here to the Congress, to the rubber
stamp Congress.

Now, let me set this up here, because
we believe in the 30-something Work-
ing Group, in third-party validators.
Washington Post, Wednesday, Novem-
ber 16, 2005, White House document
shows that executives from big oil
companies met with Vice President
CHENEY’s Energy Task Force in 2001,
something long expected by environ-
mentalists but denied as recently as
last week by the White House. Last
week, industry officials testified before
Congress. Document obtained by the
Post on November 2005 shows that offi-
cials from Exxon Mobil, Phillips, Shell
0il Companies, and BP of America met
in the White House complex with Che-
ney aides to develop a national energy
policy, parts of which became law, and
parts of which are still being debated
in Congress.
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That was 2001, Mr. Speaker.
what happened:

2002, $34 billion, record-breaking prof-
its; 2003, $563 billion; 2004, $84 billion;
2005, $113 billion in profits for oil com-
panies. Meanwhile, average Americans
are spending through the nose and try-
ing to make it to work and to drop
their kids off.

Look what happened here. This is
what happened under the Republican
majority and a rubber stamp Congress.
So shall it be written and so shall it be
done.

E-85, we talk about alternative fuels,
flex vehicles. Every magazine I open
talks about flex vehicles. Here is the
bottom line. The Republican Congress
have allowed these oil companies to be
able to do anything they want to do
when they want to do it. This is an ac-
tual pump here at an Exxon-Mobil sta-
tion. It says you cannot use your Mobil
credit card to buy E-85. Meanwhile, we
can continue to feed off the Saudi Ara-

Look
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bian Middle East, what got us in this
thing in the first place policies. You
can use your oil card there. You can
buy a bag of chips, you can buy a car-
ton cigarettes, but E-85 that is pro-
duced in the Midwest versus the Middle
East, you cannot use your Mobil credit
card for that.

And on retirement packages, and I
don’t know very much about Lee Ray-
mond, but the bottom line is he is a re-
tired executive from Exxon-Mobil with
a $398 million retirement package and
a $2 million tax break. This is what
happens with a Republican majority.

Again, the Republican majority rub-
ber stamp, don’t worry about balancing
the budget. Democrats, we tried to bal-
ance the budget. We have done it be-
fore. We have tried to do it under this
Republican majority. Not one Repub-
lican vote to balance the budget on
rollcall vote 87, March 17, 2005.

Ranking Member SPRATT and the
Budget Committee put it forth again.
Failed. Not one Republican vote on
rollcall vote 91 in 2004. Their will and
desire is not there. The American peo-
ple deserve balance.

Minimum wage. Yes, there was some
bill that came up before we left for the
break to talk about minimum wage, a
bill that the Republican majority knew
that the Senate would not take up and
would never make it to the President’s
desk. But because we were hammering
them on it, they said let’s pass this.
They added all kinds of stuff. It is
called the Potomac two-step.

This chart, the bottom line is these
are not minimum wage increases, these
are increases for Members of Congress.
This is our pay. This is what we make.
Oh, look at them. Since 1997 there
hasn’t been an increase in the min-
imum wage, and you not a minimum
wage worker right now, and I am not
talking to the Members of Congress, I
am talking to the American people, the
bottom line is if the minimum wage
goes up, and that means if you are a
salaried worker, then your wages will
go up. But the bottom line is that it is
a fact that the Republican Congress
has said not over our dead body. We are
going to get our increase, but we are
not going to give the American people
a minimum wage increase. It goes on
and on and on.

I am going to close with this, the
Prime Minister of Iraq and the Presi-
dent of Iran. Mr. DELAHUNT brought
this picture out last night. I don’t care
whichever way you cut, $300 billion of
spending, over 2,000 troops, thousands
and thousands of American troops in-
jured, here in Washington, D.C. ‘“‘stay
the course,’” no plan.

The Secretary of Defense says if you
talk about or say anything about rede-
ployment of troops or withdrawing
from Iraq, you are fired. No question
from the Congress, no response from
the Congress. The Secretary of Defense
is not called to the Hill immediately.
The Republican Congress, what are
they saying? They are saying nothing,
Mr. Speaker. So accountability is not
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there. They are embracing and guess
what, this is a la the U.S. taxpayer
through the Republican majority be-
cause of a lack of diplomacy and a lack
of plan and going to a war of choice
versus after Osama bin Laden in Af-
ghanistan and giving those troops in
Afghanistan the support they need.

So Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr.
RYAN, I rest my case. The bottom line
is that was not a message for Demo-
crats or Republicans. It was not a mes-
sage for Independents or the Green
Party or other party affiliations. That
is a message for Americans. The bot-
tom line is whatever you may feel, if
you are a member of the Republican
Executive Committee or you have al-
ways voted Republican or you always
voted Independent, you have to have
issues with what the facts are.

I yield to Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Thank
you. I want to pick up on the litany of
issues you were going through because
we need to zero in on how we make
ourselves safer because the other side
is going to spend a lot of time and they
are spending a lot of time claiming
they are the party of national security
and they are the ones that need to be
entrusted to keep us safe.

The last time I checked, that is who
was in charge of keeping us safe, and
they are not doing such a hot job. Mr.
RYAN talked about how we like to use
third party validators here. We abso-
lutely do. I am going to use a third-
party validator of Governor Kean,
former Governor Kean of New Jersey
who co-chaired the bipartisan 9/11 Com-
mission and Lee Hamilton, a former
well-respected Democratic Congress-
man who was the other co-chair of the
9/11 Commission. Here is what they
said on Monday, September 11, 2006.
““As we mark the fifth anniversary of
the terrorist attacks, Americans ask:
Are we safer? Two years ago, the 9/11
Commission found that our govern-
ment failed in its duty to protect us.
The commission, which the two of us
led, made 41 recommendations to en-
sure that this Nation does everything
possible to protect its people.

‘“Many of our recommendations, in-
cluding those to reorganize the intel-
ligence community, were written into
law. Yet no law is self-executing. Im-
plementation is often the harder step.”

We know that implementation is the
job of the Congress. The 9/11 Commis-
sion couldn’t recommend things into
thin air and suddenly they would hap-
pen. They have to be adopted into law
and funded.

They continued, “We issued a report
card on our recommendations in De-
cember. It included 10 Cs, 12 Ds, and 4
Fs. What we argued then,” and this was
September 11, 2006, 2 days ago, ‘‘is still
true now: Americans are safer, but we
are not yet safe.

““So what do we need to do?”’ This is
their words, not ours.

“First, homeland security dollars
must be allocated wisely. Right now,
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those funds are spread around like rev-
enue-sharing projects.” We are basi-
cally using the opportunity to spend
money on homeland security for tur-
keys, we used to call them in Florida.
We call them earmarks here. That
means little itty-bitty projects, and
every Member knows that there are po-
tential security targets in their own
district, but we don’t nitpick homeland
security. You don’t spread the money
around so thinly so you never make
truly one area or region or community
truly safe.

They said that until Congress passes
a law to allocate funding on the basis
of risk and vulnerabilities, scarce dol-
lars will continue to be squandered.

‘““‘Second, States and localities need
to have emergency response plans and
practice them regularly. Hurricane
Katrina taught us a lesson that we
should have learned from September 11:
From the moment disaster strikes, all
first responders need to know what to
do and who is in charge.”

Do they know that? No.

““Third, we called on Congress to give
first responders a slice of the broadcast
spectrum ideal for emergency commu-
nications.” That won’t happen until
2009. What in God’s name are we wait-
ing for? 20097 What happened to the
interoperability in communications
that was so essential that was the
major problem on 9/11?

I don’t have time to go through all of
the recommendations, Mr. MEEK, be-
cause homeland security is so woefully
lacking and the congressional leader-
ship here has done, I can’t even use
that word, congressional leadership has
done such a poor job of implementing
their recommendations and making us
safer that it is laughable. It is ridicu-
lous. It is outrageous for them to sug-
gest that they are the party of national
security and safety. I could go on and
on.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
want to share as we end here from the
Newt Gingrich commentary from the
Wall Street Journal where he talks
about some of this stuff, about trying
to figure out what the solutions are by
figuring or understanding what the
problems are.

Then he talks about, and this is his
advice to George Bush, ‘“Then he
should announce an honest review of
what has not worked in the first 5
years of the war.” That is what we
have been saying. Let’s find out what
has not been working. Based on the
findings, he should initiate a sweeping
transformation of the White House na-
tional security apparatus. Good idea.

The current hopelessly slow and inef-
ficient interagency system should be
replaced by a new metrics-based and
ruthlessly disciplined integrated sys-
tem of accountability. That is what we
want to do. Accountability. Let’s sit
down and have hearings and figure this
out. The House of Representatives has
a role to play in this oversight. The
President should insist upon creating a
new, aggressive, entrepreneurial na-
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tional security system. It is time to do
this.

Following this initiative, the Presi-
dent should propose a dramatic and
deep overhaul of homeland security
grounded in metrics-based performance
to create a system capable of meeting
the seriousness of the threat.

This is about reforming the institu-
tion of government. The former Speak-
er understands it. The Democratic
Party understands it, and the only peo-
ple who seem not to get it are the peo-
ple who serve in this administration
and the high levels of this Congress. I
hope it changes. All of the charts that
we are using tonight are available on
this  website, www.House  Demo-
crats.gov/30Something. It has been an
enjoyable evening once again.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. RYAN, I
want to say that Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ is going to get an opportunity
to go through her homeland security
piece when we are on the floor again.

I want to encourage members to go
on HouseDemocrats.gov and get a copy
of the real security plan that we have
here. We even have it in Spanish. Also
energizing America is on there, and
also an innovation agenda that has a
lot of CEOs and leaders in the edu-
cation field. They say they endorse our
plan.

With that, we thank the Democratic
leadership for allowing us to have this
time. It is an honor to address the
House once again.

———

THE ROAD TO AFFORDABLE
HEALTH CARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
ScHMIDT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 4, 2005, the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) is
recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I
too would like to say it is a privilege to
come to the floor of the House and be
able to address the House on important
matters of the day.

In my first term in the House, the
108th Congress, and my background is
actually as a physician, and when I
came to Congress in 2003, one of the
things that you do with a doctor when
you put them in Congress is put them
on the Transportation Committee. So I
had a very good session of Congress on
the Transportation Committee. I was
fortunate enough after my reelection
in 2004 to be placed on the Energy and
Commerce Committee on the Sub-
committee on Health. So having had
experience in Congress on both roads
and now health, what I thought I would
talk about tonight is the road to af-
fordable health care.

