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House of Representatives

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

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC.
February 5, 2007.

I hereby appoint the Honorable NICK
LAMPSON to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

——————

PRAYER

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

Grateful for both the Republican and
Democratic congressional retreats
which took place these past 2 weeks,
Lord God, we pray that the collabora-
tion experienced and the insights
gained may not dissipate with time,
but permeate all the work of the 110th
Congress.

A clearer understanding of the two
separate branches of government was
achieved, and the importance of bipar-
tisan cooperation to solve large prob-
lems was realized in the honored pres-
ence and honest dialogue with Presi-
dent George Bush at both retreats. For
these deeper perceptions which benefit
all Americans, we praise You and bless
You, Almighty God.

Time for prayer and reflection re-
vealed a solid relationship with You,
Lord God, while both retreats mani-
fested everyone’s gratitude and com-
mitment to our Armed Forces and vet-
erans. Precious time with spouses and
children renewed the love and appre-
ciation of family members who make
daily sacrifices so that Members may
serve the Nation and the common in-
terest of others.

May all those who serve and sacrifice
their time and talent for the common
good of this Nation be rewarded by You
both now and forever.

Amen.

—————

THE JOURNAL

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

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

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

Mr. DOGGETT 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 with
amendments in which the concurrence
of the House is requested, a bill of the
House of the following title:

H.R. 434. An act to provide for an addi-
tional temporary extension of programs
under the Small Business Act and the Small
Business Investment Act of 1958 through De-
cember 31, 2007, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed without amendment
in which the concurrence of the House
is requested, a concurrent resolution of
the House of the following title:

H. Con. Res. 34. Concurrent resolution hon-
oring the life of Percy Lavon Julian, a pio-
neer in the field of organic chemistry re-
search and development and the first and
only African American chemist to be in-

ducted into the National
Sciences.

The message also announced pursu-
ant to section 276h-276k of title 22,
United States Code, as amended, the
Chair, on behalf of the Vice President,
appoints the following Senator as
Chairman of the Senate Delegation to
the Mexico-United States Inter-
parliamentary Group during the 110th
Congress:

The Senator from Connecticut (Mr.
DopD).

Academy of

————

THE PRESERVE HISTORIC
AMERICA ACT

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

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to announce the introduction of
H.R. 610, the Preserve Historic America
Act. This bill would expand and facili-
tate the use of Federal historic preser-
vation tax credit and create a new his-
toric preservation tax credit for our
homeowners. The economic incentives
created by the bill will produce his-
toric preservation, economic growth,
and spawn jobs.

A study of the Missouri Historic
Preservation Tax Credit program, a
widely respected program that expands
upon the current Federal program,
showed State assistance of $74 million
in tax credits contributed to $267 mil-
lion in Missouri income, $381 million in
gross State product and 10,278 Missouri
jobs.

The State of Missouri has led the
way in creating the most utilized his-
toric preservation tax credit in the
country, and I am proud to bring my
home State’s successes to the Federal
level. H.R. 610 will provide the eco-
nomic incentive necessary to save our
historic treasures, while simulta-
neously creating a far-reaching mone-
tary benefit.

I urge my colleagues to cosponsor
this legislation.
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RECOGNIZING THE SOUPER BOWL
OF CARING

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, the Chicago Bears and the In-
dianapolis Colts were not the only
teams hungry for victory last night.
Reverend Brad Smith of the Spring
Valley Presbyterian Church in Colum-
bia, South Carolina, founded the
Souper Bowl of Caring 16 years ago.
This youth-led non-profit collects
money on Super Bowl Sunday to feed
the hungry in their communities.

Since its beginning, the group has
raised $33 million. Nearly 103,000 youth
groups have participated, and more
than 18,000 charity organizations na-
tionwide have benefited from its work.

The coordination of the Souper Bowl
of Caring with the NFL Super Bowl has
not gone unnoticed. Five NFL team
owners, including two with South
Carolina connections, have made sig-
nificant financial contributions to fund
the organization. Specifically, I would
like to recognize USC graduate Bob
McNair, and his wife, Columbia College
graduate Janice McNair, with the
Houston Texans.

The Souper Bowl of Caring is making
a positive difference alleviating hun-
ger, and all Americans appreciate its
efforts.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September 11.

———

CORVETTE WINNER HAS NO ID

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, in Chicago, a
22-year-old woman is suing a Spanish
language radio station. It seems she
won a Corvette in the station’s raffle,
but the station won’t give it to her.
Why? Because she would not produce
any identification. You see, a valid So-
cial Security number or taxpayer iden-
tification number is required by law of
the winner to get this type of prize be-
cause the winner must pay Federal
taxes on the Corvette. The radio sta-
tion strictly adheres to FCC contest
rules. This person did not have either
document. Why? Because she is ille-
gally in the United States and because
she won’t pay the taxes, so the Cor-
vette was withheld.

Never mind the station followed the
law and the illegal is breaking the law
by being in our country. She is now
suing the radio station because she
wants the Vette. She is also suing be-
cause of emotional distress. What arro-
gance this illegal has. The lawsuit
should be thrown out of court, and
when she gets to the courthouse they
should put her in the jailhouse and de-
port her.

And that’s just the way it is.
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SUPER BOWL COMMERCIAL

(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 condemn an unconscionable
commercial from Ilast night’s Super
Bowl. Some ads were good, some ads
were bad; but this one was very ugly.
For those who missed it, an antiwar
political action committee ran an ad
claiming, and this is a direct quote: ““If
you support escalation, you don’t sup-
port the troops.”

Well, Mr. Speaker, that couldn’t be
farther from the truth. Supporting ad-
ditional troops in Iraq is supporting
one final surge to push the Iraqi people
over the threshold of violence and de-
liver the best shot for a more stable
Middle East.

Let me assure you that the veterans
in this commercial do not speak for the
veterans in my district, nor do they
speak for the soldiers that I visited in
Iraq or Walter Reed, nor do they speak
for our military commanders. But, Mr.
Speaker, what disturbs me most about
this commercial is that it wasn’t just
broadcast to those of us watching the
game from the comfort of our living
rooms and our homes. It was broadcast
to the troops watching the game in
Iraq.

Our troops should know that the
United States military strategy will
not be determined by political groups
buying air time during the Super Bowl.
I support victory in Iraq, and this final
surge may be our best last chance to
achieve it.

———

OUR COUNTRY HAS A SPENDING
PROBLEM

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

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, you
know, today President Bush presented
his budget to the American people, and
even though it is bigger and more
bloated than I think it should be, I am
pleased that it does include a balanced
budget without raising taxes.

As stewards of the taxpayers’ money,
we must be diligent in working to
achieve savings and making this gov-
ernment run more efficiently. We have
plenty of data from the GAO and from
our Inspector General showing that
money is wasted throughout the Fed-
eral Government, and the President’s
budget does target 140 programs that
could and should be removed.

So whether you are a Democrat or a
Republican, there is consensus among
the American people that we do have a
spending problem in the Federal Gov-
ernment. It is not a revenue problem.
Tax reductions have generated record
revenues. It is definitely a spending
problem, and it is time that we begin
to fine-tune our focus and decide what
is a priority with this government.
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So I hope that my colleagues on ei-
ther side of this center aisle will join
together, will take a good hard look at
this budget, and will find a way to bal-
ance it without raising taxes.

——

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

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

——————

SERGEANT HENRY YBARRA III
POST OFFICE BUILDING

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. b77) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 3903 South Congress Avenue in
Austin, Texas, as the ‘“‘Sergeant Henry
Ybarra III Post Office Building”’.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 577

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

SECTION 1. SERGEANT HENRY YBARRA III POST
OFFICE BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 3903
South Congress Avenue in Austin, Texas,
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Ser-
geant Henry Ybarra III Post Office Build-
ing”’.

(gb) 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 ‘‘Sergeant Henry
Ybarra III Post Office Building”’.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to join with my colleagues in
the consideration of H.R. 577, legisla-
tion naming a postal facility in Austin,
Texas, after Staff Sergeant Henry
Ybarra III.

On September 11, 2003, Sergeant
Ybarra died in Iraq, performing main-
tenance on a heavy expanded mobility
tactical truck when a tire exploded. He
was serving in the Army’s 6th Squad-
ron, 6th Cavalry Unit when he was
killed at the young age of 32.

Born in Austin, Texas, Sergeant
Ybarra grew up wanting to be just like
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his father and serve in the military. At
age 19 he enlisted in the Army and ful-
filled his dream.

Sergeant Ybarra served as a tech-
nical supply clerk, keeping track of
spare parts for the squadron, which was
not an easy task since spare parts are
often scarce during times of conflict.

Sergeant Ybarra was known for his
upbeat attitude, his contagious smile,
and strong devotion to the Catholic
faith. He is survived by his wife and
three children.

Staff Sergeant Ybarra’s service to
our country should be remembered and
celebrated by this small tribute, and I
urge swift passage of this bill.

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

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

Sergeant Henry Ybarra was, I am
told, a regular guy. On a typical week-
end, he could be found relaxing at
home with his family, grilling outside
with friends or watching his favorite
NFL team, the Dallas Cowboys. At
other times of the year he would tune
into auto racing to watch his favorite
NASCAR driver, Dale Earnhardt, Jr.

Born and raised in Austin, Texas,
Sergeant Ybarra was a proud family
man with everyday American values.
At the age of 19, he enlisted in the U.S.
Army. His military career took him to
Virginia, Kansas, Texas, and on to Ger-
many. It was in Germany, while as-
signed to Troop D, 6th Squadron, 6th
Cavalry that he fought in Operation
Enduring Freedom and Operation Iraqi
Freedom.

His plans for the future were focused
on his family and raising his three chil-
dren; but as was pointed out, it all
ended abruptly on September 11, 2003 in
Balad, Iraq, when he was changing a
tire on a heavy expanded mobility tac-
tical truck when a tire suddenly ex-
ploded and killed him.

As his father back home in the U.S.
was attending a memorial honoring
those who died on September 11, 2001,
he regretfully received word that his
own son, who had given so much of
himself to his country, had been killed.

Sergeant Ybarra was known by his
friends, comrades and family for hav-
ing a joyful spirit and a constant smile.
He liked to kid to make others laugh.
A proud father, son, husband and sol-
dier maintained a positive attitude and
never said, I am told, a harmful word
towards others.
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He served his country with distinc-
tion. Among his awards and decora-
tions were: the Army Commendation
Medal, the Army Achievement Medal,
three Good Conduct Medals, two Na-
tional Defense Service Medals, the
Armed Forces Service Medal, the NCO
Professional Development Ribbon,
three Overseas Service Ribbons and the
Basic Marks qualification badge.

Mr. Speaker, this was a man who was
happy to serve his country, and we are
grateful he did. Let us honor his ulti-
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mate sacrifice by renaming this post
office for him.

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

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DOGGETT) as much time as he may con-
sume.

Mr. DOGGETT. I thank my col-
leagues for bringing this bill to the
floor.

Mr. Speaker, today we honor a son of
Texas, Sergeant Henry Ybarra III, born
and raised in south Austin, and a mem-
ber of the parish at San Jose Catholic
Church. On September 11, 2003, he was
killed in Iraq, the first of a number
from our State capital in Texas to lose
their life there.

I attended his rosary personally,
joined by Marine Thomas Cruz, a mem-
ber of my Congressional staff at that
time. Today we honor Henry’s sacrifice
to our Nation by officially affixing his
name to the post office on South Con-
gress in Austin, the road that leads up
to our State Capitol.

Henry long knew that he wanted to
devote his life to service. His mother,
Mary Jane, remembers it as early as
age five. His father, a veteran of Viet-
nam, would find young Henry marching
around in his dad’s boots and cap.
Henry wasted no time making that
dream a reality, enlisting in the Army
only months after graduating from
Johnston High School. That father,
Hank, is at this very moment still con-
valescing from both his own service in
Vietnam and the impact of the loss of
his son. We wish him continued
progress in his recovery, and express
our deep gratitude for what he has
given personally to our country.

Henry’s military career spanned a
dozen years, earning numerous honors
and awards. He met his wife, Lilian,
while stationed at Fort Hood in
Killeen, and his career took his family
with daughters, Alyssa and Gabrielle,
and his son, Henry IV, as far away as
Germany. His commanding officer de-
scribed Henry’s easy manner and said,
I wish I had a troop full of soldiers with
his attitude and outlook on life.

As Pericles once spoke of ancient
Athens, so it is with our democracy
today: “‘If it should appear great to
you, consider then that her glories
were purchased by valiant men, and by
men who learned their duty.”

With this bill, our Nation pays trib-
ute to a valiant man, Staff Sergeant
Henry Ybarra, and to all those valiant
men and women who serve and have
served under our flag. The veterans
groups Tejanos in Action, the Catholic
War Veterans Post 1805, the Knights of
Columbus Council 10148, the American
GI Forum, along with LULAC and
other community organizations, have
been strong supporters of the effort to
memorialize Sergeant Ybarra by nam-
ing the South Congress station in his
honor.

Tejanos in Action is a unique organi-
zation that addresses the needs of our
Hispanic veterans, and by providing its

H1157

services to our community, provides a
meaningful tribute to Henry and others
who have served our country. I salute
Dan Arellano, the Commander of
Tejanos in Action; Moses Saldana, who
works closely with the Knights of Co-
lumbus at San Jose Church, and the
Catholic War Veterans and all those
who continue to serve and inspire our
youth with their service.

Last year, I participated in the dedi-
cation of the Nicholas Perez Elemen-
tary School, as the Austin Independent
School District recognized another
brave son of south Austin lost in Iraq.
Such memorials rightly honor men and
women who have given their lives in
service. They are daily reminders of
both the valor of these young peobple
and of our need to prevent war or its
unnecessary escalation. With the death
toll now rising towards 4,000 unique
human beings tragically lost in Iraaq,
there may not be enough physical me-
morials to honor individually the sac-
rifice of all those who continue to fall.

For Sergeant Henry Ybarra and his
friends and family, he will always be in
their hearts. With this memorial nam-
ing, new generations will learn of Ser-
geant Ybarra’s selfless sacrifice and be
inspired by that service.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I want to
associate myself with the eloquent re-
marks of the gentleman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise to pay tribute to a great American and
war hero of our country by naming the Post
Office at 3903 South Congress Avenue in
Austin, Texas in his honor. Born and raised in
South Austin, Army SGT Henry Ybarra Ill was
the first soldier from the capitol of my home
state—Austin, Texas—to be killed in Iraq. Ser-
geant Ybarra graduated from Johnson High
School and attended San Jose Catholic
Church. He is survived by his wife, Lilian, and
their three children, Alyssa, 16, Gabreielle, 14,
and Henry Ybarra IV, 4.

Army SGT Henry Ybarra Il died when he
was just 32 years of age on September 11,
2003 in Balad, Iraq. Ironically it was when his
father was observing a moment of silence for
the September 11th victims that he received a
phone call with the grave news that his own
son was dead. Readiness, quick thinking,
leadership and dedication are some of the
traits that America’s leaders possess today
and traits that Sergeant Ybarra displayed the
day that he was killed. Army SGT Henry
Ybarra Il died under combat conditions when
the tire on a 10-ton military cargo truck ex-
ploded as he tried to change it. Dedication
and excellent service to his country was not
new to Army SGT Henry Ybarra and during
his military career he earned the Army
Achievement Medal, Good Conduct Medal,
National Defense Medal, Armed Forces Serv-
ice Medal, National Defense Medal, NCO Pro-
fessional Development Ribbon, Overseas
Service Ribbon and Basic Marksmanship
Badge.

As Americans will never forget the attack on
our Nation on September 11, 2001, so we
must never forget those who are fighting the
war in Irag and serving our country. Sergeant
Ybarra’s memory must live on. He is an exam-
ple of the thousands of dedicated soldiers who
have selflessly given their lives to protect the
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freedoms of America and aid those in need.
By honoring him, we honor the soldiers before
him and the soldiers that are currently de-
ployed in Irag. Too many times we hear about
the ugliness this war brings and as the death
toll rises and we continue to stay in Iraq, we
must not forget the names and faces of the
fallen. | thank Rep. DOGGETT and urge my col-
leagues to join me in support of H.R. 577, to
designate the facility of the United States
Postal Service located at 3903 South Con-
gress Avenue in Austin, TX, as the “Sergeant
Henry Ybarra Il Post Office Building.” We
must put a face and a name to honor the fall-
en in Iraq so that his memory will never be
forgotten. Help me to honor one of our Na-
tion’s finest and bravest by commemorating
Sergeant Ybarra and naming a post office in
Austin, Texas after him.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker,
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 577.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

I yield

———

SERGEANT LEA ROBERT MILLS
BROOKSVILLE AVIATION BRANCH
POST OFFICE

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 514) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 16150 Aviation Loop Drive in
Brooksville, Florida, as the ‘‘Sergeant
Lea Robert Mills Brooksville Aviation
Branch Post Office”.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 514

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

SECTION 1. SERGEANT LEA ROBERT MILLS

BROOKSVILLE AVIATION BRANCH
POST OFFICE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 16150
Aviation Loop Drive in Brooksville, Florida,
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Ser-
geant Lea Robert Mills Brooksville Aviation
Branch Post Office”.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Sergeant Lea Robert
Mills Brooksville Aviation Branch Post Of-
fice”.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts?
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There was no objection.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to join my colleagues in con-
sideration of H.R. 514, legislation nam-
ing a postal facility in Brooksville,
Florida, after Sergeant Lea Robert
Mills of the United States Marine
Corps.

Sergeant Mills was killed April 28,
2006, while conducting combat oper-
ations against enemy forces in Al
Anbar Province, Iraq. He was 21 years
old. A native of Masarkytown, Florida,
Sergeant Mills joined the Marines in
2002 after graduating from Hernando
High School. After his initial service,
he renewed his commitment to the Ma-
rines and volunteered to serve his
country in Iraq.

He spent only 6 weeks in that coun-
try before an improvised explosive de-
vice took his life. Sergeant Mills is sur-
vived by his wife, Keesha, his parents,
Rob and Delores, and his brother,
Parker. This young man’s death is a
tragedy for our Nation and for all those
who loved him, but his sacrifice is a
triumph of human courage and selfless-
ness. Sergeant Mills is due the grati-
tude and remembrance of his country
and its people.