Some of the things that I want to
talk about tonight are the overall af-
fordability of health care and where we
are in this country and where we are
going. I want to talk about the public
versus the private systems in this
country. We obviously need to talk
about the uninsured and some of the
programs to help with the uninsured,
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federally qualified health centers, asso-
ciation health plans and health savings
accounts.
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You almost can’t talk about health
care in this country without talking
about liability reform, and, indeed, we
do need to touch on that, and the sus-
tainable growth rate, patient access for
Medicare patients, how physicians are
reimbursed under the Medicare system,
an item that is becoming of critical
importance if we want to keep some of
our best doctors providing care for
some of our most complex and chal-
lenging patients.

Information technology has been one
of the buzzwords up here ever since I
started my time in Congress, and, in-
deed, we need to talk about that. Pre-
paredness, whether it be from ter-
rorism, whether it be from natural dis-
aster, or whether it be from an outside
source like the worldwide flu pandemic
that hit this country in 1918, we need
to be prepared for that should it hap-
pen.

We need to talk a little bit about the
number of State mandates that are on
insurance policies that tend to drive
the cost of health insurance up and
thereby reduce the overall afford-
ability of health care.

There are some interesting things
that are being done in some of the
States as they approach some of the
difficulties they had in providing
health care to their citizens. I would
like to particularly talk about Gov-
ernor Mitt Romney’s plan up in Massa-
chusetts that provides for personal re-
sponsibility in health care.

Finally, if there is time, we will talk
a little bit about the reauthorization of
trauma centers in this country. We will
talk a little bit about transparency,
raise transparency for price cost and
quality in our health care system and
maybe just a little bit about long-term
care, because that is one of the drivers
that is going to vastly increase the
cost of Medicare and Medicaid as more
and more baby boomers retire.

Let me just remove this for a minute
so it is not distracting to any other
Member of the House who might hap-
pen to come by and look at it.

We talk about the current problem
facing us. We spend a fair amount of
money in this country on health care.
We have a gross domestic product of
upwards of $11 trillion, and we spend
about 16 percent of that on health care;
$1.4 trillion is spent on health care in
this country. In fact, Medicare and
Medicaid alone in our HHS appropria-
tions bill, which we have yet to pass,
that bill will probably be upwards of
$660 billion just for Medicare and Med-
icaid.

Of course, we have the Indian health
service, the veterans health service,
Federal prisons also providing health
care, so there is a significant chunk of
this Nation’s health care that is al-
ready borne by the Federal Govern-
ment. The other approximately 50 per-
cent is broken down to that care that
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is just simply not compensated or not
remunerated. You might call it charity
care or just simply uncompensated
care. Some of it is paid for out of pock-
et or self-pay, and certainly the lion’s
share is borne by the private insurance
market in this country.

Well, between the public and the pri-
vate sectors, how is the best way to get
more health care coverage into the
hands of more people? Should we just
simply expand the public sector to the
point where it encompasses all or near-
ly all of the health care expenditures in
this country, a so-called Canadian sys-
tem? I don’t think so. Even the Cana-
dian Supreme Court in 2004 and 2005
said that they had a problem with ac-
cess in their country, and, in fact, ac-
cess to a waiting list did not equate to
access to care.

In the British national health serv-
ice, some of the most expensive care in
the world is in Great Britain. They
have a two-tier system. They have
their national health service, and then
they have private care, and that pri-
vate care in that country, the cost for
that, has gone significantly up. The
waiting time for someone who is over
80 years of age, that becomes really
problematic. You put someone over 80
years of age on a waiting list for a pro-
cedure, a hip replacement, a heart by-
pass, and the likelihood of them being
able to sustain themselves until they
receive that service starts to go down.
That’s unfair as well.

Well, what about the private sector?
I believe that we have the best health
care system in the world in this coun-
try, largely because of contributions of
the private sector.

We have more innovation in this
country than almost anywhere else in
the world. We have the ability to inte-
grate new technologies rapidly into the
treatment rooms, the operating rooms,
into the health care system in general
in this country.

Finally, because we have such a sig-
nificant component that is borne by
the private sector, we have willing sell-
ers and willing buyers. The waiting list
is not as big an issue, if an issue at all,
in most parts of this country.

Some of the other things that we will
talk about, as we talk about expanding
the private sector, or at least main-
taining the component of the private
sector in this country, is the little bit
of the history of what we called at one
time ‘‘medical savings accounts.” We
now refer to them as health savings ac-
counts as they were expanded signifi-
cantly under the Medicare Moderniza-
tion Act of 2003.

But the old medical savings accounts
had a lot of restrictions on them. There
weren’t many companies who stepped
up and provided that type of an insur-
ance product, and, as a consequence,
you never saw the savings with medical
savings accounts that, really, should
have been there.

I will contrast that with health sav-
ings accounts now. You can go to your
search engine, you can type in ‘‘health
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savings account’ into Google, and you
are offered a vast array of different
companies and plans that sell, market
on the Internet. With, in fact, the com-
petitive power of the Internet, many of
these plans, these high-deductible
health savings account plans are priced
well within reach, of, say, a young per-
son just getting out of college.

Contrast that with the mid-1990s
when a young person getting out of col-
lege who didn’t have an employer-based
health insurance, who just wanted to
go buy an individual policy, I know, be-
cause I had experience with that in my
own family, you just almost could not
buy an individual health insurance pol-
icy for a single individual in the mar-
ketplace. No one was interested in sell-
ing that to you at any price. But now
you can go on the Internet, and you
can find a lot of products that are
available.

The last time I looked, which, albeit
it was a couple of months ago, but for
a young person, 25 years, male, in the
State of Texas, for a high-deductible
plan, would range between $50 and $60.
There were some that were even cheap-
er, but they were companies that I
didn’t recognize the name of, and I cer-
tainly wouldn’t recommend that some-
one buy from someone they have never
heard of before. But there were some
reputable names, named insurance
companies that had providers, provider
lists that were more than adequate,
that were for sale at a price that I
would consider affordable for a young
entrepreneur just perhaps starting
their own business or leaving the pro-
tective fold of a group health plan from
their employer.

How we keep the private sector in-
volved and keep health care affordable
is truly one of the challenges that we
in this Congress, not just Republicans
and not just Democrats, but both sides
of the aisle, need to take on and meet
head on.

Some of the downsides of going to a
completely nationalized system is I am
afraid we will lose a lot of the energy
toward innovation. When you stop and
think about it, we have had three
Presidents in my lifetime who have es-
poused programs of a mnationalized
health insurance, President Truman,
President Nixon and President Clinton
most recently.

Under Truman, if they had gotten
their way and nationalized health care,
what if, what if we had stifled innova-
tion with that type of maneuver? The
antibiotics that we used today would
be penicillin and tetracycline, those
that were most commonly in use in the
late 1940s and early 1950s.

Under the Nixon administration,
what if they had gotten their way with
the nationalized health insurance with,
again, a chilling effect on innovation?
We might be looking at treating psy-
chiatric illness still with Thorazine
rather than having the availability of
the very potent antipsychotics and the
selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors
that we have now today. During the
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Clinton administration in the 1990s,
there are just untold innovations that
have happened.

Even in the last 15 years, there are
innovations in the treatment of arthri-
tis, innovations in the treatment of
osteoporosis. In fact, if innovation had
been stifled in 1992, osteoporosis would
be treated today with estrogen replace-
ment and pain medicines, as opposed to
having the newer phosphonates or
medicines like Fosamax and Actonel
and Boniva that are available to us
today.

When we look at the uninsured in
this country, it is an election year, so
we can certainly expect the number to
go up. The most recent U.S. Census Bu-
reau was 46 million people uninsured.

Interestingly enough, between the
years 2004 and 2005, there were 1 mil-
lion more people who had health insur-
ance in 2005 than had it in 2004, and I
suspect the reason for that was because
of the expansion of health savings ac-
counts.

But when someone is labeled unin-
sured, it means that for any portion of
a year they lacked health insurance. It
doesn’t always mean, though, that they
have no access to health care. Access
to health care, I will tell you as some-
one who made a career of being a phy-
sician, access to health care is uni-
formly available. It may be expensive
care, it may be care that is accessed far
later in the course of the disease than
anyone would recommend, but access
to health care does not, or not having
health insurance, does not equate to
not having access to health care.

In fact, this Congress in the 1980s
mandated that anyone arriving in an
emergency room would have access to
health care, whether or not they had
the ability to pay for it. In fact, as a
physician, I was required to respond to
that patient within 30 minutes or a
reasonable timeframe or face some
rather significant civil money pen-
alties. So lack of insurance does not
equate to lacking access to health care.

We also have a system in this coun-
try, under the Federally qualified
health center system, that provides
health care and continuation of care in
a medical home to between 15 and 17
million recipients. That is a significant
number of people who lack health in-
surance but have access to a medical
home and have access to care when
they need it and, in fact, have con-
tinuity of care that in a lot of cases ri-
vals that of any HMO out there.

There are some things we could do, I
think, to strengthen the ability of fed-
erally qualified health centers to pro-
vide care when it is needed. I represent
an area of north Texas, Denton County,
Tarrant County. Fort Worth is the
largest city in my district.

Last year when Hurricane Katrina
hit the gulf coast, we had a number of
persons who were displaced by Hurri-
cane Katrina, who came to the Dallas-
Fort Worth area, individuals who came
needing medical services and not being
able to wait the 6 to 8 years that is now
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required to set up a federally qualified
health center.

Indeed, last year, the Deficit Reduc-
tion Act, I tried to introduce amend-
ments that would streamline the proc-
ess of setting up a federally qualified
health care that would make more of
those facilities available to more pa-
tients so that they could have more
services available to them.

Unfortunately, those amendments
did not stand during the conference re-
port. But there is still an opportunity
to work on streamlining the startup
procedures for federally qualified
health centers. Indeed, in my district I
am working on a couple of those even
as we speak.

Another issue is having affordable
products for companies to sell. You got
46 million uninsured. Don’t think that
Aetna Life and Casualty wouldn’t look
at that as potential market share if we
would provide them the tools that they
need to have an affordable policy avail-
able to individuals.