I urge the swift passage of this bill.

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

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

From all we know about Sergeant
Lea Robert Mills, he was a dedicated
and honorable Marine who hoped to
make a difference in people’s lives. In-
spired to volunteer for the military
after the September 11 terrorist at-
tacks, Sergeant Mills gave his life
fighting for those values we hold dear-
est.

Sergeant Mills of Masaryktown,
Florida, joined the Marines after his
graduation from Hernando High School
in 2002. He wanted to serve on the front
lines in the war on terror, and he want-
ed to make a difference. Always one to
do his best, Sergeant Mills advanced
quickly in rank and received many
honors, becoming a leader to his be-
loved Marine comrades.

On April 28, 2006, at age 21, he was
killed by a terrorist IED explosion
while on patrol in Iraq, leaving behind
his young wife, Keesha, and a very lov-
ing family. Sergeant Mills was proud to
serve his Nation and strongly believed
that he was doing the right thing for
his country.

With gratitude for his bravery and
sacrifice to his country, I ask all mem-
bers to join me in supporting H.R. 514,
which will rename the aviation post of-
fice in Brooksville, Florida, in his
honor.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation was, I
think, submitted by GINNY BROWN-
WAITE, who is in transit. I hope that if
we get to the next bill and I still con-
trol time, I could yield her time to
speak on this issue, if it is all right
with my colleagues.

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | rise today in support of my bill,
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H.R. 514, which will rename the aviation post
office in Brooksville, FL, after Sergeant Lea
Robert Mills.

Lea was a resident of my district in
Masaryktown who gave his life for his country
while serving in Iraq.

At 21 years old, Lea was proud to serve his
fellow citizens, and even requested to be sent
to Iraq.

After being inspired to volunteer for the mili-
tary after the September 11 attacks, he felt it
was his duty as a Marine to go where the mis-
sion was.

Lea told his father that the marines would
give him the best opportunity to make a dif-
ference in people’s lives.

He joined right after graduating from
Hernando High School in 2002, and had just
recently re-upped for a second stint with the
Marines.

Tragically, he was killed by an IED explo-
sion, leaving behind a young wife and a griev-
ing family.

Sergeant Mills was a true patriot and a
brave hero, and our community feels his loss
immensely.

His dedication to his country and turning his
ideals into actions are truly inspiring.

It is a sad truth that in a cynical world, we
are surprised by courageous acts.

Learning about Lea from his family and
friends helped me to have faith that not every-
one is just trying to get by—some are trying to
change the world for the better.

| hope that in renaming this post office, we
will memorialize Lea’s courage and never for-
get his sacrifice for this great Nation.

| urge my colleagues to support this bill, and
| yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.
Mr. LYNCH. 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 Massachusetts
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 514.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

SCIPIO A. JONES POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 433) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 1700 Main Street in Little
Rock, Arkansas, as the ‘Scipio A.
Jones Post Office Building”’.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 433

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

SECTION 1. SCIPIO A. JONES POST OFFICE
BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 1700
Main Street in Little Rock, Arkansas, shall
be known and designated as the ‘‘Scipio A.
Jones Post Office Building”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
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record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Scipio A. Jones Post
Office Building™’.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to join my colleagues in the
consideration of H.R. 433, legislation
naming a postal facility in Little Rock,
Arkansas, after Scipio Africanus Jones.

Mr. Jones was an African American
lawyer, judge, professor and humani-
tarian. Born in 1863 as a slave, he is
most noted for his work to appeal the
conviction and death sentence of 12
black sharecroppers for their involve-
ment in the Elaine Race Riot. The
Elaine Race Riot is one of the bloodiest
racial conflicts in American history.
Mr. Jones’ work brought the case to
the United States Supreme Court, and
as a result found mob driven trials vio-
lated the due process clause of the 14th
amendment.

Mr. Jones also made history when he
personally purchased $50,000 worth of
Liberty Bonds, which helped support
the Allied war efforts in the First
World War. Soon thereafter, President
Woodrow Wilson appointed him to the
Liberty Bond National Advisory Board.

Later in his life, he continued to ad-
vocate against racial discrimination.
He fought for black voting rights and
worked with Thurgood Marshall in a
case ensuring fair pay for African
American teachers. His contribution
impacted society’s treatment towards
blacks in a powerful way, and for this
we all should be proud and remember
him dearly.

I urge the swift passage of this bill.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, February 1 marks the
beginning of Black History Month. It is
the time when we take time to honor
the commitments and struggles of Afri-
can Americans and try to understand
their struggles. It is only fitting that
during this month we honor a man
whose perseverance and dedication to
his community and fellow African
Americans broke through and broke
down historic barriers.

On August 3, 1863, Scipio Africanus
Jones was born in Smith Township, Ar-
kansas. His mother had been a slave.
Scipio Jones attended black schools in
the area and then moved to Little
Rock to attend preparatory courses at
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Philander Smith College. From there
he earned his Bachelor’s Degree from
North Little Rock’s Bethel University,
now known as Shorter College.

But his interest in education did not
stop there. He recognized the con-
tinuing struggle African Americans
face in achieving equal rights, and
knew he could contribute through Ar-
kansas’ legal system.

Mr. Jones offered to work unpaid as a
janitor at the offices of the local U.S.
district judge. There he began to read
law books and became an apprentice in
law under Circuit Judge Robert Lea.
He was accepted into the American Bar
Association in 1889. From there, he was
admitted to practice in the -circuit
court of Pulaski County in Little
Rock.

In 1900, he was admitted to the State
Supreme Court, then the United States
District Court, the United States Su-
preme Court, and the United States
Court of Appeals.
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He was a strong member of his com-
munity and joined several local fra-
ternal organizations. He even turned
down offers to serve as the ambassador
to the Republic of Haiti, as well as the
Recorder of Deeds in the District of Co-
lumbia so he could support the Little
Rock area.

He was treasurer of the National
Negro Bar Association, the National
Attorney General of the Mosaic Tem-
plars of America, a member of the
International Order of Twelve, and a
member of the Knights and Daughters
of Tabor.

Through his work in these fraternal
organizations, he became known as the
“Gibraltar of Negro fraternal bene-
ficiary societies.”

Mr. Jones is famous for his defense in
the trial of the Elaine Twelve. In 1919 a
group of black sharecroppers met in
Elaine, Arkansas, to discuss creating
their own unit and whether to bring a
class action lawsuit against their land-
lords for not paying them appropriate
shares for their homegrown crops.

When a local sheriff and railroad de-
tective, both white, showed up to the
meeting, a fight arose. It quickly
spread through the town and lasted for
3 days. It grew so intense that 600 Fed-
eral troops came to the area to quiet
the fighting.

In the end, 99 black men were ar-
rested. Twelve of the men received a
trial that lasted only 20 minutes and
sentenced them to death. With Scipio’s
efforts he pushed their case to the Su-
preme Court of the United States,
which successfully gave all 12 men a
new trial.

Beyond his legal work, Mr. Jones was
a passionate businessman. He was the
founder and owner of People’s Ice and
Fuel Company. He also founded Arkan-
sas’s Negro Business League.

Judge Scipio Jones fought hard his
whole life for the rights of his fellow
African Americans. He knew a better
way of life could be had for his commu-
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nity members. He was a prominent
leader, lawyer, educator, businessman,
and politician. It is so appropriate that
we honor a man of such determination,
pride and integrity during Black His-
tory Month with the naming of this
post office.

Frankly, I am in awe of this gen-
tleman.

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

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker,
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 433.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

I yield

——————

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Sherman
Williams, one of his secretaries.

———

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND

IDEALS OF NATIONAL CON-
SUMER PROTECTION WEEK
Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, 1

move to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 94) a resolution
supporting the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Consumer Protection Week, as
amended.
The Clerk read as follows:
H. RES. 94

Whereas informed consumers are better
equipped to see through frauds and decep-
tions, whether they take the form of ques-
tionable claims in an advertisement, offers
that come in the mail or e-mail, or schemes
designed to appear to be risk-free;

Whereas the Federal Government provides
many educational resources and programs to
help people protect themselves against fraud
by supplying them with information about
their options in the marketplace;

Whereas the Federal Trade Commission
and more than 100 other Federal agencies
have collaborated on a website,
www.consumer.gov, which provides helpful
information ranging from how credit ratings
work to how to buy a new home;

Whereas the Federal Trade Commission
has prepared a collection of easy-to-use ma-
terials to enable anyone, regardless of their
existing knowledge about identity theft, to
learn about and inform others about how to
protect themselves against this serious
crime;

Whereas consumers can find practical tips
from National Consumer Protection Week
partner organizations about how to make
well-informed purchase decisions, avoid
scams, protect their personal information,
and file a complaint online at
WWW.Cconsumer.gov/ncpw;

Whereas, by gathering and sharing infor-
mation, consumers and their friends and
families can be more confident, savvy, and
safe in the marketplace;
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Whereas increasing financial literacy and
information about financial services pro-
vides consumers with the knowledge to ob-
tain the most appropriate and prudent op-
tions for managing their finances and build-
ing wealth;

Whereas a 2005 report by the Comptroller
General entitled ‘‘Credit Reporting Lit-
eracy’’ supports educational efforts to in-
crease consumers’ understanding of the cred-
it reporting process and suggests that such
efforts target those areas in which con-
sumers’ knowledge is weakest, including
populations with less education, lower in-
comes, and less experience obtaining credit;
and

Whereas public, community-based, and pri-
vate sector organizations throughout the
United States are working to increase finan-
cial literacy rates and consumer protection
for people of all ages and walks of life
through a range of outreach efforts, includ-
ing media campaigns, websites, and one-on-
one counseling for individuals: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) supports the goals and ideals of the
Ninth Annual National Consumer Protection
Week, including raising public awareness
about the importance of consumer protec-
tion;

(2) requests that the President issue a
proclamation calling upon Government offi-
cials, industry leaders, schools, non-profit
organizations, and consumer advocates to
provide citizens with the information nec-
essary to effectively protect themselves
against consumer fraud, and encourage all
citizens to take an active role in protecting
their personal information; and

(3) encourages people across the Nation to
take advantage of the wealth of consumer
protection information that can enhance
confidence in the marketplace.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. MATHESON) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the resolution
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
resolution that supports the goals and
ideals of National Consumer Protection
Week. Starting yesterday, Sunday,
February 4, through this Saturday,
February 10, National Consumer Pro-
tection Week has the purpose of high-
lighting consumer protection and edu-
cation efforts around the Nation.

This is a worthy goal that Congress
should enthusiastically support. An in-
formed consumer is a powerful con-
sumer. Too often, the average citizen is
unaware of the litany of scams being
perpetrated at any given time.

Many criminals prey on consumers
who have fallen on hard financial
times, promising them quick fixes to
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magically solve all of their economic
problems. These scams have real con-
sequences for thousands of Americans,
and the effects can be devastating to
an individual or to a family.

However, if consumers are well in-
formed and armed with knowledge,
they can better navigate the market-
place and avoid these financial pitfalls.
National Consumer Protection Week
can help in this regard. Sponsored by
the Federal Trade Commission, the
Better Business Bureau, AARP, the
Consumer Federation of America, and
many other government and nonprofit
organizations, community leaders can
access a Web site with an outreach tool
kit to help them educate their citizens
and spread the word.

Now, this Web site is at
www.consumer.gov/ncpw. Let me re-
peat that: www.consumer.gov/ncpw,
which is the acronym for National Con-
sumer Protection Week. On this Web
site, consumers can access information
about how to protect themselves from
fraud.

It also gives tips consumers can use
to recognize a ripoff when they see one.
Lastly, I would be remiss if I did not
quickly mention that as a new member
of the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and specifically on the Sub-
committee on Commerce, Trade and
Consumer Protection, it is my hope
that this 110th Congress will be the Na-
tional Consumer Protection Congress.

This week in February is National
Consumer Protection Week, but we can
do so much more in the coming months
ahead. By working with Subcommittee
Chairman RUSH and Ranking Member
STEARNS, as well as Energy and Com-
merce Chairman DINGELL and Ranking
Member BARTON, I believe that we can
instigate many reforms to empower
consumers and improve the lives of ev-
eryday Americans.

Our committee is prepared to aggres-
sively examine a whole host of basic
consumer protection and pocketbook
issues. I look forward to working with
my Republican friends in the 110th
Congress on this effort.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
House Resolution 94, recognizing Na-
tional Consumer Protection Week. The
Energy and Commerce Committee has
jurisdiction over consumer protection
and is a major component of the Sub-
committee on Commerce, Trade and
Consumer Protection.

This subcommittee, Mr. Speaker, has
a history of being active and aggressive
in the area to address threats to bring-
ing sensible and meaningful changes to
help consumers defend themselves
against fraud and provide the Federal
Trade Commission with the tools nec-
essary for enforcement.

Some of the consumer protection
measures we have passed out of the
committee include the anti-spyware
legislation offered by Mrs. BONO and
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Mr. TOwNs, data security legislation to
require companies that maintain pro-
tection for consumers’ sensitive per-
sonal information and notify them in
the event of a breach; anti-pretexting
legislation to prevent unauthorized ac-
cess to personal phone records; anti-
spam legislation to reduce unsolicited
and often fraudulent e-mails; and a
public law providing for greater au-
thority for the Federal Trade Commis-
sion to pursue criminal activity origi-
nating in other countries.

Despite all of these improvements
and new public laws and our commit-
ment to pass these bills in this Con-
gress, they were not enacted into law
in the last Congress. There are unscru-
pulous people who will continue to try
to perpetuate fraud.

Unfortunately, fraud is often not dis-
covered until there are victims and we
then become aware. If we want to see
the biggest reduction in fraud, we will
need to reduce the pool of potential
victims. We can only do so with the co-
operation of individuals. Consumers
need to be educated and able to detect
and prevent fraud.

The effects of fraud are often ruinous
for individuals and detrimental to soci-
ety, when we lose trust in our fellow
citizens, because those pretending to
offer their services are in reality only
thieves. In a country as prosperous as
the United States, our citizens are too
often the target of scams and frauds
originating from all over the world.

Mr. Speaker, I therefore urge support
of H. Res. 94, because this resolution
intends to raise citizens’ awareness to
the problems of fraud and calls on con-
sumers to take every precaution to se-
cure their personal information.

Mr. Speaker, I commend Representa-
tives HINOJOSA and BIGGERT for bring-
ing this resolution to the floor in con-
junction with National Consumer Pro-
tection Week.

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

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
6 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HINOJOSA).

Mr. HINOJOSA. I thank my friend
and colleague, JIM MATHESON, for
yielding time to me.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of H. Res. 94, a resolution sup-
porting the goals and ideals of National
Consumer Protection Week. I intro-
duced this resolution with my good
friend, Congresswoman JUDY BIGGERT,
a few weeks ago. And I want to thank
Majority Leader HOYER for bringing
the resolution to the floor in such a
timely manner.

Mr. Speaker, in addition I want to
take a moment to take this oppor-
tunity to thank the leadership on En-
ergy and Commerce for moving this
resolution through their committee
quickly after a thorough review by
committee staff, especially Consuela
Washington, Pete Goodloe, and Brian
McCullough. I also want to thank legis-
lative counsel, Brady Young, and Harry
Savage for facilitating passage of this
important resolution.
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Congresswoman JUDY BIGGERT and I
have been collaborating for years on fi-
nancial literacy, and together we strive
to provide consumers with the informa-
tion they need to make appropriate de-
cisions.

As cofounders and cochairs of the Fi-
nancial and Economic Literacy Caucus,
we will continue to reach out to the
States, the local government, private
sector, mnonprofits and community-
based organizations to improve finan-
cial literacy rates across the United
States, which has become extremely
important in light of the negative sav-
ings rate in the United States.

I am pleased that my staff and Zach
Cikanek on Congresswoman BIGGERT’S
staff have jump-started our caucus so
early this year, and I look forward to
continuing our longstanding partner-
ship. I encourage all of those Members
of Congress watching us today to join
the Financial and Economic Literacy
Caucus to help your constituents help
protect themselves from fraud and
identity theft.

To join, all you need to do is contact
my office or the office of Congress-
woman BIGGERT. For the past 8 years,
local, State and Federal government
agencies and national consumer advo-
cacy organizations have worked to-
gether to provide as much protection
as possible to consumers during what
has been deemed National Consumer
Protection Week.

They have all recognized the impor-
tant role public and private organiza-
tions play in ensuring that the Amer-
ican consumer is protected from unfair
practices. This week we here in Con-
gress will finally join these organiza-
tions in supporting the goals and ideals
of the ninth annual National Consumer
Protection Week, which falls between
February 4 and February 10 of this
year.

I am pleased to inform my colleagues
that this year’s theme is ‘‘Read up,
reach out and be an informed con-
sumer.”” This week will highlight con-
sumer education efforts in the fight
against fraud in communities across
our Nation.

By gathering and sharing informa-
tion, consumers and their friends and
families can be more confident, savvy
and safe in the marketplace. During
this week, consumer protection partner
organizations will provide practical
and tactical tips so consumers can
learn and teach others how to make
well-informed purchase decisions,
avoid scams, protect their personal in-
formation, and file a complaint.

Consumers can research and boost
their marketplace IQ by accessing data
at the National Consumer Protection
Week section of the www.consumer.gov
Web site. Some of the organizations
that will participate in this week’s ac-
tivities include the Better Business Bu-
reau, the Consumer Federation of
America, the FDIC, and of course the
Federal Trade Commission.

On Thursday of this week, February
8, 2007, the Federal Trade Commission,
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the FDIC and several other consumer-
oriented government agencies will host
a consumer protection fair for Capitol
Hill staff as well as Members of Con-
gress. The fair will be held in room 1302
Longworth beginning at 9 a.m. and run-
ning until noon.