We will talk about this a little bit
more in just a moment, but to give
some relief for some of the mandates
that are put on insurance companies,
where they have to offer brow lifts and
involved infertility treatments to
every person who purchases their in-
surance when it may not be necessary,
and, indeed, the cost of adding those
benefits may be keeping insurance ben-
efits from a greater segment of the
population.

On the concept of health savings ac-
counts, we did expand them signifi-
cantly during the Medicare Moderniza-
tion Act. There, in fact, is legislation
out there this year. ERIC CANTOR, from
Virginia, and myself have introduced
legislation to expand and make a little
bit more flexible the health savings ac-
count.
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One of the things, in the interest of
full disclosure, some employers will
provide employees an amount of money
to have each year to perhaps pay
incidentals or eyeglasses or maybe
even help pay for a higher deductible
that is selected to offset some of the
cost of the insurance premiums, these
so-called use-it-or-lose-it funds that a
company might provide a patient every
year. But when you get toward the end
of the year, and gosh, nobody wants to
lose that money, they want to get the
use of that money, it may be as much
as $1,800 or $2,000, so we actually incent
people to go out and spend more money
on health care that perhaps they might
not even need.

There was a big, full-page ad in the
Dallas Morning News right before I left
to come back up here about a doctor
who provides refractive surgery, or
LASIK, for someone’s eyes, and if you
have a use-it-or-lose-it policy at your
work, look into buying yourself LASIK
for Christmas this year, because you
will lose that money if you don’t spend
it. Again, a kind of the wrong incentive
and the wrong message to send to em-
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ployees that yes, you have to spend at
least $2,000 on health care every year
or you are going to be penalized.

For people who are young and
healthy who feel that they are bullet-
proof and they don’t even need to buy
insurance, making these HSA pre-
miums payable with pre-tax dollars
would be a powerful incentive to get
these individuals to buy into the con-
cept that they do need to insure them-
selves.

For low-income individuals, people
who don’t make enough money to even
cover the relatively low cost of a
Health Savings Account insurance pre-
mium, provide them with a pre-
fundable tax credit or a voucher, if you
will, to be able to buy that insurance,
or perhaps at least buy down the cost
of the insurance premium for someone
who is not unemployed but doesn’t
make enough money to pay for health
insurance.

What about someone who has got a
chronic disease? A Health Savings Ac-
count may not be the best option for
them. It might be, if we allowed em-
ployers to make a larger contribution,
a larger or greater HSA contribution
for someone with a chronic illness, say
someone with diabetes, someone who is
in remission from leukemia, a valuable
employee that an employer wants to be
able to keep on the payroll and keep on
providing their insurance benefit and
would welcome the opportunity to be
able to buy one of these lower cost
Health Savings Accounts and yet con-
tribute a greater amount to that per-
son’s deductible.

Allowing flexibility to coordinate
Health Savings Accounts with existing
health coverage, like a flexible spend-
ing account or a health reimbursement
account, and allowing early retirees to
use HSA savings to pay for insurance
coverage premiums until they are of an
age that they can be covered on Medi-
care.

But probably the most powerful tool
that we could employ is providing a
pre-tax treatment of health care ex-
penses incurred under HSA compatible
plans. That has been something that
has met with some resistance, but
truly I think it is time to investigate
that and take that up.

Association Health Plans. You hear
it talked about. I have heard it talked
about every year since I have been in
Congress. Over 60 percent of all unin-
sured workers are employed by small
businesses with fewer than 100 employ-
ees. But what if we were to give small
business, give those small employers
the ability to pool together, and if they
are of a similar business model, say
they are chambers of commerce, or say
they are realtors, or say they are phy-
sicians or dentists offices, if they could
pool together to be able to get the pur-
chasing power of a larger entity, then
they would be able to command more
control in the insurance market and
command a more cost-effective pre-
mium.

What if we allowed them to do this
across State lines? That has been the
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difficulty in allowing, or for the Senate
or the other body to allow the institu-
tion of Health Savings Accounts. They
came very close this past year. I know
they worked very hard on that over
there.

Association Health Plans may not
immediately bring down the number of
uninsured like expanding Health Sav-
ings Accounts will, but allowing Asso-
ciation Health Plans would provide
some measure of stability and afford-
ability in insurance premiums that
would allow small businesses more cer-
tainty in that market and would keep
them from leaving the health insur-
ance market for their employees.

Well, as promised, it is almost impos-
sible to talk about the affordability of
health care and not bring up the ques-
tion of liability, medical liability re-
form. We have done that I don’t know
how many times on the House side.

Some states, my home State of
Texas, has made great strides in im-
proving the liability picture back home
in the State of Texas. But these State-
by-State solutions are in constant
jeopardy by special interests who will
reappear every legislative session to
try to undo, for example, the good that
they did in my home State of Texas.

When we passed H.R. 5, which was the
Medical Liability Reform Act in this
body in 2003, the Congressional Budget
Office scored that as a savings of $15
billion over 5 years. I believe the
amount really will turn out to be much
greater than that because of the per-
nicious effect from a spending stand-
point of defensive medicine. In fact, a
study done out of Stanford, California,
in 1996, in the Medicare population
alone showed that the practice of de-
fensive medicine cost about $30 billion
a year in 1996 dollars to the Medicare
system. So there would be a significant
cost savings across the board in this
country if we would be able to pass
some type of meaningful liability re-
form. We are wasting money by not
pushing for this on a national level.

What happens if we don’t change?
Well, several years ago when I was on
the transportation committee we had a
field hearing up in ANWR. On the way
back we stopped in Nome, Alaska, for
lunch and kind of had a Chamber of
Commerce type lunch there in Nome,
Alaska.

Because it is unusual to have a con-
gressional delegation come through
Nome, Alaska, all of the people turned
out for that, including all 19 members
of the medical staff of the hospital
there at Nome. They spoke to me with
great concern saying, I hope you will
be able to get that medical liability
bill passed, because we can’t afford the
insurance premiums for an anesthesiol-
ogist at our hospital.

I said to the person sitting next to
me, what kind of medicine do you prac-
tice, sir? He said I am an OB-GYN, just
like you.
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How do you practice OB-GYN with-
out an anesthesiologist in your hos-
pital? Forget an epidermal for pain re-
lief during labor. What do you do if the
patient requires a C-section?

He said, we get an airplane and take
the patient to Anchorage.

Anchorage is an hour-and-a-half
away, and that is if the weather is
good. Nome, Alaska, as I understand it,
has episodes of bad weather where air-
craft can’t take off. I fail to see,
Madam Speaker, how we are furthering
the cause of medical safety, patient
safety, by allowing this system to con-
tinue.

In addition, the head of one of the
residency programs in New York was
speaking with me one night. I asked if
the medical liability climate was af-
fecting their ability to get OB-GYN
residents into their program. It was re-
lated to me that evening that, well,
Congressman, we are taking people
into our program that we wouldn’t
have interviewed 5 years ago.

Wait a minute. These are our chil-
dren’s doctors they are educating
today. How are we furthering the cause
of patient safety, how are we enhanc-
ing patient safety by allowing that sys-
tem to continue? The best and the
brightest are not going to go into fields
like OB-GYN or neurosurgery, so-
called high-risk specialties that might
expose them to a greater degree of li-
ability peril.

Well, in Texas, we did do what I con-
sider a very good thing as far as med-
ical liability was concerned, and we did
pass a so-called cap in Texas, a cap on
non-economic damages.

It was a little different from the
House-passed bill. The House-passed
bill was a $250,000 cap on non-economic
damages. In Texas we passed a bill that
would cap $250,000 of non-economic
damages for the doctor, another
$250,000 for the hospital, and another
$250,000 for a second hospital or nursing
home, if one was involved. This bill re-
quired the passage of a constitutional
amendment in Texas in 2003, and it did
indeed pass, and now Texas is well into
its third year of this medical liability
reform.

What have been the results? Texas
Medical Liability Trust, my old insurer
of record when I left the practice of
medicine in early 2003, the cost for pre-
miums from Texas Medical Liability
Trust, coupled with the rebates that
had been given to doctors who were
their customers over the last 3 years,
have now totaled to over 20 percent.
That is significant, because in the 2
years before I left the practice of medi-
cine, my rates went up by 20 percent
and 30 percent for those 2 years before
I left the active clinical practice of
medicine. So it is a significant change
that has happened in Texas.

One of the major advantages has been
what has happened with mid-sized, not-
for-profit hospitals who were self-insur-
ing for medical liability before. Many
of these smaller hospitals have found
millions of dollars that are now re-
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turned to them in medical liability
premiums that are available for capital
expansion, to hire more nurses, the
kinds of things you want your mid-size,
not-for-profit community hospital to
be able to do.

We have some other options in our
Committee on Energy and Commerce
on our Health Subcommittee. We have
talked about some of the other options.
Arbitration, mediation, certainly if
there could be an expansion of those to
allow for an earlier settlement or even
the concept of an early offer for some-
one who actually has been harmed.

One of the really unspoken but one of
the significant downsides of our med-
ical liability system is it takes on the
average of almost 8 years for a patient
who is truly harmed to receive any
type of compensation. Then the
amount of compensation they receive
is strikingly reduced by legal fees and
court costs and preparation costs and
all of the things that go into that. So
there is a very lengthy process that
doesn’t really help anyone as far as
getting money to someone who is truly
injured.

The concept of an early offer or even
arbitration or mediation, we will have
to make some adjustments to what is
referred to as the National Practi-
tioner Data Bank, and hopefully my
committee will be able to take that up
in the near future.

Let’s shift gears for just a minute
and talk a little bit about something
that significantly affects patient ac-
cess to physicians, and that is the pro-
posed reductions in physician payment
that are going to occur under the Medi-
care system, the so-called reductions
because of the sustainable growth rate
formula, something that 1 believe
needs to be fixed and it needs to be
fixed this year.

Under the sustainable growth rate
formula, physicians’ compensation is
basically set. It is an attempt to limit
the amount of expenditures of medical
care under the Medicare system by
controlling volume and intensity of
services.

Other parts of medical care delivered
under the Medicare system, the year-
over-year rate is calculated based on
the cost of input, a market basket type
of update that is based on medical in-
flation. This rather graphically shows
the results of the two different types of
formulas.

Compare the reimbursement for the
Medicare Advantage Plans, compare
the reimbursement rates for hospitals
or nursing homes with the reimburse-
ment rate of physicians. This blue line
here represents the year 2002. That was
the first year that a cut was allowed to
proceed under the sustainable growth
rate formula. It was about 4.4 percent,
what is euphemistically referred to as
a ‘‘negative update.”

The next 3 years, Congress came in at
the last minute and said, we will give
you a little bit of a bump up. As you
can see, a little bit less than 2 percent
for each of those years.
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Last year, we held the SGR rate at a
zero percent update. It didn’t go up or
down. Almost anywhere else in Wash-
ington, if you hold spending level for a
year, you are accused of having cut
benefits. But that is what we did for
our physicians last year. And really
part of that story is we didn’t do it by
January 1, we had to come back after
the first of the year to provide that
zero percent update. In reality, Janu-
ary 1 physicians got again a 4.4 percent
negative update.
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Yes, the administrator of the Center
for Medicare and Medicaid Services did
come in and say that as long as Con-
gress does what it is supposed to do at
the end of January, which we did, that
CMS would come back and reimburse
physicians for that amount of money
to bring them up to that zero percent.
Unfortunately, there are many private
insurance companies out there that
pay into Medicare; so doctors took a
pay cut for other private insurance,
which was never the intent of this Con-
gress. It was never the intent of the ad-
ministration of the Senate, but never-
theless, that is what we did.

The purple line here represents the
proposed 5.1 percent negative update
that is to go into effect if we do not af-
firmatively do something before Janu-
ary 1, and that is why I say it is incum-
bent upon us to do something, in fact,
this month before we wrap things up on
the 30th of September.

I would just like to make a couple
more points about this graph. Cutting
Medicare rates hurts all physicians and
patients. Private health plans and
other government programs follow
Medicare’s reimbursement trends.
They look at Medicare’s reimburse-
ment rates, and they structure their
plans to pay physicians the same, re-
gardless of how much it costs the phy-
sician to provide the care. TRICARE,
for example, reimburses at a rate that
is 85 percent of Medicare. Many of the
private plans will reimburse at rates
that vary between 85 percent and 120
percent of Medicare. But, again, it was
never the intention of this Congress to
provide a break for private insurance
with the SGR formula.

Setting up the silos for Medicare re-
imbursement is itself flawed. We have
a silo for the Medicare Advantage pro-
grams, a funding silo for hospitals, for
nursing homes, and physicians. With
more procedures and more services
being delivered outside of hospitals,
the payments should be based on the
highest quality and most cost-effective
treatment setting. Elements of the sus-
tainable growth rate formula origi-
nally were designed to control utiliza-
tion by reducing physician fees. The
primary drivers of utilization, however,
are new, improved technologies, pa-
tients’ increased awareness of treat-
ment options, and the general shift
from inpatient to outpatient care. Phy-
sicians control none of these factors.

And there is even one more factor
over which physicians have no control,



H6530

and those are the mandates that this
Congress puts on Medicare for types of
medical care that have to be included.
The Welcome to Medicare Physical, I
personally think that is a good idea. I
think you are going to pick up prob-
lems where you can more timely diag-
nose and treat those problems. But it
costs money and that money comes out
of the physicians’ position of the SGR
formula.

Again, in the Deficit Reduction Act,
we passed a measure that would re-
quire every person on Medicare to have
an EKG at age 65. That money comes
from somewhere. It does not come out
of the hospitals. It does not come out
of the Medicare Advantage plans. It
comes out of the physicians’ part of the
sustainable growth rate.

We also decided that everyone should
have a screening for an abdominal aor-
tic aneurism. It may or may not be
worthwhile, but that money is going to
be taken out of the physicians’ portion
of the SGR formula. And, again, physi-
cians have no control over that utiliza-
tion.

The legislation introduced right at
the end of July, H.R. 5866, would put
the focus to ensure that elderly pa-
tients have better access to the health
care they need.

Four goals of this legislation: ensure
that physicians receive a full and fair
payment for services rendered; create
quality performance measures that
keep consumers informed; improve the
quality improvement organizations’
overall accountability and flexibility;
and, finally, find reasonable methods,
reasonable offsets for paying for these
benefits.

For fixing the SGR, for title I of that
bill, it ends the application of the sus-
tainable growth rate formula January
1. So January 1, instead of a pay cut,
SGR would go away. It substitutes for
the sustainable growth rate formula a
different formula. One that was derived
by a group called MedPAC, the Medi-
care Payment Physicians Advisory
Commission, called the Medicare eco-
nomic index. And this shifts physician
compensation so it will more closely
mirror hospitals and Medicare Advan-
tage plans. It bases updates and physi-
cians’ compensation on the market
basket.

What does it cost to deliver the care
and how much did that cost increase
over the past year based on medical in-
flation? That is the Medicare economic
index. We will use the Medicare eco-
nomic index minus 1 percent, which
will be an increase of about 2 percent
for physicians for the year 2007. And it
basically puts us back on a more mar-
ket-sensitive system. What is health
care inflation? What is it costing the
hospitals, the Medicare Advantage
plans, and the doctors to deliver the
care and compensate them accord-
ingly? Under the quality measures, in
conjunction with physician specialty
organizations, it creates a voluntary
system of evidenced-based quality
measures. It gives doctors feedback on
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their performance. As a physician, you
are always wondering how you are
doing; how do you compare to your
peers; how do patients rate you. This is
information that we are always seek-
ing. It also allows patients to be selec-
tive. If a doctor elects not to volun-
tarily report, that information could
be available to patients when they
make their selection as to what physi-
cian they see.

There will be offsets in the bill. Cur-
rently, the offsets that are made are
looking at the Medicare Stabilization
Fund from the Medicare Modernization
Act and eliminating the double pay-
ment for medical education costs in
the Medicare Advantage plans.

The important thing here is it keeps
the power in the health care commu-
nity. It does not devolve that power to
the Federal Government. And it is just
a start. It is a start on the path of de-
veloping a product that will ultimately
be satisfactory to all of the stake-
holders.

A quote from the AMA news: ‘“We are
encouraged by the introduction of this
legislation that would replace the cur-
rent flawed Medicare formula,” from
the AMA Chair, Dr. Cecil B. Wilson.

One of the things that is talked
about a lot here on the House floor,
and, in fact, we passed H.R. 4157 in
July, which is the Health Information
Technology Promotion Act, there is no
question that health information tech-
nology holds a great deal of promise for
being able to streamline the delivery of
medical care to provide a method of
continuity of care if something hap-
pens. With electronic medical records,
those are then available online. And if
something happens to a patient’s origi-
nal medical record, all is not lost. You
can go to a safe, secure, sequestered
Web site in order to retrieve that pa-
tient’s medical data.

I will admit I came late to the table
on health information technology and
its promise to improve medical care in
this country. My own attempts at elec-
tronic medical records, electronic pre-
scribing seemed to increase the time
involved with every patient inter-
action. And, of course, there is no addi-
tional compensation for that increased
time with every patient interaction.

But last January, my committee, the
Oversight and Investigations Sub-
committee of Energy and Commerce,
went to New Orleans and had an oppor-
tunity to visit Charity Hospital. And
there in the basement in Charity Hos-
pital we were still walking through
water that was still in some places
ankle deep, looking in the medical
records room there in the basement of
Charity Hospital. Here were rows and
rows and rows of medical records that
were absolutely ruined when the base-
ment flooded and the water came in
and now had black mold growing up
and down the sides to some places
where you couldn’t even read those
bright pastel numbers that were on the
sides of medical records.

Clearly, Katrina showed us how vul-
nerable our medical data can be even
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in a venerable institution like Charity
Hospital in New Orleans that you just
assume is always going to be there and
those records are always going to be
there. Well, this time they weren’t.
And when some of those individuals
came to Texas and came to north
Texas, it made delivery of their med-
ical care much more difficult.

The bill that we passed does provide
for updating some standards, reporting
on the American health information
community, with a strategic plan for
coordinating the implementation of
health information technology.

Well, talking about Charity Hospital,
talking about New Orleans, I men-
tioned that we were going to discuss
preparedness. And we are just beyond
the 1l-year anniversary of Hurricane
Katrina. We have to step back and ask
what we have learned. While we
watched that hurricane, my wife and I,
coming up the Gulf of Mexico, it was
almost like watching a train wreck in
process. We were transfixed by the
hourly reports of the progress of the
hurricane. It looked like it was just
going to hit the central city of New Or-
leans and just at the last minute took
a little bit of a turn back to the east,
and the central city of New Orleans
was spared. And I think the headline in
my paper was ‘‘Bullet Dodged,” or
something to that effect. It was only
later, not even that day but the next
day, on Tuesday, when we realized how
serious the situation had become be-
cause of the flooding caused by the
breaches in the levees.

Back in my district, my home dis-
trict in north Texas, we watched, of
course, as people were taken into the
Astrodome and then, of course, as the
waters rose. And people who had not
left the city of New Orleans had to be
evacuated. Many of them were evacu-
ated to Dallas, Texas, to Fort Worth,
Texas, where my district office is in
southern Fort Worth. A gymnasium on
the same campus where my district of-
fice is was converted to a shelter for in-
dividuals who had been displaced. We
set up 250 pallets that night. We had
chicken dinners that were donated by a
restaurant, waiting for displaced per-
sons from Katrina when they arrived.
Some very tragic stories from some of
the individuals who arrived there over
the next couple of days.

I got a call from my staff, and they
asked me how soon can a woman who
has had a C-section sleep on the floor?
I said, why do you want to know this
information? They said, well, we have
three women here who just had C-sec-
tions, and we want to know if we can
put them on pallets or if we have to
find cots for them.

I said, I will be right there.

One of these individuals, her baby
had been in intensive care. They were
separated in the process of the evacu-
ation. And it was only after several
days with my staff spending every hour
on the phone that we were finally able
to reunite mother and baby. And just
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this past week they had a l-year anni-
versary there in Mississippi with moth-
er and baby, celebrating the anniver-
sary of not the child’s birth, but the
mother and baby getting back together
after the hurricane was over.

The Dallas County Medical Society,
on a holiday weekend, Labor Day
weekend, the blast fax went out to
probably 800 members of the Dallas
County Medical Society. A quarter of
them showed up in the parking lot of
Reunion Arena to help with the med-
ical care for people who had been evac-
uated from the Louisiana Gulf Coast.
What a tremendous story of all of the
individuals getting off the buses that
evening. They had a triage desk set up.
If someone had been off their meds and
simply needed meds, there was a mo-
bile pharmacy set up where they could
be administered those medications.