Again, the fair will be held in room
1302 Longworth House Office Building,
February 8, from 9 a.m. until noon.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that this fair,
orchestrated by the FTC and Derick
Rill, its congressional liaison, will pro-
vide the materials our staff needs to
teach our constituents how to prevent
themselves from becoming victims of
fraud and identity theft and will help
improve their overall financial lit-
eracy.
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Again, I strongly encourage my col-
leagues to support this resolution that
will benefit consumers across America.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I am
now pleased to yield 6 minutes to the

coauthor of this legislation, the
gentlelady from Illinois (Mrs.
BIGGERT).

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
express my support for House Resolu-
tion 94, a resolution supporting the
goals and ideals of National Consumer
Protection Week.

Now in its ninth year, this special
week brings together a diverse array of
public and private organizations in
support of one common goal, ensuring
that Americans have the knowledge
and financial savvy they need to be re-
sponsible consumers and to protect
themselves in the marketplace.

There have always been those who
would prey on the unwary consumer,
be it through misleading claims or
fraudulent practices. And as more and
more Americans begin conducting
transactions on the Internet, or with
the use of other rapidly changing tech-
nologies, we must actively educate our-
selves against new and evolving
threats.

Among the most serious risks today
consumers face is identity theft. In Illi-
nois alone, we had over 11,000 reports of
identity theft in just 1 year. According
to the FTC, Illinois ranks among the
top 10 States where consumers are
most likely to have their personal in-
formation compromised. And yet, by
following just a few simple tips, con-
sumers are better able to recognize
frauds and can significantly reduce the
likelihood that their private informa-
tion will fall into the wrong hands.

In many cases, the wisest and safest
consumers are those who simply, with
the best understanding, make their
choices. Whether it is paying for col-
lege, saving for retirement or shopping
for a mortgage on a first home, many
Americans just don’t know where to
look to learn about the scores of op-
tions that are available to them.

That is why, Mr. Speaker, in Feb-
ruary 2005, I joined with my friend and
distinguished colleague, Representa-
tive HINOJOSA, to establish the Finan-
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cial and Economic Literacy Caucus. We
began this caucus to ensure that Con-
gress did its part, not just to protect
consumers but to empower them. We
wanted to make certain that Ameri-
cans of all ages and all walks of life
have access to the tools and the edu-
cational resources they need to ensure
the economic security of their families.

Today, we have the opportunity to do
just that. We can join the Federal
Trade Commission, the United States
Postal Service, the AARP, Better Busi-
ness Bureaus of America, and hundreds
of other consumer advocates across the
country that have collaborated to
make National Consumer Protection
Week a success.

Together, we can raise the aware-
ness, not just of pitfalls in the market-
place, but the wealth of information
and options available to consumers.
One such resource, as Representative
HINOJOSA said, is consumer.gov, a Fed-
eral Web site that provides one-stop
shopping for information on everything
from avoiding identity theft to finding
savings at the gasoline pump.

I would like to also take this oppor-
tunity to thank my friend from Texas
and cochair of the Financial and Eco-
nomic Literacy Caucus, Mr. HINOJOSA,
for working so hard on today’s resolu-
tion, and his tireless effort on financial
education issues.

In addition, my thanks go out to
Chairman DINGELL and Ranking Mem-
ber BARTON of the Energy and Com-
merce Committee for helping to bring
this resolution to the floor in such a
timely and bipartisan manner.

And finally, I would like to thank the
distinguished gentleman from TUtah
(Mr. MATHESON) and the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) for man-
aging our resolution here today.

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to sponsor
House Resolution 94, and I urge my col-
leagues to support it.

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to now yield 2 minutes to a fel-
low member of the Energy and Com-
merce Committee, Mr. TOWNS from
New York.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, let me
begin by thanking you for allowing me
to speak on this resolution.

Fraud and abuse is very prevalent,
and, of course, we need to do something
about it. So I would like to say to the
committee members that too long have
we allowed this fraud and abuse to go
without speaking out on it in the fash-
ion that we should.

People are being abused. Family
members are being abused as a result
of fraud and abuse. So I think that we
need to send a message to those that
are out there who are doing these kind
of things to say that we will not sit
back and allow you to do this.

We have people that are taking an-
other person’s identity and going out,
making bills and creating problems
and creating situations where the per-
son’s credit is bad, and when they
begin to move forward to try to do
something on behalf of their family,
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they can’t do it because somebody else
has done some things that they should
not have done and make this family
have to suffer.

So I would like to just thank the
sponsors of this resolution, and to say
to you that I think it will draw the at-
tention of those who might not be fully
aware of what is going on. I think it
will let law enforcement also know
that the Members of the United States
Congress are very concerned about
these issues.

And I would like to salute the spon-
sors. I would like to salute the Energy
and Commerce Committee for bringing
this resolution forward so quickly be-
cause the time is now that we must
send a statement, make a statement to
let people know that we are not going
to sit back and let them do these kind
of things to create problems for people.

So I would say to you, on that note,
I look forward to working with the
committee to see what we can do to
further dramatize and to highlight this
very serious situation.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, the Committee
on Energy and Commerce is pleased to bring
to the floor H. Res. 94, supporting the goals
and ideals of National Consumer Protection
Week. We commend Representatives
HINOJOSA and BIGGERT for authoring the reso-
lution.

Under Rule X, the Committee on Energy
and Commerce is the authorizing Committee
for the Consumer Product Safety Commission
and the Federal Trade Commission (FTC).
The FTC, which administers over 40 Federal
statutes under our purview, is the lead Federal
consumer protection agency. The FTC also
administers a handful of financial consumer
protection laws such as the Fair Credit Report-
ing Act, the Truth in Lending Act, and the
Equal Credit Opportunity Act. This has been
and remains an effective model.

The Committee that | am honored to lead
has a long and proud tradition of consumer
protection. It has mandated and overseen
major initiatives to rid the markets of unsafe,
and in some cases deadly, children’s toys and
other products.

It has taken legislative action to establish
the national Do Not Call List, a giant step for-
ward in lessening annoying telemarketing calls
to consumer homes. It also has responsibility
for the CAN-SPAM law aimed at curbing the
volume of junk e-mail polluting and slowing
down Internet commerce.

It is the lead Committee on privacy. Two of
our Members, Ranking Member JOE BARTON
and Subcommittee on Telecommunications
and the Internet Chairman ED MARKEY, are co-
founders of the Privacy Caucus. Together, we
wrote the Health Insurance Portability and Ac-
countability Act that protects the most intimate
details of American lives. We have begun bi-
partisan discussions with the Committee on
Ways and Means for the design and operation
of privacy and security protections for
groundbreaking health information technology
legislation that we hope to have enacted in
this Congress. We authored the privacy provi-
sions of the Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act that pro-
tect financial information.

Later this week, we will be reintroducing
four major privacy bills—legislation regarding
spyware, pretexting, data security, and Social
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Security number protection—that were re-
ported unanimously by the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce in the 109th Congress
(and in the case of spyware, passed the
House). We intend to resolve jurisdictional
issues with other Committees where they
exist. We will also continue to work with con-
sumer groups, technology experts, and indus-
try groups to enact protections that are the
most effective possible for both consumers
and businesses.

We work hard to live the goals of National
Consumer Protection Week. All too often the
marketplace takes on the Darwinian tone of
“survival of the fittest” with John Q. Public
trampled in the process. It is fitting that we re-
flect on our responsibility to ensure trans-
parency and fair treatment in the marketplace
for the people who elect us. We salute the
FTC, the Better Business Bureau, and con-
sumer groups for their hard work all year-
round on behalf of the American consumer.
The Committee on Energy and Commerce in-
tends to continue to live up to its reputation for
fair and balanced laws and vigorous oversight
on consumer protection issues. In the words
of the Beatitudes: “Blessed are they who hun-
ger and thirst for what is right for they shall be
satisfied.”

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
of H. Res. 94, a resolution supporting the
goals and ideals of the Ninth Annual National
Consumer Protection Week to highlight the im-
portance of consumer protection, and | thank
the Gentleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA) for
introducing it.

This resolution is important because it calls
on governmental officials, industry leaders,
schools, nonprofit organizations, and con-
sumer advocates to provide citizens with valu-
able information and because it encourages
the American people to utilize consumer pro-
tection information that is made available to
them.

| hope that this message resonates in my
home State of California because our students
are in the midst of a consumer crisis. Unless
the State acts expeditiously, the consumer
protection statute and the agency responsible
for protecting postsecondary students from
fraudulent institutions whose misrepresenta-
tions cause them to default on tens of thou-
sands of dollars in Federal student loans will
expire on June 30, 2007. The statute set to
expire is called the Private Postsecondary and
Vocational Education Act and it authorizes a
regulatory and enforcement bureau to scruti-
nize institutions that receive Federal higher
education funds.

In the 1980s and 1990s, numerous abuses
by unlawful institutions cost taxpayers billions
of dollars in defaulted student loan debt—in
fact, there was $3.2 billion in defaulted student
loans in 1992 alone. More recently, in August
and October 2006, two San Diego trade
schools closed without notice to its students,
setting 400 to 800 of them on the path to de-
fault on Federal and private student loans—
many totaling $20,000 or more per student—
with no education to justify it.

| hope that the State of California sees pas-
sage of this important resolution as Congress’
call to take whatever measures necessary to
uphold the consumer rights of the American
people and works quickly to reauthorize the
Private Postsecondary and Vocational Edu-
cation Act. | urge my colleagues to support
this resolution.
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Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further speakers. I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, I just
want to acknowledge the leadership of
Mr. HINOJOSA and Mrs. BIGGERT on this
issue; thank them for their leadership.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests 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 Utah (Mr. MATHE-
SON) that the House suspend the rules
and agree to the resolution, H. Res. 94,
as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those voting have responded in the af-
firmative.

Mr. MATHESON. 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

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND
IDEALS OF NATIONAL BLACK
HIV/AIDS AWARENESS DAY

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 35)
supporting the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Black HIV/AIDS Awareness Day,
as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 35

Whereas the HIV/AIDS epidemic in the
United States has shifted primarily to the
African-American community and other
communities of color;

Whereas the Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention (CDC) has stated that, at the
end of 2005, over 188,000 African Americans
were living with AIDS, representing 44 per-
cent of all cases in the United States;

Whereas since the beginning of the epi-
demic, African Americans have accounted
for nearly 400,000 or 42 percent of the esti-
mated 953,000 AIDS cases diagnosed, and
through December 2005, an estimated 211,559
African Americans with AIDS have died;

Whereas the CDC has further stated that,
in 2005, African Americans accounted for
nearly 50 percent of all new HIV infections,
despite representing only about 12.3 percent
of the population (according to the 2000 Cen-
sus);

Whereas the CDC estimates that, in 2005,
African-American women accounted for over
66 percent of all HIV/AIDS cases among
women, and were 25 times more likely to be
infected than White women;

Whereas the CDC estimates that of the
over 18,800 people under the age of 25 whose
diagnosis of HIV/AIDS was made during 2001-
2004, 61 percent were African-American;

Whereas the CDC estimates that 73 percent
of all children born to HIV infected mothers
in 2004 were African-American;

Whereas the CDC has determined that the
leading cause of HIV infection among Afri-
can-American men is sexual contact with
other men, followed by intravenous drug use
and heterosexual contact;

Whereas the CDC has determined that the
leading cause of HIV infection among Afri-
can-American women is heterosexual con-
tact, followed by intravenous drug use;
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Whereas in 2002, AIDS was among the top
three causes of death for African-American
men in the age group 25 through 54, among
the top four causes of death for African-
American women in the age group 25 through
54, and the number one cause of death for Af-
rican-American women aged 25 to 34 years;

Whereas the CDC estimates that, since
1996, African Americans have the poorest
survival rates of any racial or ethnic group
diagnosed with AIDS, with 64 percent sur-
viving after 9 years compared to 65 percent
of American Indians and Alaska Natives, 72
percent of Hispanics, 74 percent of Whites,
and 81 percent of Asian Pacific Islanders;

Whereas African Americans are diagnosed
with AIDS later than nonminority counter-
parts, are confronted with barriers in access-
ing care and treatment, and face higher mor-
bidity and mortality outcomes;

Whereas in 1998, the Congress and the Clin-
ton Administration created the National Mi-
nority AIDS Initiative to help coordinate
funding, build capacity, and provide preven-
tion, care, and treatment services within the
African-American, Hispanic, Asian Pacific
Islander, and Native American communities;

Whereas the Minority AIDS Initiative as-
sists with leadership development of commu-
nity-based organizations (CBOs), establishes
and links provider networks, builds commu-
nity prevention infrastructure, promotes
technical assistance among CBOs, and raises
awareness among African-American commu-
nities;

Whereas on February 23, 2001, the first an-
nual National Black HIV/AIDS Awareness
Day was organized, with the slogan ‘‘Get
Educated, Get Involved, Get Tested’’; and

Whereas February 7 of each year is now
recognized as National Black HIV/AIDS
Awareness Day: Now, therefore, be it

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

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Black HIV/AIDS Awareness Day and
recognizes the seventh anniversary of ob-
serving such day;

(2) encourages State and local govern-
ments, including their public health agen-
cies, to recognize such day, to publicize its
importance among their communities, and
to encourage individuals to undergo testing
for HIV;

(3) encourages national, State, and local
media organizations to carry messages in
support of National Black HIV/AIDS Aware-
ness Day;

(4) supports full and equitable funding for
the Ryan White HIV/AIDS Treatment Mod-
ernization Act of 2006;

(5) applauds the codification of the Minor-
ity AIDS Initiative within the reauthoriza-
tion of the Ryan White CARE Act;

(6) supports appropriate funding for HIV/
AIDS prevention and treatment;

(7) supports the strengthening of stable Af-
rican-American communities;

(8) supports reducing the impact of incar-
ceration as a driver of new HIV infections
within the African-American community;

(9) supports effective and comprehensive
HIV prevention education programs to pro-
mote the early identification of HIV through
voluntary routine testing, and to connect
those in need to treatment and care as early
as possible;

(10) supports reducing the number of HIV
infections in the African-American commu-
nity resulting from injection drug use; and

(11) supports efforts to link those infected
with HIV to accessible care and treatment
options.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. TowNS) and the gen-
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tleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the resolution
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, this is a
healing moment in the long struggle
for full and fair recognition for the Af-
rican American victims of HIV and
AIDS. T am proud that the Congress
and our Nation continues to recognize
the changing face of the HIV and AIDS.
And I urge you to unanimously support
this resolution.

In the previous Congress, we spent
much time and energy on the issue of
HIV and AIDS, and rightfully so. I am
glad that the Nation and the Congress
have come together today to support a
House resolution that recognizes the
importance of supporting awareness in
African American communities across
this Nation.

This is a special moment for me, be-
cause the HIV/AIDS crisis has hit the
national African American commu-
nity, and my own district in Brooklyn,
New York has been hit real hard. So it
is critical for Congress today to say to
the Nation that this issue at this time
is important, just as we did in the last
session when we included for the first
time the Minority AIDS Initiative in
the Ryan White reauthorization.

I am particularly pleased that to-
day’s Congress is recognizing the goals
and ideals of National Black HIV/AIDS
Awareness Day. The importance of pre-
vention and testing in African Amer-
ican communities is very, very impor-
tant, the need for full and equitable
treatment of the disease in commu-
nities of color.

My colleagues will speak to other as-
pects of the resolution. However, we
are united in our support for strength-
ening the public health infrastructure
to assist African American commu-
nities in fighting this epidemic.

I urge my colleagues to vote for this
critical resolution.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of House Concurrent Resolution 35. I
was proud to be a cosponsor of this leg-
islation. This legislation recognizes the
goals and ideals of National Black HIV/
AIDS Awareness Day.

Wednesday, February 7, 2007 marks
the ninth annual National Black HIV/
AIDS Awareness Day. This day serves
to commemorate the importance of
educating African Americans and, in-
deed, the entire community about the
need to get tested, understand the re-
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sults of that testing, what it means,
and get treatment if they are currently
living with HIV or AIDS or are newly

diagnosed.
National Black HIV/AIDS Day is an
important reminder that African

Americans continue to be impacted by
the disease and that local communities
should work together to provide ave-
nues to prevent new infections, as well
as ensuring that those currently living
with the diagnosis have access to avail-
able services for their treatment and
for their care.

Each year, 20,000 African Americans
are newly infected with HIV. African
American men and women are among
the hardest hit populations in the
United States, and in 2004 they ac-
counted for fully half of all of the new
HIV diagnoses in this country and
more than a third of the AIDS deaths
to date.

Department statistics show that ra-
cial and ethnic minorities represent
the highest number of new AIDS cases.
More than 75 percent of the people liv-
ing with AIDS are racial and ethnic
minorities, and HIV has become a lead-
ing cause of death for African Ameri-
cans.

Mr. Speaker, in my own district in
north Texas, a few facts about the HIV
epidemic in Tarrant County. The aver-
age HIV rate per 100,000 population for
Tarrant County, Texas is 25, but for the
African American community it is
fully three times that amount at 76.

The average AIDS rate per 100,000
population for Tarrant County, Texas
is 13, but for the African American
community, again, that number is tri-
pled to 35.

While we saw a spike of AIDS cases
in the mid-1990s, and then a decline in
the late 1990s, rates have begun again
to increase from 1999 to 2003 and con-
tinue to climb upwards.

In the State of Texas, almost half of
all of the HIV and AIDS diagnoses are
African Americans, 42 percent and 40
percent respectively. And in my home
county of Tarrant County, there is no
bigger advocate and activist for the Af-
rican Americans who are living with
this diagnosis than retired Judge Mary
Ellen Hicks, and I thank her for her
service in making all of us aware of
this problem.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this important resolution com-
memorating National Black HIV/AIDS
Awareness Day.

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

O 1500

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I would be
happy to yield 4 minutes to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LEE), who
has been fighting on this issue from the
day that she arrived in the United
States Congress.

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, first let me
thank the gentleman from New York
for yielding, Mr. TowNs, for your lead-
ership, and for managing this bill
today, which is very important for not
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only my community but for your com-
munity and for all our communities
throughout the country. And I want to
thank Mr. DINGELL, also Mr. BURGESS,
for your leadership and for your sup-
port for this effort.

Also let me thank our staff for help-
ing us bring this bill to the floor. Espe-
cially I want to thank our leadership’s
staff, Mr. TOWNS’s, Mr. BURGESS’s, Mr.
DINGELL’s staff, Mr. BARTON’s staff; as
well as my staff, Christos Tesentas, for
their very competent and their very ef-
fective work. This is not a Democratic
or a Republican issue. It is a bipartisan
issue. And our staffs have really exem-
plified, I think, the best of what staff
can do to work together on something
this important.

Two days from now, on February 7,
we will commemorate, and it is unfor-
tunate that we have to commemorate
this, the seventh National Black HIV/
AIDS Awareness Day, a day when we
urge African Americans to get edu-
cated, to get involved, and to get test-
ed.

The numbers are startling, Mr.
Speaker, especially for African Amer-
ican women. According to the CDC, in
2005 African American women ac-
counted for 66 percent of all new HIV/
AIDS cases among women, and this is
climbing as we speak. It is probably
now closer to 70 percent. And we are 25
times more likely to be infected than
white women. Today, AIDS is the num-
ber one cause of death among African
American women between the ages of
25 and 34. Think about that for a
minute. The number one cause of
death. Young women.

Black gay men are also affected by
this disease. A recent CDC study found,
and this was in 2005 again, that 46 per-
cent, 46 percent, of black gay men in
five U.S. cities were HIV positive.

This is simply outrageous. These sta-
tistics are quite staggering.

At the end of last year, we took a
positive bipartisan step forward to ad-
dress the spread of HIV and AIDS
among the African American commu-
nity by ensuring the Minority AIDS
Initiative, initiated by a great leader
on this issue, Congresswoman MAXINE
WATERS, and DONNA CHRISTENSEN in
1999. We were able to finally formally
include this in the Ryan White CARE
Act. Now we really do have a responsi-
bility to go even further. We could
start by funding the Minority AIDS
Initiative at a minimum of $610 million
and by fully funding the Ryan White
Treatment Modernization Act.

But we must also go beyond the
money and get at the factors that are
ultimately driving this epidemic
among African American people, Afri-
can American men and women. Pov-
erty and discrimination, the lack of af-
fordable housing, the unequal impact
of the disproportionate rates of incar-
ceration among black men, poor access
to care, limited cultural competency
for health workers, all of these deserve
our attention and deserve action.

Mr. Speaker, the color of our skin
really should mnever determine our

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

health status or the quality of care we
receive. Unfortunately, today to be
black is to be at greater risk of HIV
and AIDS. And, unfortunately, this dis-
ease is really increasing among Latinos
and the Asian Pacific American com-
munity. So we must do much more for
everyone.

As Members of Congress, we have a
responsibility to do just that, to
change these statistics. It is not an ide-
ological issue, and, Mr. TOWNS, you
know this is not an ideological issue. It
is a moral and humanitarian call for
equality and for justice.

So I urge my colleagues to join us in
stopping the spread of this global pan-
demic, a priority not only throughout
the world but also here at home. In To-
ronto, Canada Congresswomen WATERS,
CHRISTENSEN, and myself, we partici-
pated in a very effective and very pro-
found international AIDS conference
this past year. There were pledges
made to make HIV and AIDS a priority
with civil rights groups. The NAACP
and many of our organizations that
have been working for justice and civil
rights for many years now understand
and are on the front lines in terms of
making HIV and AIDS a major, major
priority.

So let me just say it is a very impor-
tant day. This is a very important res-
olution, and I urge both sides of the
House to vote for H. Con. Res. 35.

Again, I want to thank Mr. BURGESS
and Mr. TowNS for your leadership and
for yielding the time today.

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

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS),
who has really been involved in this
issue, and I have worked very closely
with her.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank the gentleman from New
York for bringing this resolution be-
fore this House. His work is very im-
portant on this issue.

And I rise in support of H. Con. Res.
35, supporting the goals and ideals of
National Black HIV/AIDS Awareness
Day.

The first annual National Black HIV/
AIDS Awareness Day was organized on
February 23, 2001, with the message
“Get Educated, Get Involved, Get Test-
ed.”

Unfortunately, African Americans
have been gravely impacted by the
AIDS epidemic. Unfortunately, African
Americans account for half of the new
AIDS cases, although we are only 13
percent of the population. Worse yet is
the fact that African American women
represent 67 percent of new AIDS cases
among women, and black teenagers
represent 66 percent of new AIDS cases
among teenagers.

That is why back in 1998 I established
the Minority AIDS Initiative, with the
support of the Congressional Black
Caucus and the Clinton administration.
At that time we received $166 million
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in funding the new initiative, and this
initiative for HIV/AIDS treatment and
prevention programs serving African
American and other minority commu-
nities was very helpful in helping to
build capacity in these communities to
deal with the problem.

However, it is not enough. Last year
I asked for $610 million, and I am re-
newing my call with the support of the
Congressional Black Caucus for that
amount. But the message ‘“‘Get Edu-
cated, Get Involved, Get Tested” is an
important message for all Americans.
Over 1 million Americans are living
with HIV/AIDS, and 24 to 27 percent of
them do not know they are infected.

That is why today I am reintroducing
the Routine HIV/AIDS Screening Cov-
erage Act. This bill requires health in-
surance plans to cover routine HIV/
AIDS tests under the same terms and
conditions as other routine health
screenings.

I also plan to reintroduce the Stop
AIDS in Prison Act, a bill to require
routine HIV/AIDS screening of all Fed-
eral prison inmates upon entering pris-
on and again prior to release from pris-
on, as well as comprehensive treatment
for those who test positive. Routine
HIV/AIDS screening will allow thou-
sands of African Americans and other
infected individuals to find out about
their infection, begin life-extending
treatment, and avoid spreading the
virus to others.

I urge my colleagues to support Na-
tional Black HIV/AIDS Awareness Day,
and I urge all Americans to educate
themselves, act responsibly, get in-
volved, and get tested for HIV/AIDS.

I thank Representative TOWNS for the
attention that he has given to this
issue.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, how much
time is remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 102 minutes remaining.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. I
must admit I don’t plan to take it all.

But let me just say I would like to
thank the staff members. I would like
to thank the leadership of the commit-
tees, who, of course, have been very in-
volved in this issue because this is a
very serious issue.

People are dying because of the fact
that we are not paying enough atten-
tion to this disease. So I want to thank
people like Congresswoman BARBARA
LEE from California, Congresswoman
MAXINE WATERS, and, of course, many
others who have been there in the fore-
front indicating the fact that the time
to do something is now.

This resolution sort of highlights
how important this issue is and that we
must begin to address it. So I am hop-
ing that the Members of the United
States Congress will join us in sup-
porting this resolution and not only
that but to help us get information out
to people.

People need to be tested but not only
to be tested. When they are tested,
they need to have treatment. It is one
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thing to test; it is another thing to
have treatment. Just a test to be test-
ing does not make a lot of sense. But
when you test and then you have a
treatment program and you get edu-
cation out, then it makes a lot of
sense.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. TOWNS. I would be delighted to
yield to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I see that
Congresswoman Barbara Lee is at the
other microphone. If she, too, may en-
gage in this colloquy.

Mr. TowNs, I was just wondering, in
the work that we have all been doing,
we have been trying so hard to educate
all of our young people in our commu-
nities about HIV and AIDS and how
they can take more responsibility. We
have been fighting for money.

Do you believe that it would be help-
ful if we took this resolution and made
a comprehensive effort, focused effort,
to get to the churches and to some of
the other institutions that are so im-
portant in our community, disseminate
it widely so that we could broaden the
individuals and groups who are in-
volved in this whole discussion and
fight against HIV and AIDS?

Mr. TOWNS. No doubt about it. Re-
claiming my time, Mr. Speaker, let me
say that I think that we need to in-
volve our churches in this battle. Not
only our churches but also our 501(c)(3)
organizations. They need to be in-
volved in this as well because we are
talking about life and death. And the
fact is that if we get involved, I think
that we can begin to turn this around.

Right now we are not winning the
battle, and I think that we need to win.
In order to win, we have to get all the
soldiers involved. And I think that the
church is crucial. They need to be in-
volved in this issue. So we need to try
to get the word out to them and hope
that they will respond in a major kind
of way because people are dying that
really don’t have to die if we get this
information to them.

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. TOWNS. I would be delighted to
yield to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia.

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding. And I am de-
lighted that we have a chance to have
this colloquy because I would like to
highlight the importance of getting
tested.

Congresswoman WATERS and I and
others last year, actually approxi-
mately 16 Members of Congress, were
tested publicly. The importance of
members of the clergy and Members of
Congress and leadership getting tested,
showing our communities that it is the
correct thing to do, there is a large
percentage of individuals living with
HIV and AIDS who don’t know they
have the virus, and in fact, once tested
the results are confidential.

There are several tests, but one is a
swab test where you get the results
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back within 20 to 30 minutes. Again,
the results of those tests are very con-
fidential. It is important that min-
isters and, Mr. TOWNS, you are a great
member of the clergy as well as a Mem-
ber of Congress, and your voice in this
entire effort is so important because
once people eliminate that fear, then,
in fact, they can move forward and get
tested and begin to help reduce this
pandemic, which is what it is.

So I want to thank you for giving us
a chance to talk about this, about get-
ting tested also, because this is one
way you actually can have a reduction
of the incidences of HIV and AIDS very
quickly.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming
my time, let me say that I want to sa-
lute both of you. Ron Dellums, when he
was here in the Congress, Ron, of
course, was really in the forefront of
the fighting to get additional resources
for AIDS patients and AIDS victims,
and, of course, now you have picked it
up and Congresswoman MAXINE WA-
TERS from California. I want to let you
know that we really appreciate your
voices, and I want to let you know that
I look forward to working with you in
the days and months ahead to make
certain that we get this information
out to people that need to have this in-
formation because a lot of people don’t
know, and if they don’t know, then
they don’t do anything about it. So I
want to say to you thank you for help-
ing to get the word out to make cer-
tain that they do know. I want to
thank both of you for your hard work
in this effort.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in strong support of H. Con. Res.
35 supporting the goals and ideals of National
Black HIV/AIDS Awareness. Established in
February 2000, National Black HIV/AIDS
Awareness and Information Day, NBHAAD, is
an annual observance day that was created to
raise awareness among African-Americans
about HIV/AIDS and its devastating impact on
African-American communities.

There is no question that we must continue
to mount a massive campaign to support the
mission of National Black HIV/AIDS Aware-
ness Day, NBHAAD to build the capacity and
increase awareness, participation and support
for HIV prevention, care and treatment among
African-Americans. February 7, 2007 marks
the seventh year of this annual event. The day
is part of a national mobilization effort to get
African-Americans to learn more about the
threat posed by the disease, get tested, get
treated and make a commitment to fight HIV/
AIDS. For this day and everyday forward we
must raise our voices to volumes that can be
heard across the globe. Unfortunately, for too
long we have settled for surviving our tragic
losses in silence. But listen to these scream-
ing statistics:

According to CDC estimates, at the end of
2005, African-Americans accounted for 44 per-
cent of all individuals living with AIDS—
188,000.

In 2005, African-Americans accounted for
nearly 50 percent of all new HIV infections,
despite representing only about 12.3 percent
of the population, according to the 2000 Cen-
Sus.
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In 2005, African-American women rep-
resented 66 percent of all new HIV/AIDS
cases among women, and were 25 times
more likely to be infected than White women.

CDC estimates that 73 percent of all chil-
dren born to HIV infected mothers in 2004
were African-American.

With an estimated 38.6 million people world-
wide living with HIV at the end of 2005, and
more than 25 million people having died of
AIDS since 1981, NBHAAD serves to remind
everyone that action makes a difference in the
fight against HIV/AIDS. Let there be no mis-
take; we are here to acknowledge that AIDS
is a deadly enemy against which we must join
all our forces to fight and eliminate.

Though | stand here today in recognition of
National Black HIV/AIDS Awareness Day,
Americans should be reminded that HIV/AIDS
does not discriminate. With an estimated
1,039,000 to 1,185,000 HIV-positive individ-
uals living in the U.S., and approximately
40,000 new infections occurring every year,
the U.S., like other nations around the world is
deeply affected by HIV/AIDS.

Mr. Speaker, there is no doubt that AIDS is
devastating the African-American community.
As of February 2006, African-Americans rep-
resented only 13 percent of the U.S. popu-
lation, but accounted for 40 percent of the
944,306 AIDS cases diagnosed since the start
of the epidemic and approximately half, 49
percent of the 42,514 cases diagnosed in
2004 alone. African-Americans also account
for half of new HIV/AIDS diagnoses in the 35
States/areas with confidential name-based re-
porting.

The AIDS case rate per 100,000 population
among African-American adults/adolescents
was nearly 10.2 times that of Whites in 2004.
African-Americans accounted for 55 percent of
deaths due to HIV in 2002 and their survival
time after an AIDS diagnosis is lower on aver-
age than it is for other racial/ethnic groups.
HIV was the third leading cause of death for
African-Americans, ages 25-34, in 2002 com-
pared to the sixth leading cause of death for
Whites and Latinos in this age group.

African-American women and children have
been disproportionately victimized by this
deadly disease. African-American women ac-
count for the majority of new AIDS cases
among women—67 percent in 2004; White
women account for 17 percent and Latinas 15
percent. Among African-Americans, African-
American women represent more than a third,
36 percent of AIDS cases diagnosed in 2004.
Although African-American teens, ages 13-19,
represent only 15 percent of U.S. teenagers,
they accounted for 66 percent of new AIDS
cases reported among teens in 2003. We
must continue to forge a tough fight to reverse
all of these costly trends.

Mr. Speaker, combating this crisis will take
a team effort. All of us—researchers, legisla-
tors, clergy, community organizers and activ-
ists and others—must work tirelessly to find
solutions and to help so that our work will
bring forth a wealth of wisdom that creates a
climate of compassionate care and healing.

Let us go forth as warriors, renewed in our
commitment to stand in solidarity with every-
one who has been affected by HIV and AIDS,
and let us be encouraged in our efforts to
comfort the afflicted and confront the passive-
ness of so many who contribute to the spread
of this deadly disease; and let us be
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emboldened to speak out in our own commu-
nities so that silence may no more mask the
ringing alarms of rapidly rising infection rates.

| hope that our inner human spirits will move
us to a place and time where we no longer
turn our heads and close our eyes to those
communities who need our help the most. We
must find the strength to look past our fears
and find compassion to create a world where
no man, woman or child is confronted with the
perils of this current AIDS crisis.

Mr. Speaker, | strongly support the goal of
NBHAAD to motivate African-Americans to get
tested and know their HIV status; get edu-
cated about the transmission modes of HIV/
AIDS; get involved in their local community;
and get treated if they are currently living with
HIV or are newly diagnosed.

Let me take this moment to recognize a
major inspiration for NBHAAD, Mr. Louis E.
Harris, 1947-2003, who passed away in Janu-
ary 2003 due to complications with bladder
cancer. Mr. Harris served as the executive di-
rector of Concerned Black Men, Inc. of Phila-
delphia during NBHAAD’s conception. His
work and dedication will be missed along with
his kind and warm words of encouragement. It
is hoped that NBHAAD will continue to build
the capacity of community based organiza-
tions, CBOs, as well as community stake hold-
ers to increase awareness, prevent HIV and
get those who need treatment into care. | ap-
plaud the efforts of NBHAAD advocates to:

1. Increase reporting of accurate up-to-date
statistics on the HIV and AIDS epidemic
among Blacks by electronic and print media,
radio and television stations;

2. Increase collaboration and sharing of re-
sources at the national and local levels;

3. Increase resources and support including
capacity building assistance for health depart-
ments, community based organizations and
stakeholders serving Black communities; and

4. Increase the number of Blacks at high
risk for acquiring HIV that receive HIV coun-
seling, testing and other HIV prevention, treat-
ment and care services.

Observance of this day provides an oppor-
tunity for governments, national AIDS pro-
grams, churches, community organizations
and individuals to demonstrate the importance
of the fight against HIV/AIDS. Though funding
for research is an important key to tackling the
tragic devastation of HIV/AIDS in our commu-
nities, | realize that providing funding for re-
search alone is simply not sufficient to eradi-
cate the high rates of HIV/AIDS cases within
the African-American community. We must
also provide funding for prevention and edu-
cation.

Billions and billions of private and Federal
dollars have been poured into drug research
and development to treat and “manage” infec-
tions, but the complex life cycle and insane
mutation rates of HIV strains have made these
efforts futile in the fight to remove HIV/AIDS
as a global public health threat. Though the
drugs we currently have are effective in man-
aging infections and reducing mortality by
slowing the progression to AIDS in an indi-
vidual, they do little to reduce disease preva-
lence and prevent new infections.

A thousand drugs that “manage” infection
will not suffice. We can make and market
drugs until we have 42 million individually tai-
lored treatments, but so long as a quarter of
those infected remain detached from the im-
portance of testing, we have no chance of
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ending or even “managing” the pandemic.
Currently, the only cure we have for HIV/AIDS
is prevention. While we must continue efforts
to develop advanced treatment options, it is
crucial that those efforts are accompanied by
dramatic increases in public health education
and prevention measures.

During my time in office, | have fully and ea-
gerly supported all legislation that has given
increased attention to HIV/AIDS, including the
Ryan White CARE Act, which is currently slat-
ed to receive about $2.2 billion in funding for
FY2007. | have supported legislation to reau-
thorize funding for community health centers—
H.R. 5573, Health Centers Renewal Act of
2006—including the Montrose and Fourth
Ward clinics right here in Houston, as well as
supported legislation to provide more nurses
for the poor urban communities in which many
of these centers are located—H.R. 1285,
Nursing Relief Act for Disadvantaged Areas. |
have also supported and introduced legislation
aimed to better educate our children—H.R.
2553, Responsible Education About Life Act in
2006) and eliminate health disparities—H.R.
3561, Healthcare Equality and Accountability
Act and the Good Medicine Cultural Com-
petency Act in 2003, H.R. 90. And | will con-
tinue to endorse and push for similar legisla-
tion.