And of all of the people who got off
the buses that night, in the thousands,
only about 200 required hospitalization
as a result of having been in a shelter
and off their medications for several
days. The doctors that were there did a
tremendous job of identifying who was
sick and who was simply in need of a
hot shower and a warm place to sleep
and getting back on their medications.

One of the other great stories was
there was a lot of fear with this many
people crowded into a shelter, would
there be an outbreak of transmissible
illnesses like gastrointestinal illnesses,
infectious diarrhea? They had hand
sanitizers. You could not walk 10 feet
without someone putting a bottle of
hand sanitizer in your hand. People
used them repeatedly throughout the
day and night, and as a consequence,
only a very limited number of people
actually had any type of gastro-
intestinal illness. They were quickly
sequestered in another facility, and as
a consequence, a public health crisis
was averted.

In follow-up, I have traveled to New
Orleans twice in the past year, once in
October at the request of one of the
hospitals down there to try to get some
help for their medical providers. And
then in January, as I mentioned, our
Oversight and Investigation Sub-
committee went to New Orleans, and
we had a hearing down there. It really
was remarkable to see what the dif-
ference in preparedness between the
Charity Hospital and the private hos-
pitals, Tulane University Medical Cen-
ter.

HCA hadn’t planned necessarily for a
hurricane, but they had some disaster
plans in place. They had been re-
hearsed. They had been practiced. And
as a consequence, when we were there
in January, they were about ready to
open their emergency room again.
Charity Hospital still appeared to be
light years away from being able to re-
open.
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So some of the lessons that came out
of that trip down there were when you
have disaster plans, when you have pre-
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paredness plans, it is not good enough
to just have them and have them on
the shelf. And I heard this from nurs-
ing homes, and I heard this from hos-
pitals that, unfortunately, there were
places that had purchased disaster
plans but no one had looked at them.
You have got to take them off the
shelf, you have got to break the seal,
you have got to break the shrink wrap
that surrounds them, and you have got
to practice them.

Our chairman of the House Govern-
ment Reform Committee held a series
of hearings on what happened in the
aftermath of Hurricane Katrina. And
for any House Member who hasn’t read
or at least looked at that publication
that they put out as a result of those
hearings, the title was ‘‘Failure of Ini-
tiative.” That is truly an outstanding
work that Chairman DAVIS did, and I
know every House Member got a copy
of that and I would recommend that
they look at that. Remember, this was
a committee, a special select com-
mittee. It was bipartisan, though many
people on the other side of the aisle
chose not to participate. It wasn’t an
unelected, unaccountable commission
like the 9/11 Commission. These were
our House Members who were truly in-
terested in what happened in the after-
math of Katrina and were very inter-
ested in getting it right.

As you think about Hurricane
Katrina, as you think about 9/11 and
some of the disasters that have be-
fallen not just this country but the
world, with the tsunami right after
Christmas in 2004, the fact of the mat-
ter is we just can’t afford to fail next
time, whether it is a hurricane, wheth-
er it is a terrorist, or whether in fact it
is a problem with a worldwide pan-
demic.

And I won’t spend a lot of time on
this, because I can talk about the avian
flu for an hour in and of its own right,
but just a couple of points. As of Sep-
tember 8, 2006, just last week, the
World Health Organization had con-
firmed 244 human cases of avian flu
with 143 deaths.

What is so remarkable about this ill-
ness is that it seems to be so lethal.
That is an over-50 percent mortality
rate for influenza. That is unbelievable
to have that type of mortality rate.

During the summer months on a trip
over to Iraq and Afghanistan, I was ac-
tually able to stop in Geneva for a few
hours and talk to some of the folks at
the World Health Organization. At that
time, when I was there, there were co-
ordinating efforts between 192 different
countries. Dr. Michael Ryan, who is
the director of the Strategic Health
Operations Center, provides strategic
support and global coordination to the
World Health Organization, the Center
for Disease Control, and our own
Health and Human Services Adminis-
tration. Dr. Ryan, I should point out, is
on loan to the World Health Organiza-
tion from the Centers for Disease Con-
trol. And the idea is that we won’t re-
invent a global CDC over there, but we
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will take the expertise of the CDC,
apply it to the World Health Organiza-
tion, and allow them a greater reach as
far as monitoring and notifying.

The concept is to control the disease
at its source, culling of infected avian
populations, isolation of infected avian
populations, or humans should they be-
come infected, vaccination and
antivirals for people who are exposed
or infected. We need intelligence, we
need verification, and we need assess-
ment, and we need a response, all of
which can act globally, because as this
map shows, it is indeed a global issue.

This shows eight areas where the
avian flu has occurred and areas where
human cases have occurred. If you no-
tice the time line, the arrows are
pointing from east to west. And with
the migratory flyways, it is possible
that in wild birds and wild water fowl,
the carriage of this disease could occur
from the eastern hemisphere to the
western hemisphere perhaps as early as
this fall or winter. To date, it has not
been detected in the western hemi-
sphere. To date, there has not been an
easy or facile transmission from
human-to-human. Human-to-human
transmission only occurs with great
difficulty. The virus hasn’t undergone
that mutation that would allow for fac-
ile transmission from human to
human.

But clearly, with a disease that is so
widespread in the avian population and
with a disease that has shown such a
striking lethality rate, it is critical to
keep the surveillance up and to make
certain that other countries do what
they are supposed to do in this regard.
International transparency is abso-
lutely key. A country keeping silent on
a problem it is having with this illness
is not only not acceptable, but it may
be lethal to other areas in the world as
well.

It is already a pandemic in birds but
not in humans. The best way to pre-
vent a pandemic is to control it in ani-
mals before effective human-to-human
transmission occurs, meaning to mini-
mize cross-species contact and make
certain that in countries where avian
populations are infected that there is
the proper culling of avian populations,
and that it is done safely without un-
duly exposing those people who are
handling the infected birds.

Protecting North and South America
from this global health threat, all of
the outbreaks have been contained so
far. Indonesia was a point of particular
concern a few months ago where many
people appeared to be infected in a
cluster, but it does appear that those
were all a direct result of either living
with infected birds or close human-to-
human proximity that allowed for that
human-to-human transmission.

Clearly, we have got to prevent the
spread to the United States and Cen-
tral and South America. The disease at
this point may know no boundaries be-
cause of its distribution in the avian
population. And other countries, it is
critical we have got to monitor the dis-
ease at the border.
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I did also take a trip just up the
street to Bethesda, Maryland to meet
with Dr. Anthony Fauci to talk with
him about a vaccine development.
There are some remarkable things that
are going on as far as vaccine develop-
ment.

I guess one of the important aspects
of bird flu is we are going to develop
more capacity for delivering more vac-
cine for just the regular flu as a con-
sequence for the preparedness that is
happening with getting ready for the
possibility of a worldwide pandemic.

This may not be the one. Avian flu
may sputter out and never be the pan-
demic that everyone fears. But the fact
remains that almost for every century
that anyone has Kkept track, about
three pandemics per hundred years do
occur. We did indeed have three during
the last century, and even a relatively
mild pandemic of the Hong Kong flu
still claimed 50,000 lives in this coun-
try. So it is a matter of no small im-
portance.

Additionally, we have got to be cer-
tain that, just like the nursing home in
Louisiana that left their disaster pre-
paredness plan on the shelf with the
shrink wrap still on it, we have got to
be certain that we take those plans
down and we talk to our local first re-
sponders, our local health departments.
And I had such a roundtable just last
week in my district, very well received
by the folks at the health department,
by the administrators in all three hos-
pitals in one of my counties. I wish we
had a little more participation of the
medical staff, but we did have some
and I did at least receive an invitation
to talk at one of their medical staff
meetings.

But the key for us here in Congress is
when faced with whether it be the
avian flu, terrorist attack, another
hurricane, we have got to be honest. No
spin, no sugar-coating, no BS. And,
above all, we have to communicate
with our constituents and with our
first responders back at home.

One other thing that I want to talk
about as time runs short here is, and I
mentioned this earlier, about a bill
that is out there to reduce or restruc-
ture the number of mandates that are
on health insurance. Again, Aetna Life
and Casualty might look at 46 million
uninsured individuals as potential mar-
ket share if they only had a product
that they could sell.

Now, in our Committee on Energy
and Commerce we had a debate on a
bill that would reduce significantly the
number of State mandates on insur-
ance policies in the individual market.
This wasn’t even discussed in the group
health insurance market, but just the
individual market. It was a pretty con-
tentious debate and there wasn’t a lot
of agreement across both sides of the
aisle, and that is unfortunate, because
when the American people watch what
this body does, they are really not in-
terested in the tennis match or
volleyball match that goes on from one
side or the other. They want results.
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They want more affordable health care,
health insurance. They want Aetna
Life and Casualty to be able to look at
that 46 million uninsured as a potential
market share.

Well, what if we could get together
across the aisle and discuss what is
that basic package of benefits that we
would like to see available in a health
insurance policy, one that could be sold
on the Internet from State to State. It
seems like an almost impossible task,
or at least it seemed almost impossible
that night when we were debating this
bill in the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee. But the fact is we have already
done that work. I say ‘“‘we.” I wasn’t
here 30 or 40 years ago when the feder-
ally qualified health center statutes
were first written. But in fact, in that
statute in law is identified a basic
package of benefits that has to be of-
fered at every federally qualified
health center.

Well, we have already agreed then in
principle what that basic package of
information is. Now, the information
may be 30 or 40 years old, but perhaps
we could sit down and decide which of
those things we could eliminate be-
cause they are no longer necessary,
which of those things we would have to
add because we have learned some stuff
since then, and then go to our private
insurers and say, here is a basic pack-
age of benefits that, if you will abide
by these rules and make certain people
know what they are buying, that there
is full disclosure about what is covered
and what is not covered in these insur-
ance policies, that you can then mar-
ket this to the uninsured. And then
give individuals who are unemployed a
voucher or a pre-fundable tax credit to
purchase that insurance. Or give that
family that is of a low-wage earner,
give them some additional health, buy
down that premium.

These are the types of concepts that,
really, the American people are anx-
ious to see us work on, and I for one
would really welcome the day that we
could do that.