Twenty-five years from now, | hope that we
will not be discussing data on prevalence and
mortality, but rather how our sustained efforts
at elimination have come into fruition. But if
we are ever to have that discussion, there are
a number of actions that we must take right
now. We must continue research on treat-
ments and antiretroviral therapies, as well as
pursue a cure. And we absolutely have to en-
sure that everyone who needs treatment re-
ceives it. In order to do this, we have to in-
crease awareness of testing, access to test-
ing, and the accuracy of testing. How can we
stop this pandemic if we are unable to track
it?

We must also increase funding for local
health departments and community health clin-
ics, as well as fully fund the Ryan White
CARE Act. Lastly, but perhaps most impor-
tantly, it is imperative that we work to increase
funding for HIV prevention and education, so
that our children will be equipped with suffi-
cient and appropriate knowledge of this grow-
ing threat within our communities, especially
within our Black communities and among
Black women. If Blacks are 11 times as likely
to acquire infection, then we need to make 11
times the effort to educate. And we need to
apply similar efforts in every community until
HIV/AIDS becomes a memory. If not, our
friends and family will be memories instead.

| would like to take a moment to applaud
the enormous efforts of community volunteers
from churches and other organizations which
have done commendable work across our Na-
tion. | think everyone can learn something
from their selflessness and their will to serve
their communities. We need more people to
follow their lead. We do not have time for ex-
cuses or hesitation. We have the passion and
dedication, and we are securing more and
more resources. It is up to us to get the re-
sources where they are needed. | know a lot
of people don’t want to take things seriously
until it hits home; until a brother or a sister or
a son or a daughter falls victim to our blithe
and ignorance. We cannot afford nor do we
want to bear that cost; however, if we continue

February 5, 2007

to sit by and wait for the next person to act,
we may all have brothers and sisters and sons
and daughters with HIV/AIDS.

We need to be proactive and act with un-
precedented urgency. Now is not the time to
get comfortable. If you feel like you're getting
comfortable, just remember that there is a
face to every number, to every statistic. This
is not a hypothetical or theoretical or meta-
physical phenomenon. There are no imaginary
numbers in this equation; only real people.
And | am confident that we can protect and
save real people with increased efforts.

I will continue work tirelessly to keep the
spotlight on this dark disease that is dev-
astating many people in the African-American
community, United States and around the
world. My hope is that all of our efforts will
lead to the elimination of HIV and AIDS not
just from the African-American community but
from every community. | urge my colleagues
to support H. Con. Res. 35 supporting the
goals of National Black HIV/AIDS Awareness
Day.

I\%s. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise today in favor of H. Con.
Res. 35, in support of the seventh anniversary
of goals and ideals of National Blacks HIV/
AIDS Awareness Day.

This concurrent resolution will raise aware-
ness about HIV/AIDS within the African Amer-
ican community and will point out the dev-
astating impact this disease has on African
American communities.

This day is a part of a national mobilization
effort to get African Americans to learn about
the threat that HIV/AIDS poses to the African
American community.

The National Blacks HIV/AIDS Awareness
Day is a day to remember those infected and
affected by this epidemic. Since the beginning
of this epidemic, 42 percent of all deaths oc-
curred within the African American community.

Dallas accounts for one of the top 26 cities
where African Americans are disproportion-
ately impacted by AIDS.

From 2000 to 2005, more than half of new
HIV/AIDS diagnoses in 32 states were among
African Americans, although African Ameri-
cans represented only 13 percent of the popu-
lation of those states.

In 2004, black men had the highest rate of
HIV/AIDS diagnoses of any racial/ethnic popu-
lation, approximately seven times the rate
among white men and twice the rate among
black women.

Black women are also severely impacted by
HIV. During 2000-2004, approximately 69 per-
cent of women who had HIV/AIDS diagnosed
were black.

We must take the lead in supporting Na-
tional Blacks HIV/AIDS Awareness Day. We
must continue to educate/prevent and care for
our members who have been affected by this
atrocious epidemic and continue the fight
against HIV/AIDS.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of this important resolution supporting
the goals and ideals of National Black HIV/
AIDS Awareness Day.

HIV/AIDS is one of the worst epidemics we
have ever seen in the United States. More
than 900,000 cases of AIDS have been re-
ported in the US since 1981. Nearly 1,000,000
people may be infected with HIV, one quarter
of them is unaware about their infection.

In my hometown New York City more than
100,000 people are living with HIV. Approxi-
mately 1 in 70 New Yorkers is infected with
HIV.
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Statistics just help us to number the dimen-
sion of HIV/AIDS in our country but every sin-
gle number reflects more, reflects the life and
the living with HIV/AIDS of one of our fellow
citizen.

While we are far away from curing AIDS,
science has made enormous progress.

Today, we can say that early and correct
treatment enables people to live longer and to
live with HIV/AIDS more as a chronic illness
than a definitive death sentence.

Even with these opportunities, we face new
challenges.

The African-American community is dis-
proportionately affected by HIV/AIDS.

According to the New York City Department
of Health and Mental Hygiene, black women
are 9 times more likely to die of AIDS than
white women; black men in New York City are
6 times more likely to die of AIDS than white
men.

This is another sign of the massive health
disparities that exist in our nation. We need to
work together, all of us in Congress, to ad-
dress and eliminate the disparities in health
and health care between the people of our
country.

That is why | strongly support the National
Black HIV/AIDS Awareness Day, celebrated
on February, 7.

The goal of this day is clear to all of us: We
have to fight against both the stigma and the
spread of HIV/AIDS in our African-American
community, and | would add, in every Amer-
ican community.

Groups like Bronx AIDS Services and the
AIDS Center of Queens County do excellent
work, but we in Washington need to back
them up with the right support.

This includes full funding for Ryan White,
ensuring the housing needs of those afflicted
are met through the HOPWA program, and
eliminating the stigmas attached to the illness.

We also need to allow each community
group to speak to and target those at greatest
risk of exposure in the most effective ways
possible.

But overall, we know that educating about
and against HIV/AIDS, engaging in safe sex,
and getting tested are the main elements of
comprehensive prevention efforts.

Closing, | like to emphasize the importance
of the National Black HIV/AIDS Awareness
Day by quoting its goals:

Get tested to know about your HIV status.

Get educated about HIV/AIDS.

Get involved in your local community.

Get treated if you are currently living with
HIV.

It is these missions that we must work to
achieve.

| thank the gentle lady for her resolution.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, reports
have been coming out since the HIV/AIDS epi-
demic first surfaced in the United States more
than 25 years ago and every year, they
have—and continue to—report the same find-
ings: Since the beginning, this epidemic has
had—and continues to have—a dispropor-
tionate and detrimental impact on the African
American community. In fact, over time, the
impact of the epidemic on the Black commu-
nity has gotten worse, leaving African Ameri-
cans—more so than any other population
group—hardest hit by HIV/AIDS at every stage
of life.

Today, African Americans—who are rep-
resented in about 13 percent of the U.S. popu-
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lation—account for more than 40 percent of all
individuals currently living with AIDS and near-
ly 50 percent of all new HIV infections. More
than 7 in 10 children born to women infected
with HIV are African American and the AIDS
case rate among African Americans is nearly
ten times higher than that among whites. Addi-
tionally, African Americans account for 40 per-
cent of all AIDS deaths. In fact, African Ameri-
cans are 7 times more likely than whites to die
from an AIDS-related causes.

Particularly affected by the HIV/AIDS epi-
demic are African American women, who are
represented in roughly 7 in 10 new AIDS
cases among women and who are an esti-
mated 25 times more likely than white women
to be infected with HIV. In fact, in 2002, AIDS
was the leading cause of death for African-
American women, aged 25 to 34 years of age.

Mr. Speaker, this epidemic has and con-
tinues to kill African Americans during their
most productive life years, robbing them of
their opportunity to follow their dreams, pursue
their destinies and contribute not only to their
communities, but to our society. As a physi-
cian who has seen—first hand—what the HIV/
AIDS epidemic does not only to the people it
afflicts, but to their families, friends, and com-
munities, and given the incidence and preva-
lence numbers, the unnecessary, often-pre-
mature deaths, and the unbelievable toll that
this epidemic has in the African American
community, | feel strongly that the time has
come for us to do more. We can do more, and
we must.

1, therefore, rise today in strong and unwav-
ering support of H. Con. Res. 35, which sup-
ports the goals and ideals of National Black
HIV/AIDS Awareness Day. Recognized on
February 7, National Black HIV/AIDS Aware-
ness Day—which reaches its 7th anniversary
of being observed this year—is a critically im-
portant day because it raises awareness about
the disastrous impact of the HIV/AIDS epi-
demic on the African American community.

We all should support H. Con. Res. 35 and
on February 7, 2007, we should observe Na-
tional Black HIV/AIDS Awareness Day in a
manner that is consistent with its intent. We
should publicize the importance of being in-
formed about HIV/AIDS and about ones HIV
status, and we should encourage our friends
in the media to deliver messages stressing the
importance of getting educated, involved and
tested. Additionally, | urge all of my col-
leagues, on February 7 and beyond, to: en-
courage de-stigmatization of the disease
among African Americans; expand voluntary
testing because knowledge is power; work to
reduce the social determinants of health—
such as poverty and lack of education—that
put people at greater risk for HIV infection; en-
sure that incarcerated and ex-offender popu-
lations have access to adequate and realistic
HIV prevention methods, receive voluntary
and confidential HIV testing and, if necessary,
are rolled into adequate HIV/AIDS-related
care, treatment and services; expand access
to culturally appropriate substance abuse pre-
vention programs, as well as to drug treatment
and recovery services; and create the nec-
essary political to fully fund the Minority AIDS
Initiative in the amount of at least $610 million
in order to target needed funds to build capac-
ity in minority communities to give those who
are hardest hit by HIV/AIDS a fighting chance.

Mr. Speaker, our new political climate has
brought us a new day. As the Chair of the
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CBC Health Braintrust, | am asking all of my
colleagues to seize that new day and to sup-
port H. Con. Res. 35, to observe National
Black HIV/AIDS Awareness Day on February
7 and to use it as a day to commit to act with
cognizance of the impact that this epidemic
has on the African American community.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, | rise in rec-
ognition of National Black HIV/AIDS Aware-
ness Day and to show my support for its goals
and ideals.

Domestically, the HIV/AIDS crisis in the
United States continues to have a dispropor-
tionate impact on African Americans in terms
of iliness, survival times, and deaths. Accord-
ing to the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, HIV/AIDS is a leading cause of
death for African Americans.

Each year, the 7th of February marks Na-
tional Black HIV/AIDS Awareness Day, a na-
tional community-wide effort to build capacity
and increase awareness of HIV prevention,
testing, education, treatment, and support
among African Americans, who are at greater
risk of HIV/AIDS infection. National Black HIV/
AIDS Awareness Day reminds us of the un-
even effect of HIV/AIDS on African Americans
and provides us with an opportunity to renew
our commitment to the promise of finding a
cure.

We must do more than just bring attention
to this epidemic. We must also remain vigi-
lantly committed to prevention programs and
to finding a cure for HIV/AIDS.

| invite people throughout the Nation to
learn more about HIV/AIDS. | urge my col-
leagues to join me in support of this resolu-
tion.

0 15615

Mr. TOWNS. 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 New York (Mr.
TowNs) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 35, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those voting have responded in the af-
firmative.

Mr. TOWNS. 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.

———

CONTINUING NATIONAL EMER-
GENCY WITH REGARD TO COTE
D’'IVOIRE—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 110-11)

The Speaker pro tempore laid before
the House the following message from
the President of the United States;
which was read and, together with the
accompanying papers, without objec-
tion, referred to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs and ordered to be printed:
To the Congress of the United States:

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides
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for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the
anniversary date of its declaration, the
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a
notice stating that the emergency is to
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent the enclosed notice
to the Federal Register for publication,
stating that the national emergency
and related measures blocking the
property of certain persons contrib-
uting to the conflict in Cote d’Ivoire
are to continue in effect beyond Feb-
ruary 7, 2007.

The situation in or in relation to
Cote d’Ivoire, which has been addressed
by the United Nations Security Council
in Resolution 1572 of November 15, 2004,
and subsequent resolutions, has re-
sulted in the massacre of large num-
bers of civilians, widespread human
rights abuses, significant political vio-
lence and unrest, and attacks against
international peacekeeping forces lead-
ing to fatalities. This situation poses a
continuing unusual and extraordinary
threat to the national security and for-
eign policy of the United States. For
these reasons, I have determined that
it is necessary to continue the national
emergency and related measures block-
ing the property of certain persons con-
tributing to the conflict in Cote
d’Ivoire.

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 5, 2007.

———

REPORT ON MATTERS RELATING
TO INTERDICTION OF AIRCRAFT
ENGAGED IN ILLICIT DRUG
TRAFFICKING—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 110-12)

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

To the Congress of the United States:

Consistent with the authorities relat-
ing to official immunity in the inter-
diction of aircraft engaged in illicit
drug trafficking (Public Law 107-108, as
amended, 22 U.S.C. 2291-4), and in order
to keep the Congress fully informed, I
am providing a report prepared by my
Administration. This report includes
matters relating to the interdiction of
aircraft engaged in illicit drug traf-
ficking.

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 5, 2007.

———

BUDGET OF THE UNITED STATES
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2008—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 110-3)

The Speaker pro tempore laid before

the House the following message from
the President of the United States;
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which was read and, together with the
accompanying papers, without objec-
tion, referred to the Committee on Ap-
propriations and ordered to be printed:

THE BUDGET MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT

America is a country of opportunity.
Throughout our history, we have over-
come great challenges by drawing on
the strength, creativity, and resolve of
the American people. We have adapted
to change—while maintaining our com-
mitment to freedom and an open econ-
omy.

Our economy is strong and growing,
Federal revenues are robust, and we
have made significant progress in re-
ducing the deficit. The Budget I am
presenting achieves balance by 2012.
My formula for a balanced budget re-
flects the priorities of our country at
this moment in its history: protecting
the homeland and fighting terrorism,
keeping the economy strong with low
taxes, and keeping spending under con-
trol while making Federal programs
more effective.

As Commander in Chief, my highest
priority is the security of our Nation.
My Budget invests substantial re-
sources to fight the Global War on Ter-
ror, and ensure our homeland is pro-
tected from those who would do us
harm. We will transform our military
to meet the new threats of the 2lst
Century and provide the brave men and
women on the front lines with the re-
sources they need to be successful in
this decisive ideological struggle. The
Budget will support a new strategy in
Iraq that demands more from Iraq’s
elected government, and gives Amer-
ican forces in Iraq the reinforcements
they need to complete their mission.
And it will continue to provide the
tools necessary to keep America safe
by detecting, disrupting, and disman-
tling terrorist plots.

The U.S. economy is strong. Since
August 2003, 7.2 million jobs have been
created. Unemployment is low. Wages
are growing. Productivity is strong. In-
flation and interest rates are low. And
we have seen tremendous progress de-
spite a series of challenges, including
recession, the terrorist attacks of 2001,
corporate scandals, the costliest nat-
ural disaster in our Nation’s history,
energy price spikes, and a temporary
slowdown in the housing sector. The
resilience of our economy is a tribute
to America’s workers and entre-
preneurs. And well-timed, pro-growth
tax policies helped create the right cli-
mate for innovation and entrepreneur-
ship.

The Federal deficit is declining and
on a path to elimination. Last year, we
successfully met our goal of cutting
the deficit in half, three years ahead of
schedule. This occurred because tax re-
lief helped the economy to recover and
grow, resulting in record-high revenues
while we restrained non-security dis-
cretionary spending. With continued
strong economic growth and spending
discipline, we are now positioned to
balance the budget by 2012, while pro-
viding for our national security and
making tax relief permanent.
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My Budget proposes to keep non-se-
curity discretionary spending below in-
flation for the next five years. My
Budget also reforms projects and
spending that don’t get the job done.
We need lawmakers’ support to help us
accomplish this goal—including re-
forms that will improve the Congres-
sional budget process.

To bolster public confidence in the
Government’s ability to manage tax-
payers’ money successfully, Congress
should adopt earmark reform. The ear-
mark process should be made more
transparent, ending the practice of
concealing earmarks in so-called re-
port language never included in legisla-
tion. The number and cost of earmarks
should be cut by at least half by the
end of this session. I have also called
on Congress to adopt the legislative
line-item veto, which gives the Legisla-
tive and Executive Branches a tool to
help eliminate wasteful spending.
These common-sense reforms will help
prevent billions of taxpayers’ dollars
from being spent on unnecessary and
unjustified projects.

To Kkeep this economy strong we
must take on the challenge of entitle-
ments. Social Security, Medicare, and
Medicaid are commitments of con-
science, and so it is our duty to keep
them permanently sound. If we do not
address this challenge, we will one day
leave our children with three bad op-
tions: huge tax increases, huge deficits,
or huge and immediate cuts in benefits.

In the short term, my Budget works
to slow the rate of growth of these pro-
grams, saving $96 billion over five
years. This Administration is also ac-
tively working with Congress to com-
prehensively reform and improve these
vital programs so they will be strong
for the next generations of Americans.

I am optimistic about the future of
our country. We are an entrepreneurial
and hard-working Nation. And while
we face great challenges, we enjoy
great opportunities. This Budget re-
flects our highest priorities while re-
ducing the deficit and achieving a bal-
anced budget by 2012. I am confident
that this approach will help make our
country more secure and more pros-
perous.

GEORGE W. BUSH.
February 5, 2007.

——————

RECESS

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

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 23 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 6:30 p.m.

————
O 1830

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia) at 6 o’clock and 30 minutes p.m.
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COMMUNICATION FROM HON. JOHN
A. BOEHNER, REPUBLICAN LEAD-
ER

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable JOHN A.
BOEHNER, Republican Leader:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, February 5, 2007.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: Pursuant to 2
D.S.C. 88b-3, amended by Section 2 of the
House Page Board Revision Act of 2007, I am
pleased to appoint the Honorable Ginny
Brown-Waite of Florida to the Page Board.
Ms. Brown-Waite has expressed her interest
in serving in this capacity and I am pleased
to fulfill her request.

Sincerely,
JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Republican Leader.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H. Res. 94, by the yeas and nays;

H. Con. Res. 35, by the yeas and nays.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. The re-
maining electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 5-minute vote.

———

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND

IDEALS OF NATIONAL CON-
SUMER PROTECTION WEEK
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
resolution, H. Res. 94, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. MATHE-
SON) that the House suspend the rules
and agree to the resolution, H. Res. 94,
as amended, on which the yeas and
nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 398, nays 0,
not voting 36, as follows:

[Roll No. 74]

YEAS—398
Abercrombie Bean Boswell
Ackerman Becerra Boustany
Aderholt Berkley Boyd (FL)
AKkin Berman Brady (PA)
Alexander Berry Brady (TX)
Allen Biggert Braley (IA)
Altmire Bilbray Brown (SC)
Andrews Bilirakis Brown-Waite,
Arcuri Bishop (GA) Ginny
Baca Bishop (NY) Buchanan
Bachmann Bishop (UT) Burgess
Bachus Blackburn Calvert
Baird Blumenauer Camp (MI)
Baker Blunt Campbell (CA)
Baldwin Boehner Cannon
Barrett (SC) Bonner Cantor
Barrow Bono Capito
Bartlett (MD) Boozman Capps
Barton (TX) Boren Capuano

Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carter
Castle
Castor
Chabot
Chandler
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen

Cole (OK)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Cramer
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Dayvis, David
Davis, Lincoln
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly
Doyle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Everett
Fallin

Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Forbes
Fossella
Foxx
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gilchrest
Gillibrand
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green, Al
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth
Higgins

Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hobson
Hodes
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jindal
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Jordan
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Knollenberg
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Lamborn
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud

Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Musgrave
Nadler
Napolitano
Neugebauer
Nunes
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Pearce
Pence
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sali
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shays
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Space
Spratt
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Stark Turner Weiner
Stearns Udall (NM) Welch (VT)
Stupak Upton Weldon (FL)
Sullivan Van Hollen Weller
Sutton Velazquez Westmoreland
Tancredo Visclosky Whitfield
Tanner Walberg Wicker
Tauscher Walden (OR) Wilson (NM)
Taylor Walsh (NY) Wilson (OH)
Terry Walz (MN) Wilson (SC)
Thompson (CA) Wamp Wolf
Thompson (MS) Wasserman Woolsey
Thornberry Schultz Wu
Tiahrt Waters Wynn
Tiberi Watson Yarmuth
Tierney Watt Young (AK)
Towns Waxman Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—36
Boucher English (PA) Neal (MA)
Boyda (KS) Fortenberry Norwood
Brown, Corrine Goode Ortiz
Burton (IN) Green, Gene Payne
Butterfield Grijalva Peterson (PA)
Buyer Hastert Price (NC)
Carson Johnson (IL) Pryce (OH)
Coble Kennedy Rothman
Conaway Lewis (GA) Royce
Cubin Miller, George Shimkus
Davis, Jo Ann Murtha Udall (CO)
Doolittle Myrick Wexler

[ 1858

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution, as amended, was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND
IDEALS OF NATIONAL BLACK
HIV/AIDS AWARENESS DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 35,
as amended.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
TowNs) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 35, as amended, on
which the yeas and nays are ordered.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 396, nays 0,
not voting 38, as follows:

[Roll No. 75]

YEAS—396
Abercrombie Biggert Burgess
Ackerman Bilbray Calvert
Aderholt Bilirakis Camp (MI)
AKkin Bishop (GA) Campbell (CA)
Alexander Bishop (NY) Cantor
Allen Bishop (UT) Capito
Altmire Blackburn Capps
Andrews Blumenauer Capuano
Arcuri Blunt Cardoza
Baca Boehner Carnahan
Bachmann Bonner Carney
Bachus Bono Carter
Baird Boozman Castle
Baker Boren Castor
Baldwin Boswell Chabot
Barrett (SC) Boustany Chandler
Barrow Boyd (FL) Clarke
Bartlett (MD) Brady (PA) Clay
Barton (TX) Brady (TX) Cleaver
Bean Braley (IA) Clyburn
Becerra Brown (SC) Cohen
Berkley Brown-Waite, Cole (OK)
Berman Ginny Conyers
Berry Buchanan Cooper
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Costa
Costello
Courtney
Cramer
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis, David
Davis, Lincoln
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly
Doyle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Everett
Fallin
Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Forbes
Fossella
Foxx
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gilchrest
Gillibrand
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green, Al
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hobson
Hodes
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Hulshof
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel

Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jindal
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Jordan
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Knollenberg
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Lamborn
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E

Lynch
Mack
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
MclIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Musgrave
Nadler
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Napolitano
Neugebauer
Nunes
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Pearce
Pence
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sali
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shays
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Towns

Turner Wasserman Wicker
Udall (NM) Schultz Wilson (NM)
Upton Waters Wilson (OH)
Van Hollen Watson Wilson (SC)
Velazquez Watt Wolf
Visclosky Waxman Woolsey
Walberg Weiner Wu
Walden (OR) Welch (VT) Wynn
Walsh (NY) oon (FFL) Yarmuth
Walz (MN) W Young (AK)
estmoreland
Wamp Whitfield Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—38
Boucher English (PA) Neal (MA)
Boyda (KS) Fortenberry Norwood
Brown, Corrine Goode Ortiz
Burton (IN) Green, Gene Payne
Butterfield Grijalva Peterson (PA)
Buyer Hastert Price (NC)
Cannon Hunter Pryce (OH)
Carson Johnson (IL) Rothman
Coble Kennedy R
N oyce

Conaway Lewis (GA) Shi

R N imkus
Cubin Miller, George Udall (CO)
Davis, Jo Ann Murtha
Doolittle Myrick Wexler
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
concurrent resolution, as amended, was
agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. CARSON. Madam Speaker, | was un-
avoidably detained in my district and not able
to record my rollcall votes. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yea” on rollcall
votes 74 and 75.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. JOHNSON of lllinois. Madam Speaker,
unfortunately today, February 5, 2007, due to
major delays in my airline options, | was un-
able to make it into Washington, DC in time to
cast my votes on H. Res. 94 and H. Con. Res.
35.

Had | been present for rolicall No. 74 on
final passage of H. Res. 94, as amended,
Supporting the goals and ideals of National
Consumer Protection Week, | would have
voted “yea.”

Had | been present for rolicall No. 75 on
final passage of H. Con. Res. 35, as amend-
ed, Supporting the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Black HIV/AIDS Awareness Day, | would
have voted “yea.”

———

THE PRESIDENT’S BUDGET

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. Madam Speaker, the
budget the President unveiled today
fails to restore fiscal responsibility and
meet the budget priorities of a major-
ity of Americans. Critical to my dis-
trict is county and rural school fund-
ing. We have a half-hearted proposal,
the same one rejected out of hand by
the Senate last year. Not only half-
hearted, but half-funded. It would be
only half the money needed to meet
the obligations of the Federal Govern-
ment over the next 5 years.
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In addition, it is speculatively funded
with controversial land sales, while he
diverts a stable force of funding from
oil and gas revenues to pet projects and
tax cuts for rich people.

Despite all that, he fails to deliver on
his promise of a balanced budget, and
he borrows $1.5 trillion from Social Se-
curity and Medicare, jeopardizing
those programs. His budget is full of
holes like Swiss cheese, but it smells
like Limburger.

———

CONGRESSIONAL INACTION JEOP-
ARDIZES WASCO COUNTY ROADS,
SCHOOLS, AND POLICE PROTEC-
TION

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

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Madam
Speaker, the failure of Congress to re-
authorize the Secure Rural Schools and
Community Self-Determination Act
amounts to a breach of faith to more
than 600 forested counties and 4,400
school districts across our country. For
Wasco County, Oregon, this means cut-
ting core school programs, removing
the one detective from the drug en-
forcement task force, and losing 40 per-
cent of the road department employees.

In their own words, Sheriff Rick
Eisland says, ‘‘Losing these funds will
leave a huge void in our fight against
illegal drug activity and we would also
be forced to cut our contract with the
Forest Service to patrol in the Federal
lands.”

School Superintendent Candy Arm-
strong says, ‘“‘Rural schools have no-
where else to cut except core services.
Lost funding represents the entire high
school math program.”

And Judge Dan Ericksen says,
“Roads are the lifeblood of rural Amer-
ica, and losing this funding is the
equivalent of applying tourniquets to
our arms and legs. We will no longer be
able to function.”

My colleagues, Congress must keep
the Federal Government’s word to tim-
ber communities and pass H.R. 17.
Time is running out.

———

NATIONAL BLACK HIV/AIDS
AWARENESS DAY

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to join my col-
leagues, Congresswoman BARBARA LEE,
Dr. CHRISTENSEN, Congresswoman WA-
TERS, Congressman TOWNS, Congress-
woman KILPATRICK, and many of my
other colleagues in support of the goals
and ideals of National Black HIV/AIDS
Awareness Day.

It is unbelievable, Madam Speaker,
to hear the numbers that are esca-
lating now with HIV/AIDS in the Afri-
can American community, which ac-
counted for nearly 50 percent of all new
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HIV infections despite representing
only about 12.3 percent of the popu-
lation.

The CDC estimates that in 2005, Afri-
can American women accounted for
over 66 percent of all HIV/AIDS cases
among women and were 25 times more
likely to be infected than white
women.

Drastic, drastic, drastic decisions
have to be made. We may be able to ad-
dress this question by educating, but I
do believe we must confront the ques-
tion of testing. In our high schools
today we are finding that there are
those who are proving to be HIV posi-
tive as early as ninth grade and as
early as middle school. We have to ad-
dress this question. I ask my col-
leagues to wake up and confront this
crisis in America.

———

RECOGNIZING THE WORK OF THE
THIRD GRADE CLASS AT BROOK
FOREST ELEMENTARY

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

Mrs. BIGGERT. Madam Speaker, this
past Friday I had the privilege of vis-
iting the third grade classes at Brook
Forest Elementary School in Oak
Brook, Illinois. They gave me a won-
derful and informative presentation on
current efforts to protect the Mexican
Grey Wolf and save it from extinction.
I was impressed by their thorough re-
search and their dedication to pro-
tecting this endangered species. They
felt so strongly about it that they held
a bake sale and raised $448 to donate to
Chicago’s Brookfield Zoo for its wolf
breeding program.

I commend their teachers for their
creativity in planning such a com-
prehensive and engaging curriculum.
They combined lessons in science, so-
cial studies, public speaking, and envi-
ronmental and civic responsibility into
one challenging and complete unit.

I want to offer a big ‘‘thank you’ to
my new friends at Brook Forest for
teaching me so much. I join them in
their noble cause, and will continue to
work in Congress to protect endan-
gered species like the Mexican Grey
Wolf.

————

HEROIC ACT OF SPC GURLEY

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

Mr. HARE. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to pay tribute to another great
American hero. On July 15, 2006, Spe-
cialist Nathan Gurley of Fayetteville,
North Carolina, though wounded,
fiercely pulled Specialist Josh Eckley
of Little York, Illinois and another
crew member from a military vehicle
that had been hit by an IED while on
combat logistics control in Al Anbar
Province in Iraq. For his heroism, Spe-
cialist Gurley was awarded a Bronze
Star with Valor and the Purple Heart.
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Madam Speaker, on behalf of the con-
stituents of the 17th District of Illi-
nois, I thank Specialist Gurley for sav-
ing the life of one of our beloved sons.
Specialist Gurley and Specialist
Eckley represent the best the United
States military has to offer in Iraq.
These two brave soldiers risked their
lives to fight an unrelenting insur-
gency in one of our country’s most
dangerous areas. For their service, the
American people will be forever in-
debted.

Madam Speaker, brave men such as
Specialist Gurley and Specialist
Eckley are hard to come by, so for
their sake and for all those continuing
to fight, it is my sincere hope that at
the conclusion of this war their sac-
rifice will not be in vain.

0 1915

BENEFITS OF TRADE
AGREEMENTS

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

Mr. TIAHRT. Madam Speaker, to-
day’s Wall Street Journal ran an edi-
torial on the benefits of trade agree-
ments. It is clear that additional trade
agreements are an essential part of our
economic future if we want high-qual-
ity, high-paying jobs for ourselves and
our children.

Several years ago, I formed the Eco-
nomic Competitive Caucus to reveal
the barriers, created by Congress, that
keep us from bringing jobs back to
America.

Lack of free trade agreements is one
of those barriers, and it is clear that
from the information from the TU.S.
Trade Representative’s office that our
trade has increased 26 percent with 10
of the countries that we signed trade
agreements with since 2001, compared
with the rest of the world, which has
only grown by 13 percent. This success
has meant more union jobs at U.S.
manufacturers like Caterpillar, Boeing,
and Cessna.

Madam Speaker, I believe America
would have a stronger economy and
more high-quality, high-paying jobs,
including more union jobs, if Congress
had approved 40 trade pacts like the
Chilean Government has over the past
15 years.

Madam Speaker, let us tear down the
trade barriers for American working
families.

————
END THE RHETORIC

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

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Speaker, in
the Senate right now, there is a piece
of nonbinding legislation that dis-
approves of the troop surge or the Bush
Doctrine. Now, it is nonbinding.

What I find offensive, when we have
troops on the ground in combat, is you
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have a bunch of self-proclaimed mor-
alist Senators saying that we should
not do this, and so what they want is a
nonbinding legislation.

Well, if they really feel like this idea
is a bad idea and it imperils Americans,
then they should follow their convic-
tion and introduce real legislation.
After all, they do carry the impact of
changing the law since they are the
U.S. Senate.

I think it is silly to have an extra-
curricular, intramural exercise. They
should bring real legislation to the
floor. I am hoping that Members of the
House will do that.

There are a lot of critics of the war
in the House. Well, it is time to tone
down the rhetoric and beef up the legis-
lation, whether you want immediate
withdrawal, phased-down withdrawal, a
surge, maybe a bigger surge than the
President.

We should be having real conversa-
tions in Washington. The election is
over.

————

MEMBERS NOT ABOVE THE LAW

(Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida asked and was given permission to
address the House for 1 minute and to
revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Madam Speaker, over the last 2
years Americans have heard story after
story about what my constituents very
frequently call, ‘“‘Members Gone Wild.”

Duke Cunningham, James Traficant,
Bob Ney, Frank Ballance have all been
convicted of crimes and are serving
time in prison. These are all former
Members of Congress and hail from
both sides of the partisan divide.

Madam Speaker, constituents are fed
up with this behavior. They expect
their elected representatives to be held
to a higher standard.

When the FBI gets an authorized
search warrant and enters the office of
a sitting Member accused of taking
bribes, it just makes sense to constitu-
ents and to me that Congress should
not interfere.

Last week, I reintroduced my legisla-
tion, H. Res. 88, a resolution that de-
clares to our constituents that we
agree with them: Members of Congress
should not be above the law.

Listen up, America. Turning a blind
eye to alleged indiscretions by elected
Members of Congress will no longer
pass muster.

I urge my colleagues to join with
others who are cosponsoring this reso-
lution.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes
each.
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CHARACTER COUNTS

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

Mrs. CAPPS. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to commend and highlight the
wonderful education framework called
Character Counts.

I am very proud of the Santa Barbara
YMCA and the Santa Barbara county
education programs in my district that
support this important framework
which promotes civil responsibility
through the following six pillars.

The first pillar is called ‘‘trust-
worthiness.”” This program teaches
children and young adults the value of
reliability, honesty, loyalty and the
courage to do the right thing. It is fol-
lowed in sequence by a pillar named
“‘respect.”

Respect encourages students to treat
others with the same kind of tolerance
of differences and consideration that
they would wish to be treated them-
selves. It is never too early to begin to
teach that framework that is centered
around respect for one’s self and re-
spect for others.

The third pillar in the framework
called Character Counts is titled ‘‘re-
sponsibility,”” which teaches young
people to consider the consequences of
their actions and to be accountable for
the choices that they make. Again, the
earlier we can begin to both model and
teach ways to make choices which lead
to good consequences for a young per-
son’s life, the better the results can be
for them and for those with whom they
associate.

Then we have the pillar of Character
Counts that is labeled ‘‘fairness,” and
that is easy to see but it is hard to
teach. It is taught by repetition on a
playground, in a classroom, by fol-
lowing rules and understanding why
rules are established, to be open-mind-
ed and not to take advantage of others,
to learn to wait for one’s turn.

Then we come to the pillar of respon-
sibility called ‘‘caring.” Caring can be
described in so many ways, but again,
we learn to be caring individuals by
seeing how others care for us and we
begin to experience compassion, grati-
tude, forgiveness. These are behaviors
that we want to repeat with young peo-
ple over and over again until they be-
come second-hand.

Finally, we come to the sixth pillar
in this framework called Character
Counts which is labeled ‘‘citizenship.”
Here we teach students the merits of
getting involved in making a commu-
nity an environment, a place where
they would want to live and be them-
selves and where they can see the bene-
fits for those they care about.

Madam Speaker, last October I had a
chance to see Character Counts first-
hand in my district on two separate oc-
casions. I attended the Fifth Annual
Civic Mission of Schools Forum spon-
sored by the county schools office. I
also was part of the Santa Barbara
YMCA Character Counts event where
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each of these promoted these six pil-
lars.

So I want to particularly thank Art
Fisher for his dedication and his tire-
less work toward civic education at the
Santa Barbara County Education Of-
fice. I know that the work he is doing
to teach our children the value of re-
sponsibility, respect, honesty and com-
passion is remarkable.

I want also to highlight the work of
Aaron Martinez at the Santa Barbara
YMCA in promoting the very same pro-
gram for children as young as 2 and 3
yvears old, stretching all the way
through every age of life, which is what
the YMCA is all about.

By promoting these six pillars of
Character Counts, the YMCA gives our
children, our young people, lifelong
tools for success, and of course, our
children will be the leaders of tomor-
Tow.

So these lessons are invaluable, not
just for them and for their day-to-day
life but also for the future of our com-
munity and our society.

I told these young people as I lis-
tened to them describe these pillars
that from what I have seen in Wash-
ington, D.C., and in the House of Rep-
resentatives in the Congress, these
principles of trustworthiness, respect,
responsibility, fairness, caring and citi-
zenship are absolutely necessary for
making decisions affecting their lives
and should be important for us to
model here in the United States Con-
gress ourselves.