Just one last brief thing about the
Medicare part D, the Medicare pre-
scription drug program that actually
started the first of this year. At the
end of the enrollment period, well over
38 million people had prescription drug
coverage under Medicare. This was the
population, the Medicare population
that was the largest population that
didn’t have access to a prescription
drug plan if their employer or retiree
insurance did not offer it.

This is a tremendous benefit. We will
and do hear a lot of discussion about
people who are caught in the so-called
gap coverage. But remember, there are
plans out there that if a person is will-
ing to consider a generic compound,
there are plenty of plans that cover in
the gap; and in my home State of
Texas, there was at least one insurance
company that would cover both brand
and generic in the gap.

So I would encourage people who
have looked at the difficulty they are
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having with the so-called donut hole,
when they re-up on their insurance
plan, their prescription drug plan in
November in that open enrollment pe-
riod, look at one of those plans that
will provide for coverage in the gap.

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

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. CULBERSON (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for today after 2:30 p.m. on
account of illness.

Mr. KELLER (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for today on account of per-
sonal reasons.

————

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. BUTTERFIELD) to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material:)

Mr. MCDERMOTT,
today.

Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. KIND, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. SHERMAN, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. SOUDER) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. PoOE, for 5 minutes, September 19
and 20.

Mr. WAMP, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes,
today and September 14.

————
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 58 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, September 14, 2006, at 9 a.m.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

9321. A letter from the Executive Director,
Commodity Futures Trading Commission,
transmitting the Commission’s final rule —
Joint Final Rules: Application of the Defini-
tion of Narrow-Based Security Index to Debt
Securities Indexes and Security Futures on
Debt Securities [Release No. 34-54106; File
No. S7-07-06] (RIN: 3235-AJ54) received Au-
gust 9, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Agriculture.

9322. A letter from the Executive Director,
Commodity Futures Trading Commission,
transmitting the Commission’s final rule —
Foreign Futures and Options Transactions —
received August 14, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

for 5 minutes,



September 13, 2006

9323. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Review Group, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Cooperative Marketing Associations
(RIN: 0560-AH42) received August 15, 2006,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

9324. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Review Group, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Guaranteed Loans — Retaining PLP
Status and Payment of Interest Accrued
During Bankruptcy and Redemption Rights
Periods (RIN: 0560-AH07) received August 14,
2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

9325. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Department of
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Blueberry Promotion, Research,
and Information Order; Amendment No. 2 To
Change the Name of the U.S.A. Cultivated
Blueberry Council and Increase Membership
[Doc. No. FV-03-701-FR] received August 29,
2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

9326. A letter from the Administrator, Cot-
ton Programs, Department of Agriculture,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
User Fees for 2006 Crop Cotton Classification
Services to Growers [CN-06-001] (RIN: 0581-
ACbH8) received August 29, 2006, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

9327. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Department of
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Amendment to the Beet Pro-
motion and Research Rules and Regulations
— Final Rule [No. LS-01-06] received August
29, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Agriculture.

9328. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Department of
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Apricots Grown in Designated
Counties in Washington; Temporary Relax-
ation of the Minimum Grade Requirement
[Docket No. FV06-922-2 IFR] received August
29, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Agriculture.

9329. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, APHIS, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Importation of Tomatoes From
Certain Central American Countries [Docket
No. APHIS-2006-0009] received August 29,
2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

9330. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, APHIS, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Untreated Oranges, Tangerines,
and Grapefruit From Mexico Tansiting the
United States to Foreign Countries [Docket
No. 00-086-2] received August 31, 2006, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Agriculture.

9331. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, APHIS, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Agricultural Inspection and AQI
User Fees Along the U.S./Canada Border
[Docket No. APHIS 2006-0096] (RIN: 0579-
ACO06) received August 31, 2006, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

9332. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Mgmt. Staff, Department of
Health and Human Services, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Listing of
Color Additives Exempt From Ceritification;
Mica-Based Pearlescent Pigments [Docket
No. 1998C] received August 4, 2006, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on

Agriculture.
9333. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
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Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Fenpuroximate; Pesticide
Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2006-0216; FRI1-8087-
6] received August 24, 2006, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

9334. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Kresoxim-methyl; Pesticide
Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2006-0333; FRI1.-8088-
1] received August 24, 2006, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

9335. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Phosphorous Acid; Exemp-
tion from the Requirement of a Tolerance
[EPA-HQ-OPP-2006-0561; FRIL.-8084-3] received
August 24, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

9336. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Quinoxyfen; Pesticide Tol-
erance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2006-0167; FRI.-8088-8]
received August 24, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

9337. A letter from the Assistant to the
Board, Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, transmitting the Board’s final
rule — Truth in Lending [Regulation Z;
Docket No. R-1263] received August 16, 2006,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

9338. A letter from the Assistant to the
Board, Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, transmitting the Board’s final
rule — Electronic Fund Transfers [Regula-
tion E; Docket No. R-1247] received Sep-
tember 5, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

9339. A letter from the Assistant to the
Board, Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, transmitting the Board’s final
rule — Electronic Fund Transfers [Regula-
tion E; Docket No. R-1265] received Sep-
tember 5, 2006, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

9340. A letter from the Chief Counsel,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock-
et No. FEMA-7937] received August 31, 2006,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

9341. A letter from the General Counsel,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Final Flood Elevation Determinations — re-
ceived August 14, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

9342. A letter from the General Counsel,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Final Flood Elevation Determinations — re-
ceived August 14, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

9343. A letter from the General Counsel,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock-
et No. FEMA-7929] received August 14, 2006,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

9344. A letter from the General Counsel,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock-
et No. FEMA-7927] received August 14, 2006,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.
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9345. A letter from the General Counsel,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
List of Communities Eligible for the Sale of
Flood Insurance [Docket No. FEMA-7786] re-
ceived August 14, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

9346. A letter from the General Counsel,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Changes in Flood Elevation Determinations
[Docket No. FEMA-P-7652] received August
14, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Financial Services.

9347. A letter from the General Counsel,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock-
et No. FEMA-7931] received August 14, 2006,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

9348. A letter from the General Counsel,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Final Flood Elevation Determinations — re-
ceived August 14, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

9349. A letter from the General Counsel,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Final Flood Elevation Determinations — re-
ceived August 14, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

9350. A letter from the General Counsel,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Changes in Flood Elevation Determinations
[Docket No. FEMA-D-7585] received August
14, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Financial Services.

9351. A letter from the General Counsel,
National Credit Union Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final rule
— Organization and Operations of Federal
Credit Unions — received August 14, 2006,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

9352. A letter from the General Counsel,
National Credit Union Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final rule
— Loan Interest Rates (RIN: 3133-AD26) re-
ceived August 14, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

9353. A letter from the Chief, Program
Analysis and Monitoring Branch, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — State Administra-
tive Expense Funds (RIN: 0584-AD53) received
August 24, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.

9354. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Regulations, Office of the Gen-
eral Counsel, Department of Education,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Special Demonstration Programs — Model
Demonstrations for Assistive Technology
Reutilization — received August 17, 2006,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

9355. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Special Education and Rehabilitative
Services, Department of Education, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Spe-
cial Demonstration Programs — Model Dem-
onstrations for Assistive Technology Reutili-
zation — received August 31, 2006, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce.

9356. A letter from the Acting Executive
Director, Pension Benefit Guaranty Corpora-
tion, transmitting the Corporation’s final
rule — Benefits Payable in Terminated Sin-
gle-Employer Plans; Allocation of Assets in
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Single-Employer Plans; Interest Assump-
tions for Valuing and Paying Benefits — re-
ceived August 3, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.

9357. A letter from the Acting Executive
Director, Pension Benefit Guaranty Corpora-
tion, transmitting the Corporation’s final
rule — Duties of Plan Sponsor Following
Mass Withdrawal (RIN: 1212-AAb55) received
August 14, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.

9358. A letter from the Attorney, Office of
Assistant General Counsel for Legislation
and Regulatory Law, Department of Energy,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Renewable Energy Production Incentives
(RIN: 1904-AB62) received August 15, 2006,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

9359. A letter from the Attorney, Office of
Assistant General Counsel for Legislation
and Regulatory Law, Department of Energy,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Supplemental Standards of Ethical Conduct
for Employees of the Department of Energy
and Residual Department Standards Regula-
tion (RIN: 1990-AA19) received August 31,
2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

9360. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Mgmt. Staff, Department of
Health and Human Services, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Cold, Cough,
Allergy, Bronchodilator, and Antiasthmatic
Drug Products for Over-the-Counter Human
Use; Amendment of Monograph for OTC
Nasal Decongestant Products [Docket No.
1976N-0052N] (RIN: 0910-AR34) received Au-
gust 24, 2006, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

9361. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Mgmt. Staff, Department of
Health and Human Services, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Medical De-
vices; Immunology and Microbiology De-
vices; Classification of Fecel Calprotectin
Immunological Test Systems [Docket No.
2006N-0276] received August 14, 2006, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

9362. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Mon-
tana; Revisions to the Administrative Rules
of Montana [Docket No. EPA-R08-OAR-2004-
MT-0001, FRL-8202-1] received August 24,
2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

9363. A letter from the Secretary, Federal
Trade Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s final rule — Telemarketing Sales
Rule Fees (RIN: 3084-0098) received August 24,
2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

9364. A letter from the Chief, Division of
Policy and Directives Management, Fish and
Wildlife Service, Department of the Interior,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Revision of Federal Migratory Bird Hunting
and Conservation Stamp (Duck Stamp) Con-
test Regulations (RIN: 1018-AU56) received
August 31, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources.

9365. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks, Department
of the Interior, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Endangered and Threat-
ened Wildlife and Plants; Special Rule for
the Southwest Alaska Distinct Population
Segment of the Northern Sea Otter (RIN:
1018-AU21) received August 31, 2006, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Resources.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

9366. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary for Fish, Wildlife and Parks, De-
partment of the Interior, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Reclassifica-
tion of the Gila Trout (Oncorhynchus gilae)
from Endangered to Threatened; Special
Rule for Gila Trout in New Mexico and Ari-
zona (RIN: 1018-AH57) received August 31,
2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Resources.