I told them that I could envision
these six pillars here on the floor of the
House of Representatives, that we
would say to ourselves every day that
just as we want to teach these values
to our young people we want to model
them here.

We need to set the example in our
own House to remind our children that
character does count.

———
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.)

———

HONORING DEL REEVES

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

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to recognize and pay tribute to a
proud son of Sparta, North Carolina,
country singer and Grand Ole Opry leg-
end, Del Reeves. Del Reeves passed
away after a long and painful battle
with emphysema on New Year’s Day
2007.

Del Reeves was born in 1933 and was
named Franklin Delano Reeves after
Franklin Delano Roosevelt who was
nominated to be the Democratic Presi-
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dential candidate just a few days before
his birth. Del was a driven individual
who knew at a very young age that he
wanted to be a performer.

As a young child, Del spoke of music
on the radio and said, ‘I listened on
the radio on Saturday nights and it
was the ultimate,” referring to the
Grand Ole Opry. ‘“‘As a child, I told my
daddy I was going to sing on the Opry
one day. He said, ‘Yeah, sure you are.’
I kept my goal in mind and in ’'66 we
achieved it.”” He was one of the select
members of the Grand Ole Opry for 40
years.

Del achieved that goal and many oth-
ers. From a very young age, Del would
borrow his brothers’ instruments, and
by the time Del had turned 12 years
old, he had become a local radio star on
WPAQ in Mount Airy on the ‘“Merry Go
Round Show,” a program which is still
aired today.

J 1930

But this was just a start for Del
Reeves. He went on for years per-
forming and recording numerous hits,
including 55 charted hits, two of them
in the top 10.

Del was just more than a performer.
He attended what is now Appalachian
State University and served in the Air
Force at Travis Air Force Base, where
he wrote a number of his songs.

Del was very dedicated to his home-
town and the advancement of others.
He started the Del Reeves Scholarship
Fund, and for 10 years came back to
Alleghany for the ‘‘Del Reeves Home-
coming,”” where he held concerts to
benefit the scholarship fund he set up.

I am so proud that Del, a Sparta na-
tive, was successful in his performing
career, yet never lost touch with his
roots and never let go of his dedication
to helping others. Del had a wonderful
career that spanned over 40 years. Be-
yond being a member of the elite group
of the Grand Ole Opry, Del also wrote
and performed a number of hit songs
and appeared in eight movies, includ-
ing ‘“‘Sam Whiskey,” starring Bert Rey-
nolds and Clint Walker. Del also
worked in television, hosting a TV pro-
gram called the ‘“Del Reeves’ Country
Carnival.”

Some of Del’s greatest hits were
“The Belles of the Southern Belle,” his
first hit in 1963; ‘“The Girl on the Bill-
board,” his number one billboard hit;
“Sing a Little Song of Heartache,”
which he wrote with his wife; and
“Looking Through the Windshield,”
his trucker anthem released in 1965.

Other notable hits that charmed and
thrilled country music fans were hits
such as ‘“Women Do Funny Things to
Me,” “Good Time Charlie’s,” ‘“Be
Glad” and the ‘‘Philadelphia Fillies.”
In addition, Del wrote many songs for
country legends such as Carl Smith,
Roy Drusky, Rose Maddox and Sheb
Wooly. Del enjoyed performing lighter
material as well as singing ballads, and
he reflected on that saying, ‘“‘Under
this clown’s face, there’s a serious guy

. . I've been clowning as long as I can
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remember.”” That is what made Del
Reeves unique, he was such a multi-
faceted and talented person.

When asked how he would like to be
remembered, he said, ‘I want to be re-
membered as a great showman and a
nice guy ... that’s all I could hope
for.”” That is exactly what Del got, as
he certainly is remembered as a nice
guy and a great showman.

One of his closest friends, J.D. Hig-
gins, appropriately commented that on
New Year’s Day country music lost a
tremendous entertainer, and I will miss
him greatly. He will be missed by coun-
try music fans all over the world. I
know he will be missed by family,
friends and his numerous admirers. Del
was a true inspiration who made his
hometown friends and North Carolina
proud.

Del Reeves showed his large heart
and love for his hometown community
by creating a scholarship fund and al-
ways coming home to perform in
Alleghany. Del’s contributions will
serve as a lasting testimony of his tre-
mendous talent, kindness, motivation
and delightful personality. We will all
miss Del Reeves but know that his
timeless music will never be forgotten.
He leaves quite a legacy for fans and
future generations.

——

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

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

——————

PAKISTAN REFUSING TO TAKE
ACTION AGAINST TALIBAN

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

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, 1
come to the floor this evening to once
again call upon Pakistani President
Musharraf to take action against
Taliban fighters in the western region
of his country. President Musharraf
continues to deny that Taliban leaders
are hiding in Pakistan and that the
Taliban are regrouping there, despite
numerous international press accounts
describing otherwise.

President Musharraf claims that se-
curing the border between Pakistan
and Afghanistan is not the sole respon-
sibility of his country. He has admitted
that border guards at the tactical level
often, quote, turn a blind eye when in-
surgents cross the border into Paki-
stan. Yet he still shirks the responsi-
bility his country must take in dealing
with the situation.

In Musa Qala, a town in southern Af-
ghanistan where a peace deal last year
was signed by NATO-led troops and
local elders, government officials con-
firmed that Taliban forces had taken
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partial control of the town in the last
few days. The Taliban’s movement into
Musa Qala completely disregards the
peace agreement and goes against the
wishes of the Afghani citizens living in
the town.

A similar deal was developed last
yvear in North Waziristan, a region in
western Pakistan. As was the case in
Musa Qala, Taliban fighters dis-
regarded this deal and have taken par-
tial control of the region. Yet Presi-
dent Musharraf continues to defend
this peace deal, despite the fact that
the Taliban seemed to have created a
stronghold in the region where they
can likely plan future offensives
against U.S. forces and the citizens of
Afghanistan.

If the Pakistani President truly
wishes to defend this peace deal, he
must take the necessary steps towards
eliminating Taliban forces, not only in
North Waziristan, but throughout his
country. President Musharraf has also
scaled back plans to enforce and patrol
the border between Afghanistan and
Pakistan. If Musharraf actually wishes
to eliminate Taliban forces in Paki-
stan, he must work to control this bor-
der in a safe and diplomatic manner.

Madam Speaker, last week I came to
the floor to highlight H.R. 1, a bill that
implements the recommendations of
the bipartisan 9/11 Commission. This is
part of our first 100 hours. Included in
H.R. 1 is language that would end U.S.
military assistance and armed sales li-
censing to Pakistan unless it is cer-
tified that the Islamabad government
is, I quote, making all possible efforts
to end Taliban activities on Pakistani
soil.

It is my hope that once this law is
passed, the bill will finally force Presi-
dent Musharraf to crack down on
Taliban training camps and leaders
within his country. The Bush adminis-
tration, however, has already signaled
its opposition to this language in H.R.
1. Last week, Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary of State John Gastright assured
Musharraf’s government that the ad-
ministration opposed any end to mili-
tary assistance to Pakistan.

I believe it is absolutely unaccept-
able for President Bush to oppose these
actions against the Pakistani govern-
ment. The language in H.R. 1 places ap-
propriate pressure on President
Musharraf to finally take suitable ac-
tion against the Taliban forces cur-
rently plotting within his country’s
borders.

The Bush administration claims that
it deals with President Musharraf re-
gardless of his actions, because it be-
lieves the Pakistani President is better
than the Islamic extremist and anti-
Western alternatives in Pakistan.

However, there are Democratic alter-
natives in Pakistan. According to a re-
cent poll by the International Repub-
lican Institute, the second most pop-
ular leader in Pakistan is former Prime
Minister Benazir Bhutto. Now, Mrs.
Bhutto’s party, the Pakistani People’s
Party, has joined with the Muslim
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League Party to form the Alliance for
Restoration of Democracy and hopes to
restore democratic government to
Pakistan in the near future.

Madam Speaker, it is essential for
the United States to increase pressure
on President Musharraf to step up his
commitment to eliminate Taliban
fighters in training hubs in his coun-
try. A significant step towards apply-
ing this pressure came with the lan-
guage in H.R. 1, which we passed in the
first 100 hours, ending military aid to
Pakistan unless the Pakistani Presi-
dent takes steps towards this goal of
routing out Taliban forces. It is imper-
ative for President Bush to realize the
importance of the language in this bill
and support the provisions outlined in
H.R. 1.

e —

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.)

————
HONORING SARKIS ACOPIAN

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

Mr. DENT. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to commemorate the life of a na-
tional treasure, Sarkis Acopian. Mr.
Acopian died on January 18, 2007, at his
home in Palmer Township, Pennsyl-
vania, which is located in my Congres-
sional district near the City of Easton.
He was 80 years old.

To say that Mr. Acopian lived a full
life does not do justice to the legacy of
this extraordinary man. His is, in part,
the classic immigrant success story. He
was born on December 8, 1926, in
Tabriz, Iran, to Armenian parents. He
came to this country in 1945 to study
engineering at Lafayette College in
Easton, Pennsylvania. While here, Mr.
Acopian was drafted into the United
States Army. After completing his
military service, Mr. Acopian returned
to Lafayette, where he graduated with
a Bachelor of Science Degree in me-
chanical engineering in 1951.

Mr. Acopian used his prodigious in-
tellectual gifts and business acumen to
design and build things that helped to
make people’s lives better. While work-
ing for the Weller Electric Corporation,
he designed a power sander which be-
came one of the company’s main prod-
ucts. After forming the Acopian Tech-
nical Company in 1957, he designed and
manufactured the first ever solar radio.
Mr. Acopian subsequently led his com-
pany into the power supply business,
and the company, which is still oper-
ating today, became and remains quite
successful in that enterprise.

But Sarkis Acopian was much, much
more than just an outstanding entre-
preneur. In that regard, he loved out-
door venture and throughout his life he
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was an avid pilot, scuba diver and sky-
diving enthusiast who made more than
200 jumps during the 1960s. But where
he really made his presence known was
in his philanthropic work.

Mr. Acopian was a self-effacing man
who believed passionately in sup-
porting the community quietly but
with unmatched generosity. He was
passionate about education. He made
significant donations to Columbia Uni-
versity, to the Acopian Engineering
Center at Lafayette College and to the
Acopian Center for Ornithology at
Muhlenberg College located in Allen-
town, Pennsylvania.

He was passionate about his faith,
building the Saint Sarkis Armenian
Apostolic Church in Charlotte, North
Carolina, and giving generously to the
Diocese of the Armenian Church of
America and the Armenian Apostolic
Church of America, as well as to local
churches in Armenia.

He was passionate about nature, cre-
ating the Acopian Center for Conserva-
tion Learning at Hawk Mountain Sanc-
tuary and the Acopian Bog Turtle Pre-
serve, as well as endowing the environ-
mental education program at the
American University of Armenia and
the Florida Institute of Technology.

He was passionate about the locality
in which he lived, Easton, Easton,
Pennsylvania. He gave generously to
the Children’s Home of Easton, a sanc-
tuary for underprivileged youth. The
State Theater of Easton and the Eas-
ton National Canal Museum. His con-
tributions made children’s lives better,
raised appreciation for the arts in his
community, and helped to preserve im-
portant local history.

As an immigrant to this country, Mr.
Acopian was eternally grateful for the
opportunities that had been afforded to
him here. He showed that gratitude, in
part, by providing $1 million towards
the construction of the World War II
Memorial in Washington D.C., that is
right, $1 million to the World War II
Memorial in Washington D.C. His gen-
erous donation was the single largest
contribution to that fundraising effort.

I must tell a story, former Senator
Bob Dole came to the Easton area sev-
eral years ago and said that one day in
front of a few hundred people he re-
ceived a check for $1 million for the
World War II Memorial. He picked up
the phone and called this man, Mr.
Acopian. He said, Mr. Acopian, this is
very generous. Is there anything you
would like because of this very gen-
erous gift? Mr. Acopian wanted ano-
nymity. He said no, there is really
nothing I want, Senator. After a few
moments, he thought about it and said,
Senator, there is actually one thing,
Senator, I do want. He said, I would
like to have a seat at the dedication.
Bob Dole said, well, heck, yes, he can
have mine. That is the way Sarkis
Acopian was. He sought anonymity,
but Bob Dole blew his cover.

His greatest passion, however, was
for his lovely wife of 59 years, Mrs.
Bobbye Seitze Mixon Acopian. To-
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gether the couple had two sons, Greg-
ory, who is married to Karen; and Jef-
frey, who is married to Helen, both of
whom still reside in Easton. He is sur-
vived also by six grandchildren and two
great grandchildren.

———

IRAQ AND THE PRESIDENT’S FIS-
CAL YEAR 2008 BUDGET REQUEST

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

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, the
devastating blast in the Baghdad mar-
ket over the weekend was the worst
suicide bombing since the American
occupation began nearly 4 years ago,
121 killed and 226 wounded. The Iraqi
Interior Ministry says approximately
1,000 people have been killed over the
last week alone.

This so-called ‘‘surge’’ that the Presi-
dent is force feeding us is getting off to
quite a start, isn’t it? Indeed, The New
York Times reported on Sunday that
Iraqis are saying that the security sit-
uation has gotten worse, not better,
with the escalation of American
troops.

The National Intelligence Estimate
released last week offers little hope
that sectarian violence will abate or
that Iraq can repair its political rifts
between Sunni and Shi’a. Under these
circumstances, with American soldiers
thrown into this unwinnable occupa-
tion with no hope of turning the situa-
tion around, there is only one solution,
bring our troops home.

I have introduced a bill, H.R. 508,
with Congresswoman LEE and Con-
gresswoman WATERS and 30 others,
which will do just that. H.R. 508 will
end the occupation within 6 months of
enactment. H.R. 508 will prohibit the
construction of permanent U.S. mili-
tary bases in Iraq. It will restore the
sovereignty of the Iraqi people, even as
we continue to provide nonmilitary as-
sistance and to support a short-term
international stabilization force will be
available, if requested by the Iraqi gov-
ernment.

What a difference from the White
House approach. Staring at the colos-
sal, tragic failure of his Iraq policy,
what did the President do today? He
submitted a budget that asked Con-
gress to sign off on $145 billion to con-
tinue waging war in Iraq and Afghani-
stan. Meanwhile, he wants us to make
his tax cuts permanent, and he says the
budget will be balanced by 2012. So
where is the money going to come
from? Why, of course, it is going to
come from the most vulnerable mem-
bers of society, that is where.

Actually, over time, the very troops
and their families, who are sacrificing
life and 1limb in Iraq today, will be pay-
ing for this debt.

0 1945

The President’s budget seeks deep
Medicare and Medicaid cuts at just the
moment when we need to be expanding
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access to affordable health care. Actu-
ally, it is simple, Madam Speaker. The
money is there for the folly of occu-
pying Iraq. The money is there for
wealthy people to get tax breaks; but
when old and when poor people need
nursing home care, or kids need immu-
nizations, suddenly it is time to tight-
en the belt.

It is a disgrace, Madam Speaker, this
ongoing occupation of Iraq. It is not
only morally indefensible; it is fiscally
irresponsible. So many of our own com-
munities need investment. So many of
our own poor and middle-class families
are taking on more and more risk,
struggling to get by, getting squeezed
economically. But we are spending our
grandchildren’s money on a fantasy
that is getting young soldiers Kkilled,
igniting a civil war, inciting jihadists,
inspiring hatred of the United States
around the world, harming national se-
curity and making Americans less safe.

There is a solution: One, end the oc-
cupation; two, return Iraq to the
Iraqis; three, spend our foreign affairs
budget on humanitarian endeavors, not
on war and conquest. Spend it on eco-
nomic development, on democracy pro-
motion, on building schools and hos-
pitals.

In addition, bring our troops home.
Bring our soldiers home. Bring our tax
dollars home where they can be put to
work meeting the needs of Americans,
strengthening American communities.

——

GLOBALIZATION

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

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, when
we look at the issue of globalization,
inevitably the question of wealth and
equity comes up. We see reports of
massive payouts for executives, and
the natural inclination is to question
the fairness of this.

But the acquisition of wealth, we
need to remember, is not a zero-sum
game. If one worker brings in a big new
client and gets a bonus as a result of
that, that does not mean that someone
somewhere else has to take a pay cut.
The question we must ask ourselves is
not are some individuals getting
wealthier at a faster rate than others.
The question is whether everyone is be-
coming more prosperous; is everyone’s
standard of living going up. If all indi-
viduals who wish to climb the eco-
nomic ladder have the opportunity to
do so, we are then on the right track.
And the economic data show that that
is exactly, absolutely the case in Amer-
ica today. With a workforce of 146 mil-
lion, there are more Americans work-
ing today than ever before.

Unemployment is at an incredibly
low 4.6 percent. Two million new jobs
were created in the last year alone. Av-
erage weekly earnings grew by 4.8 per-
cent over the same time period. And as
we had reported last week, gross do-
mestic product growth grew at an
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annualized rate of 3.5 percent last quar-
ter, propelled by a dramatic rise in
what? Exports. We have been exporting
goods and services from the United
States, and that has played a big role
in the GDP growth.

These are excellent numbers, Madam
Speaker, and they demonstrate the
strength and vitality of the U.S. econ-
omy. But to really understand what
they mean for individuals and working
families, we have to delve in a little
deeper. We have to look at the broader
context and the bigger picture. Let’s
focus on the issue of wages.

As I have stated, earnings are on the
rise. This is obviously extremely im-
portant to working families trying to
make ends meet. But even more impor-
tant than growing wages is growing
purchasing power. A bigger paycheck is
meaningless if the government in-
creases taxes and takes a bigger por-
tion of that paycheck. That is why Re-
publicans have focused so heavily on
the issue of tax relief.

Because of the tax cuts we have
passed in 2001 and 2003, after-tax in-
come is up nearly 10 percent. That is
extra disposable income that Ameri-
cans have to pay college tuition, get
their car fixed, or take a family vaca-
tion.

It is extra income, Madam Speaker,
that Americans would not have with-
out the tax relief that Republicans pro-
vided. Now, the cost of consumer goods
also plays a major role in a family’s
purchasing power. That is why keeping
our economy open to imports is so im-
portant.