9367. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks,
Department of the Interior, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Migratory Bird
Hunting; Early Seasons and Bag and Posses-
sion Limits for Certain Migratory Game
Birds in the Continous United States, Alas-
ka, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Is-
lands (RIN: 1018-AU42) received September 5,
2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Resources.

9368. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Subsistence Manage-
ment Regulations for Public Lands in Alas-
ka, Subpart A; Makhnati Island Area (RIN:
1018-AU70) received September 5, 2006, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Resources.

9369. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks,
Department of the Interior, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Migratory Bird
Hunting; Final Frameworks for Early-Sea-
son Migratory Bird Hunting Regulations
(RIN: 1018-AU42) received September 5, 2006,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Resources.

9370. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, CMS, Department of Health and
Human Services, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Medicaid Program and
State Children’s Health Insurance Program
(SCHIP) Payment Error Rate Measurement
[CMS-6026-IFC2] (RIN: 0938-ANT77) received
August 31, 2006, 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
PUBIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources.
H.R. 4893. A Dbill to amend section 20 of the
Indian Gaming Regulatory Act to restrict
off-reservation gaming; with an amendment
(Rept. 109-650). Referred to the Committee of
the whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. BUYER: Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. H.R. 5835. A Dbill to amend title 38,
United States Code, to improve information
management within the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and for other purposes; with an
amendment (Rept. 109-651 Pt. 1). Order to be
printed.

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Committee on
Government Reform. H.R. 1167. A bill to
amend the Trust in Regulating Act to make
permanent the pilot projects for the report
on rules; with amendments (Rept. 109-652).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

Mr. SESSIONS: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 1002. Resolution providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 6061) to es-
tablish operational control over the inter-
national land and maritime borders of the
United States (Rept. 109-653). Referred to the
House Calendar.

Mr. DREIER: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 1003. Resolution providing for the
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adoption of the resolution (H. Res. 1000) pro-
viding for earmarking reform in the House of
Representatives (Rept. 109-654). Referred to
the House Calendar.

Mr. DREIER: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 1000. Resolution providing for
earmarking reform in the House of Rep-
resentatives; with an amendment (Rept. 109—
655). Referred to the House Calendar.

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the
Committee on Government Reform dis-
charged from further consideration.
H.R. 5835 referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the
Union and ordered to be printed.

—————

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred, as follows:

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him-
self, Mr. LANTOS, and Mr. PAYNE):

H.R. 6060. A bill to authorize certain ac-
tivities by the Department of State, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself,
Mr. DREIER, Mr. HUNTER, Mr.
BOEHNER, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. SMITH of
Texas, Ms. HARRIS, Mr. PUTNAM, Mr.
MCCAUL of Texas, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr.
ROHRABACHER, Mr. ROGERS of Ala-
bama, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. KLINE, Ms.
PRYCE of Ohio, Mr. PORTER, Mr. TAY-
LOR of North Carolina, Mr. CHOCOLA,
Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. ENGLISH of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. LINDER, Ms. GINNY
BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. BOsS-
WELL, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. HERGER, Mr.
GARY G. MILLER of California, and
Mr. SOUDER):

H.R. 6061. A bill to establish operational
control over the international land and mar-
itime borders of the United States; to the
Committee on Homeland Security.

By Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts (for
himself and Mr. OXLEY):

H.R. 6062. A bill to enhance community de-
velopment investments by financial institu-
tions, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

By Mr. PICKERING (for himself, Ms.
EsHOO, Mr. HAYWORTH, and Mr. TAN-
NER):

H.R. 6063. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for coverage
of remote patient management services
under part B of the Medicare Program; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committee on Ways
and Means, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. KIND (for himself, Mr. SAXTON,
Mr. ALLEN, Mr. ANDREWS, Ms. BALD-
WIN, Mr. BASS, Mr. BISHOP of New
York, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. BRADLEY of
New Hampshire, Mr. CASE, Mr. CHAN-

DLER, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. FARR, Mr.
FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania, Mr.
GERLACH, Mr. HoLT, Ms. KAPTUR,
Mrs. KELLY, Mr. KOLBE, Mr.
LOBIONDO, Ms. McCoLLUM of Min-
nesota, Mr. MICHAUD, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr.
SMITH of Washington, Mrs.

TAUSCHER, Mr. UDALL of Colorado,

Mr. VAN HOLLEN, and Mr. WALSH):
H.R. 6064. A bill to reauthorize Department
of Agriculture conservation and energy pro-
grams and certain other programs of the De-
partment, to modify the operation and ad-
ministration of these programs, and for
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other purposes; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, and in addition to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce, for a period to
be subsequently determined by the Speaker,
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. CANTOR:

H.R. 6065. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide tax incentives
for the payment of premiums for high de-
ductible health plans, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. PASCRELL:

H.R. 6066. A bill to establish a grant pro-
gram to provide vision care to children, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio (for himself, Mr.
LANGEVIN, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms.
DELAURO, Ms. HERSETH, Mr. EMAN-
UEL, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr.
CLYBURN, Mr. STRICKLAND, Mr. FORD,
Mr. OBEY, and Ms. ESHOO):

H.R. 6067. A bill to provide for programs
that reduce the number of unplanned preg-
nancies, reduce the need for abortion, help
women bear healthy children, and support
new parents; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Education and the Workforce,
and Ways and Means, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. THOMPSON of California:

H.R. 6068. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to create a Bureau of Rec-
lamation partnership with the North Bay
Water Reuse Authority and other regional
partners to achieve objectives relating to
water supply, water quality, and environ-
mental restoration; to the Committee on Re-
sources.

By Mr. WAXMAN (for himself, Mr.
CARDOZA, Mr. OBEY, Ms. NORTON, and
Mr. TIERNEY):

H.R. 6069. A bill to reform acquisition prac-
tices of the Federal Government; to the
Committee on Government Reform, and in
addition to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices, Rules, and Small Business, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. MURTHA.:

H. Con. Res. 470. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that the
President should immediately replace the
Secretary of Defense, Donald Rumsfeld; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. FOLEY (for himself, Mr. CLY-
BURN, Mr. SHAW, Mr. BACA, Mr.
RAMSTAD, Mr. MEEKS of New York,
Mr. SNYDER, Mr. WILSON of South
Carolina, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. MICA,
Mr. CAMP of Michigan, Mr. BONNER,
Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. GENE GREEN of
Texas, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. KNOLLEN-
BERG, Mr. FORBES, Mr. ROGERS of
Michigan, Mr. FILNER, Mr. R0oSS, Mr.
BOEHLERT, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. FER-
GUSON, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. WALSH, Mr.
BROWN of South Carolina, and Mr.
BUYER):

H. Con. Res. 471. Concurrent resolution
congratulating The Professional Golfers’ As-
sociation of America on its 90th anniversary
and commending the members of The Profes-
sional Golfers’ Association of America and
The PGA Foundation for the charitable con-
tributions they provide to the United States;
to the Committee on Government Reform.

By Mr. STARK (for himself and Mr.
CONYERS):

H. Con. Res. 472. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the independence of the courts of
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the United States; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. DREIER (for himself, Mr.
HASTERT, Mr. BOEHNER, Mr. BLUNT,
Mr. CANTOR, Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. LIN-
COLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr.
HASTINGS of Washington, Mr. SES-
SIONS, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. BISHOP of
Utah, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania, Mr.
KIRK, Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota, Mr.
CAMPBELL of California, Mr. FEENEY,
Mr. SHAW, Mr. DAvVIs of Kentucky,
Mr. REICHERT, Mr. RENZI, Mr.
CONAWAY, Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. BILBRAY,
Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina, Mr.
MARIO DI1AZ-BALART of Florida, Mrs.
DRAKE, Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin, Ms.
HART, Mr. KLINE, Mr. SOUDER, Mr.
SHADEGG, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr.
PI1TTS, Mr. IssA, Mr. KUHL of New
York, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. KING
of Towa, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. PENCE,
Mr. McCAUL of Texas, Mr. SMITH of
Texas, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland,
Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, Mr.
PEARCE, Mr. TERRY, Mr. SAM JOHN-
SON of Texas, Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. GUT-

KNECHT, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr.
MCHENRY, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr.
BRADY of Texas, Mr. HERGER, and Mr.
GOODLATTE):

H. Res. 1000. A resolution providing for ear-
marking reform in the House of Representa-
tives; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. LEWIS of California:

H. Res. 1001. A resolution providing for ear-
marking reform in the House of Representa-
tives; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. FERGUSON (for himself, Mr.
GARRETT of New Jersey, Mr. PAYNE,
Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. ANDREWS, and Mr.
SAXTON):

H. Res. 1004. A resolution recognizing the
historical significance of the Washington-
Rochambeau march through New Jersey in
1781 as part of the march of American and
French forces from Rhode Island to Virginia
that culminated in the American victory at
Yorktown, Virginia, in October 1781; to the
Committee on Government Reform.

By Ms. HERSETH (for herself, Mr.
ETHERIDGE, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. HOYER,
Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota,
Ms. DELAURO, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. HIG-
GINS, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr.
TANNER, Mr. SKELTON, Mr. BERRY,
Mr. ROSS, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. LEWIS of
Georgia, and Ms. WOOLSEY):

H. Res. 1005. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that
September should be established a National
“Rural America Month‘‘; to the Committee
on Government Reform.

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas (for herself, Mr. ROTHMAN, Ms.
JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. HONDA,
Ms. McCoLLUM of Minnesota, Mr.
HoLT, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. LANTOS, Ms.
LEE, Mr. SERRANO, and Mr. CONYERS):

H. Res. 1006. A resolution recognizing the
commencement of Ramadan, the Islamic
holy month of fasting and spiritual renewal,
and commending Muslims in the United
States and throughout the world for their
faith; to the Committee on International Re-
lations.

By Mrs. LOWEY:

H. Res. 1007. A resolution providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5147) to amend
part B of title XVIII of the Social Security
Act to repeal the income-related increase in
part B premiums that was enacted as part of
the Medicare Prescription Drug, Improve-
ment, and Modernization Act of 2003 (Public
Law 108-173); to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. MOORE of Kansas (for himself,
Mr. BARROW, Mr. SALAZAR, Mr.
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CUELLAR, Mr. FRANK of Massachu-
setts, Mr. NADLER, Mr. DOGGETT, Ms.
JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr.
DELAHUNT, Ms. HOOLEY, Ms. BERK-
LEY, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. ISRAEL,
and Mr. VAN HOLLEN):

H. Res. 1008. A resolution amending the
Rules of the House of Representatives to pro-
vide for transparency of earmarks requests;
to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. PORTER (for himself and Mr.
TIBERI):

H. Res. 1009. A resolution supporting ef-
forts to promote greater public awareness of
effective runaway youth prevention pro-
grams and the need for safe and productive
alternatives, resources, and supports for
homeless youth and youth in other high-risk
situations; to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 25: Mr. GOODE.

H.R. 97: Mr. GONZALEZ.

H.R. 363: Mrs. TAUSCHER.

H.R. 500: Mr. KLINE.

H.R. 517: Mr. STRICKLAND, Mr. MEEK of
Florida, Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin, and Mr.
JONES of North Carolina.

H.R. 611: Mr. DELAHUNT and Mr. WEXLER.

H.R. 615: Mr. BROWN of South Carolina.

H.R. 874: Mr. GILCHREST.

H.R. 920: Mr. CALVERT.

H.R. 959: Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 968: Mr. CRAMER, Mr. BOREN, and Mr.
SIMMONS.

H.R. 1000: Ms. SLAUGHTER.

H.R. 1184: Mr. CLAY.

H.R. 1251: Mr. HINCHEY.

H.R. 1471: Mr. ScorT of Virginia, Mrs.
LOWEY, Mr. SHIMKUS, Ms. SLAUGHTER, and
Mrs. CUBIN.

. 1498: Mr. YOUNG of Florida.
. 1694: Mr. WEINER.

. 2231: Mrs. EMERSON.

. 2238: Mr. SPRATT.

H.R. 2257: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER.

H.R. 2421: Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. KELLER, and
Mr. GUTKNECHT.

H.R. 2567: Mrs.
and Mr. KLINE.

H.R. 2682: Mrs. BIGGERT.

H.R. 2719: Mr. RUSH and Mr. HASTINGS of
Florida.

H.R. 2804: Mr. BONNER.

H.R. 2861: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr.
WAMP, and Mr. BOUCHER.

H.R. 2928: Mr. SPRATT.

H.R. 3162: Mr. ScoTT of Georgia.

H.R. 3183: Ms. WATSON, Ms. HOOLEY, and
Mr. Wu.

H.R. 3436:

H.R. 3479:

H.R. 3569:

H.R. 3931:

H.R. 3954:

H.R. 4033:
SPRATT.

H.R. 4042:

H.R. 4063:

H.R. 4098:

SCHMIDT, Mrs. MALONEY,

. SHERWOOD.

. EDWARDS.

. NADLER.

. NORWOOD.

. TIERNEY.

. POMEROY, Mr. PITTS, and Mr.

. CLAY.
. HINCHEY.
. OBERSTAR.

H.R. 4137: . ScoTT of Georgia.

H.R. 4212: . McCoLLUM of Minnesota.

H.R. 4217: Mr. BACHUS and Mr. WILSON of
South Carolina.

H.R. 4259: Mr. DELAHUNT.

H.R. 4341: Mr. TIBERI.

H.R. 4550: Ms. SOLIS.

H.R. 4562: Mr. KINGSTON.

H.R. 4597: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. DOYLE, Ms.
CARSON, Ms. HARRIS, Mr. BAIRD, and Mr.
JONES of North Carolina.
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H.R. 4651: Ms. WATSON, Ms. ESHOO, and Mr.
ScoTT of Georgia.

H.R. 4720: Mr. HUNTER and Mr. BILBRAY.

H.R. 4730: Mr. TERRY.

H.R. 4751: Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia,
Mr. TERRY, Mr. WOLF, and Mr. CARDOZA.

H.R. 4769: Mr. CAPUANO.

H.R. 4771: Mr. WALSH.

H.R. 4844: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida and Mr. EHLERS.

H.R. 4893: Mr. ISSA.

H.R. 4896: Mr. MORAN of Virginia.

H.R. 4903: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.

H.R. 5005: Mr. CARDOZA.

H.R. 5092: Mr. DEFAzIO, Mr. IssA, Mr.
BILBRAY, Mr. FORD, Mr. PENCE, Mr. PORTER,
Mr. BURGESS, Mr. RYUN of Kansas, and Mr.
SPRATT.

H.R. 5099: Mr. BARROW and Ms. PELOSI.

H.R. 5139: Mr. KILDEE, Mrs. MCCARTHY, Mr.
HIGGINS, and Ms. McCOLLUM of Minnesota.

H.R. 5147: Mr. HINCHEY, Mrs. MCCARTHY,
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. McCoLLuM of Min-
nesota, Mr. ISRAEL, and Mr. LEWIS of Geor-
gia.

H.R. 5171: Mr. MCHUGH.

H.R. 5185: Mr. ANDREWS.

H.R. 5250: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER.

H.R. 5280: Mr. TERRY, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. PE-
TERSON of Minnesota, and Mr. BACA.

H.R. 5295: Mr. GERLACH and Mr. SHIMKUS.

H.R. 5312: Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 5348: Mr. PASTOR and Ms. SLAUGHTER.

H.R. 5442: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER and Mr.
WOLF.

H.R. 5465: Mr. HAYWORTH.

H.R. 5493: Mr. REHBERG.

H.R. 5500: Mrs. KELLY and Mr. BASS.

H.R. 5549: Mr. GERLACH.

H.R. 556564: Mr. KELLER and Mr. BISHOP of
Utah.

H.R. 5580: Mr. ISRAEL.

H.R. 5624: Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. CARDOZA,
and Mr. STEARNS.

H.R. 5633: Mr. MCCOTTER.

H.R. 5635: Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. HASTINGS of
Florida, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr.
BAIRD, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. FORD, Mr. BouU-
CHER, Mr. DEFAZIO, and Mrs. CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 5698: Mr. RAMSTAD.
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H.R. 5699: Ms. BALDWIN.

H.R. 5702: Mr. POE.

H.R. 5704: Mr. BECERRA, Mr. BOOZMAN, and
Mr. WALSH.

H.R. 5707: Mr. RAHALL.

H.R. 5709: Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. BISHOP of
Utah, and Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 5718: Mr. COBLE, Mr. TAYLOR of North
Carolina, Mr. MCHENRY, Mrs. MYRICK, and
Mr. MCINTYRE.

H.R. 5733: Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mr.
REHBERG, and Mrs. CAPITO.

H.R. 5740: Mr. GERLACH.

H.R. 5746: Mr. ADERHOLT, Ms. GINNY

BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Ms. WATSON, Mr.
LAHOOD, and Mr. FORTENBERRY.

H.R. 5751: Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. PITTS, Mrs.
MYRICK, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Mr.
GOODE, and Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland.

H.R. 5782: Mr. MCCOTTER.

H.R. 5795: Mr. GORDON, Mr. INSLEE, and Mr.
ScoTT of Georgia.

H.R. 5835: Mr. RENZI and Mr. EVERETT.

H.R. 5862: Mr. HENSARLING.

H.R. 5888: Mr. TIBERI and Ms. SCHWARTZ of
Pennsylvania.

H.R. 5896: Mr.

H.R. 5906: Mr.

H.R. 5931: Mr.

H.R. 5940: Mr. LANGEVIN and Mr. WEXLER.

H.R. 5955: Mr. BISHOP of Utah.

H.R. 5965: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. SNY-
DER, Ms. HOOLEY, and Mr. CAPUANO.

H.R. 6029: Mrs. CUBIN, Mr. HAYWORTH, Mr.
RENZI, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr.
CosTA, and Mr. CARDOZA.

H.R. 6030: Mr. GILCHREST, Ms. HOOLEY, Mr.
EVANS, and Mr. CAMP of Michigan.

H.R. 6032: Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr.
ADERHOLT, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. GOODE.

H.R. 6033: Ms. KAPTUR.

H.R. 6038: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. TOWNS, Mr.
LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. JACKSON of Illinois,
Ms. WATSON, Ms. LEE, and Mrs. CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 6039: Mr. PAUL.

H.R. 6042: Mr. DUNCAN.

H.R. 6054: Mr. RENZI.

H. Con. Res. 278: Mr. POE.

H. Con. Res. 317: Mr. SCHIFF.
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H. Con. Res. 340: Mr. LEACH, Mr. BASS, Mr.
CLEAVER, Mr. STARK, and Mr. SMITH of New
Jersey.

H. Con. Res. 3838: Ms. BORDALLO.

H. Con. Res. 404: Mr. SNYDER, Mr. BAIRD,
Mr. BERMAN, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. ScoTT of Geor-
gia, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. SMITH of Washington,
Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. GEORGE MIL-
LER of California, and Mr. CROWLEY.

H. Con. Res. 444: Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Vir-
ginia.

H. Con. Res. 465: Mr. HoLT and Mr. BoU-
CHER.

H. Res. 194: Mr. WEXLER.

H. Res. 518: Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. BOOZMAN,
and Mr. WALSH.

H. Res. 526: Mr. LOBIONDO.

H. Res. 622: Mr. BILBRAY, Ms. SOLIS, and
Ms. BERKLEY.

H. Res. 723: Mr. LATHAM, Ms. JACKSON-LEE
of Texas, and Mr. PALLONE.

H. Res. 745: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey.

H. Res. 888: Mr. HONDA, Mr. PRICE of North
Carolina, and Mr. LEWIS of Georgia.

H. Res. 940: Mr. PAYNE.

H. Res. 942: Mr. POE, Mr. HYDE, Mr. PENCE,
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. CHABOT, Mr.
IssA, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Mr.
ROHRABACHER, Mr. McCCAUL of Texas, Mr.
GOHMERT, Mr. HOSTETTLER, Mr. GALLEGLY,
Mr. FEENEY, Mr. JENKINS, Mr. BACHUS, Mr.
DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California, Mr.
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. FORBES, Ms. HARRIS,
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. LANTOS, Ms. FOXX,
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. TERRY, and Mr.
SHERMAN.

H. Res. 943: Mr. UPTON.

H. Res. 969: Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania,
Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. GONZALEZ, and
Mr. MEEK of Florida.

H. Res. 973: Mr. CASE, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr.
BisHor of New York, Mrs. DRAKE, Mr.
LAHOOD, and Mr. BECERRA.

H. Res. 989: Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. RYUN of
Kansas, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. PITTS,
Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. FEENEY, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr.
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. GUTKNECHT,
and Mr. CONAWAY.
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