A tariff on inexpensive clothes from
Bangladesh, for example, is a tax on
the American family. A tariff is a tax.
A tariff on affordable furniture from
China is a tax on the American family.
What is more, tariffs and other protec-
tionist barriers constitute a regressive
tax because they hit and hurt working
families the hardest.

It is not Italian leather bags or an-
tique Belgian furniture that gets
slapped with tariffs. It is the low-cost
everyday items that families need to
buy. The more we open up our econ-
omy, the more we increase the pur-
chasing power of Americans who need
it most.

Wages are rising, and that is essen-
tial. But we must remember that in-
creased wages cannot be accompanied
by a reduction in the purchasing power
of those wages through greater protec-
tionism and higher taxes.

Republicans have pursued an agenda
of economic liberalization and embrace
the great benefits of globalization. As a
result, we can look at the question of
whether everyone is growing in pros-
perity. And we can answer the question
with a definitive and decisive, yes, they
are.

Madam Speaker, I call on my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to
continue on this path. I call on them to
reject any calls to reverse the course to
saddle Americans with greater taxes
and cut off their access to the goods
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they need at prices that they can af-
ford; to reject any efforts to impose the
regressive taxes of protectionism. Our
economy cannot afford it, Madam
Speaker, and we must recognize that
those who are struggling most can af-
ford it least.

———

SUPPORT FOR INCREASED SCHIP
FUNDING

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

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, today I rise to call upon this
Congress to assist States facing over-
whelming shortfalls in funding their
State health insurance programs.

In 1997, Congress created the SCHIP
programs to help States provide health
care coverage to the growing number of
uninsured children throughout the
United States. Ten years later, more
than 6 million children have been en-
rolled in this program. They are going
for annual check-ups to the doctor, and
they are getting their prescription
medications that they need. And they
are also receiving care when they are
extremely sick.

Unfortunately, Madam Speaker, this
program’s success is threatened by in-
adequate funding, and hundreds of
thousands of these children stand to
lose this health care coverage they
have grown to rely upon.

Federal funding has failed to keep up
with the program’s expanding enroll-
ment. An inefficient allocation of these
funds means some States are sitting on
more than $1 billion of SCHIP funding,
while 14 States, including my own
State of Georgia, face severe shortfalls
on the order of hundreds of millions of
dollars.

This inadequate funding has forced
some States to consider stopping all
SCHIP medical services. Without help
from the Congress, Congress will be un-
able to continue to provide health care
for the 300,000 children enrolled in its
Peachcare SCHIP program. Without in-
creased Federal funding, these children
will no longer receive their immuniza-
tions. They will no longer get their
teeth cleaned, or their eyesight
checked. And worse still, they will not
be able to afford emergency room care
in the event of a tragedy.

Madam Speaker, terminating cov-
erage for these children would lead this
country further away from decreasing
the number of uninsured children in
the United States. Congress must act
expediently to allocate Federal funding
to those States facing SCHIP short-
falls. It must reauthorize the program
to ensure that all six million enrolled
children continue to receive health
care.

It must increase Federal funding so
that more uninsured children can be
enrolled in this program and get the
health care that they deserve. I look
forward to working with my colleagues
from Georgia and other affected States
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to rectify this increasingly dire situa-
tion.

——
CHIEF ERNIE MENDOZA

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

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, peace offi-
cers are a noble breed, daily risking
their lives to protect and serve the rest
of us. They are what separate the evil
of the lawless from us.

Two weeks ago on a dark, cool misty
Texas night, Needville, Texas, Inde-
pendent School District Chief of Police
Ernie Mendoza, was coming home from
his job. He had been supervising a bas-
ketball game at one of the Ilocal
schools. As chief of police of Needville
Independent School District, it was his
job to protect students during school
and during events.

However, on the same road was 29-
year-old construction worker Guil-
lermo Paniagua. Guillermo was drunk
and driving his pickup truck. He was
headed toward the chief’s car. And
within moments Gulliermo’s truck
crossed the center stripe of the road,
slammed head first into the chief of po-
lice’s vehicle. The crash instantly
killed this dedicated police chief.

The chief had devoted 25 years of his
life as one of Texas’s lawmen. It was
something that meant a 1ot to him. He
was proud to serve his country as a
peace officer. He was a 1983 graduate of
the Waco Police Department where he
worked in this small central Texas
town.

Then he moved on to the big city of
Houston, Texas, where he worked with
the Houston Independent School Dis-
trict Police Department, one of the Na-
tion’s largest school districts. And
then in 1996 he accepted the position
with the Needville ISD Police Depart-
ment where he became chief of police.

ISD police officers have the responsi-
bility to protect children and teachers
while they are in school. They main-
tain law and order and discipline. They
keep the kids safe from day to day.
And Chief Mendoza was one of the best.
He strived to be a positive role model
for the kids he protected, and he made
peace officers look good.

He took the time to talk to kids and
was well liked throughout the school.
But it all ended a mile from his own
home and the indifference of a drunk
driver. Like most drunk drivers, Guil-
lermo had only minor cuts and bruises.
He was not injured. But those bruises
did not keep him, the coward, the Kkill-
er, from running from the scene in the
darkness of the night.

He was quickly captured by the
Wharton County, Texas Sheriff’s De-
partment, and now he faces first-degree
felony murder charges, and failure to
stop and render aid.

You see, when you drink and drive
and kill somebody, that is a felony, as
it ought to be. Chief Mendoza’s wife
and four children are now deprived of
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their husband, and father for the rest
of their lives. The kids of the Needville
school system have lost a good pro-
tector.

But, Madam Speaker, this was not
Guillermo’s first rodeo. You see, he has
a total of four intoxication convictions
in the United States, two in Texas and
two in Georgia. In Texas he was given
probation for a DWI, but that was re-
voked when he was rearrested. And
then when he got that second DWI, he
only spent 3 days in jail and got 18
months probation and his license was
suspended.

This drunk should never have been
given his driver’s license back at all.
His four DWI convictions proved that
the system is not holding him account-
able for being a drunk driver.

But the most disturbing thing about
Guillermo Paniagua is he is illegally in
this country. So why is he still here?
How did he get a driver’s license in the
first place? Why was his immigration
status not checked by the police offi-
cers each and every time he was picked
up for drunk driving? He should have
been deported the first time he was ar-
rested.

Police Chief Ernie Mendoza was
killed at the hands of an illegal, a
drunk driver. And this could have all
been prevented. He and his family have
become more victims of the U.S.’s in-
ability to secure the border and protect
its citizens.

Madam Speaker, Chief Mendoza was
a real person. This is a photograph of
him taken shortly before he was killed.
The Needville ISD and the great State
of Texas have lost a fine lawman. And
the casualty list continues to mount in
the U.S. by those lawless insurgents
who are illegally occupying our land.

This government should be as con-
cerned about the homeland casualties
as it is about those casualties killed in
lands far, far away, or there will be
more Chief Mendozas killed.

And that is just the way it is.

——
O 2000

IN SUPPORT OF H.R. 514, SGT. LEA
MILLS POST OFFICE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. Lo-
RETTA SANCHEZ of California). Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. GINNY
BROWN-WAITE) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Madam Speaker, I rise today about
my bill, H.R. 514, which passed the
House earlier today. The bill will re-
name the Aviation Post Office in
Brooksville, Florida, after Sergeant
Lea Robert Mills. This is the Post Of-
fice that Lea used because it is close to
his parents’ home in Masaryktown,
Florida.

Lea was a resident of my district who
gave his life for his country while serv-
ing in Iraq. At 21 years old, Lea was
proud to serve his fellow citizens, and
he actually requested to be sent to
Iraq.
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After being inspired to volunteer for
the military after the September 11 at-
tacks, he felt it was his duty, as a Ma-
rine, to go where the mission was. Lea
told his father that the Marines would
give him the best opportunity to make
a difference in people’s lives.

He joined right after graduating from
Hernando High School in 2002, and he
had just recently ‘‘re-upped” for a sec-
ond stint with the Marines. Tragically,
he was killed by an IED explosion,
leaving behind a young wife and a
grieving family.

Sergeant Mills was a true patriot and
brave hero, and our community feels
his loss immensely. His dedication to
his country and turning his ideals into
action are truly inspiring. It is a sad
truth that in a cynical world, we are
sometimes surprised by such coura-
geous acts.

Learning about Lea from his family
and friends helped me to have faith
that not everyone is just trying to get
by. Some are trying to change the
world for the better.

Dee Mills, who is Lea’s mother, was
so brave and so patriotic at the fu-
neral. I don’t think I will ever, ever
forget that. While others who have lost
loved omnes grieve in very different
ways, Dee Mills, like her son, decided
to help change the world. Dee has put
together a 501(c)(3), and it is called
Lea’s Prayers and Postage. And the
purpose of this organization is to raise
money to send packages to our young
men and women currently serving in
Iraq. What a wonderful cause, what a
wonderful way to work out one’s grief
at losing her son.

I can only hope that in renaming this
Post Office we will memorialize Lea’s
courage and never, ever forget his sac-
rifice for this great Nation.

Both Lea Robert Mills and Dee Mills,
his mom, have given so much to the
community and so much to America
that I am very proud to represent the
Masaryktown area and certainly the
Mills family.

HONORING SCIPIO A. JONES

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

Mr. SNYDER. People throughout
America, Madam Speaker, celebrate
our heroes of the Civil Rights Move-
ment. Every American knows of the
great contributions of Martin Luther
King. No Arkansan celebrates these he-
roes without celebrating the Little
Rock Nine. No Arkansan remembers
these heroes without remember Daisy
Bates.

I recently introduced a bill to re-
member another noteworthy Arkansan
who is not as well known as he de-
serves to be, Scipio A. Jones. Scipio A.
Jones contributed to moving Arkansas
and our Nation forward, and I am
pleased that earlier today the House
adopted this measure, H.R. 433, to des-
ignate the facility at 1700 Main Street
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in Little Rock as the Scipio A. Jones
Post Office Building.

His is the life of which movies should
be made, Madam Speaker. Scipio
Africanus Jones was born a slave in
Dallas County, Arkansas in 1863. He
moved to Little Rock, Arkansas in the
1880s, took preparatory courses at Phi-
lander Smith College and graduated
from North Little Rock’s Bethel Uni-
versity, now Shorter College, with a
Bachelor’s Degree in 1887.

Jones apprenticed to practicing at-
torneys and was accepted into the Ar-
kansas Bar in 1889. He was admitted to
the Supreme Court of Arkansas in 1900,
to the U.S. District Court for the West-
ern Division of the Eastern District of
Arkansas and the U.S. Circuit Court
for Arkansas in 1901, the U.S. Supreme
Court in 1905 and the U.S. Court of Ap-
peals in 1914.

In 1915 and 1924, Jones was appointed
as a special judge to preside over cases
when the regular judge had been inca-
pacitated.

He was the National Attorney Gen-
eral for the Mosaic Templars of Amer-
ica, an international fraternal organi-
zation headquartered in Little Rock,
Arkansas which provided services to
African Americans in an era when dis-
crimination resulted in few basic serv-
ices being readily available. The loca-
tion of the Post Office we will des-
ignate is less than a mile away from
the Mosaic Templars headquarters.

On a visit to Little Rock, Arkansas
by Treasury Secretary W.G. McAdoo
during World War I, Scipio A. Jones
personally wrote a check to purchase
$560,000 worth of Liberty bonds to sup-
port the Allied cause in World War I,
and soon thereafter raised another
$50,000 for this effort.

He was honored by President Wood-
row Wilson, who appointed him to the
National Advisory Board to the Lib-
erty Bond effort.

He opposed and helped defeat grand-
father clause legislation that some
southerners were seeking to add to the
Arkansas Constitution to disenfran-
chise and prevent African American
voter participation.

In the aftermath of the Elaine Mas-
sacre of 1919, which resulted in the
deaths of five Caucasians and an esti-
mated 856 African Americans, Scipio A.
Jones garnered national attention with
the successful defense of 12 share-
croppers who had been condemned to
death and by securing the release of
nearly 100 other Elaine defendants who
had been sent to prison.

The legal work of Jones ultimately
resulted in the case of Moore V.
Dempsey being argued before the
United States Supreme Court, which
found that mob-dominated trials were
a violation of the due process clause of
the 14th amendment to the Constitu-
tion.

He was widely respected by people of
all races in the central Arkansas com-
munity. He died on March 28, 1943 and
is buried at Haven of Rest Cemetery in
Little Rock.
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I am pleased that this designation
will acknowledge the lifelong service of
Scipio A. Jones as a civic leader, tal-
ented lawyer, skillful jurist and civil
rights leader and for his remarkable
courage and notable contributions to
the advancement of social justice.

I would like to thank Chairman WAX-
MAN of the Oversight and Government
Reform Committee for bringing H.R.
433 to the floor, and Denise Wilson of
that committee for assistance in mov-
ing it forward. I also thank Represent-
ative LYNCH and Representative SHAYS
for the kind words they offered during
debate on the bill today, as well as
James Savage, of my staff, for his work
on this legislation.

———

A RESPONSIBLE EXIT STRATEGY
IN TRAQ

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

Mr. ALLEN. Madam Speaker, our
country faces great challenges: energy
independence, global warming, eco-
nomic competitiveness, health care,
and widening income inequality. But
when I visit with people in Maine, the
first issue they bring up is Iraq.

We cannot address our other pressing
issues unless we solve our most urgent
problem: Iraq. We cannot make many
needed investments in our future until
we put our involvement in Iraq in the
past. The war in Iraq is straining our
military and compromising our ability
to address vital priorities like global
terrorism and nuclear proliferation. It
is diverting attention from dealing
with Iran, North Korea, and Afghani-
stan. Since the President will not, Con-
gress must lead to force Iraqis to take
responsibility for their own security by
directing an orderly redeployment of
troops and promoting a political solu-
tion in Iraq with a focus on transition
to Iraqi control.

Recent experience shows that the
U.S. must impose deadlines with con-
sequences so that Iraqi leaders will be
compelled to take responsibility. An
unending U.S. military presence in Iraq
creates a climate of dependency that
undermines the goal of having the Iraqi
Government control internal security.

There is a growing consensus that
only a political solution, not a military
one, will address the sectarian conflict
in Iraq. Yet President Bush has re-
jected the wisdom of military com-
manders, the Iraq Study Group, and
the voters by choosing to send more
troops into the crossfire of a sectarian
civil war. If the President won’t pro-
vide an exit strategy, Congress must
take the lead in ending the war.

To achieve this goal, I have cospon-
sored H.R. 645, a bill introduced by
Representatives DAVID PRICE and BRAD
MILLER. The bill would, by December
31, 2007, terminate the authorization
for military operations in Iraq that
passed, over my objection, in 2002.
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The original mission Congress au-
thorized, eliminating weapons of mass
destruction and ousting Saddam Hus-
sein, is no longer operative. If the
President wants U.S. troops in Iraq be-
yond the end of this year, he should
justify his plans and seek new approval
from Congress. I am confident that the
new Congress will not give the Presi-
dent a blank check, as the congres-
sional majority wrongly did in 2002.

H.R. 645 also requires the President
to submit a plan and timetable for
phasing out troop deployments by De-
cember 31, 2007. It declares that U.S.
policy is to withdraw forces in order to
transfer responsibility to Iraqis; pro-
hibits funding for permanent TU.S.
bases; authorizes employment, democ-
racy, and governance programs; and
creates a special envoy for Iraq re-
gional security.

America’s servicemen and -women in
Iraq have served with skill, determina-
tion, and courage. We owe them and
their families our gratitude and our
unwavering support. Our legislation
does not cut off funds for armor and
protective equipment still needed by
our troops in the war zone.

No exit strategy will succeed unless
it has broad public support. I support
H.R. 645 as a responsible approach to
ending the war by focusing on U.S. pol-
icy and on the now outdated congres-
sional authorization for the use of
force. Citizens deserve to know where
their elected officials stand on the war
and not just on the escalation. I have
let my constituents in Maine know
where I stand and how I believe Con-
gress should take a long overdue lead-
ership role in ending this war.

———

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

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

———

SUPPORT NATIONAL BLACK HIV/
AIDS AWARENESS DAY

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

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I would like to thank the
Honorable BARBARA LEE for intro-
ducing the National Black HIV/AIDS
Awareness Day resolution. I also thank
the 396 Members who voted in support
of this resolution in a true spirit of bi-
partisanship.

And I ask the question, why is it im-
portant to support National Black HIV/
AIDS Awareness? Why? Because as of
2005, 188,000 African Americans were
living with AIDS. Why? Because Afri-
can Americans are 12 percent of the
population and over 50 percent of the
new cases diagnosed. Why is it impor-
tant? Because for African Americans,
HIV/AIDS is a leading cause of death.
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Why is it important, Madam Speaker?
Because AIDS is the number one cause
of death for African American women
25 to 34.

However, Madam Speaker, notwith-
standing the impending crisis, I am
hopeful. I am hopeful that we will allo-
cate more funds, more funds for medi-
cation, because this disease can be
treated. More funds for counseling be-
cause this disease can be prevented.
More funds for research because this
disease can be cured. And, Madam
Speaker, I believe that we must end
AIDS because it has the potential to be
our end.

————

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

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

——————

CEDAW

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

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Madam
Speaker, it is time that the U.S. ratify
the Convention on the Elimination of
All Forms of Discrimination against
Women, or CEDAW.

The treaty has been in force since
1981 and has been ratified by 185 coun-
tries; 185 countries cannot be wrong,
and they include such countries as
Saudi Arabia, Rwanda, Nigeria, and
Pakistan. The U.S. stands out as the
only Western country that has not
ratified the treaty and, in doing so,
keeps company with Iran, Sudan, and
Somalia.

Women continue to be subjected to
severe human rights violations simply
because of their gender. Women in
many parts of the world are unable to
receive a basic education, earn a living,
own or inherent property, or protect
themselves against HIV/AIDS. Violence
against women continues to be a ter-
rible problem in all corners of the
globe.

In the Mexican cities of Juarez and
Chihuahua, over 400 women have been
killed since 1993. In Guatemala over
2,600 women and girls have been mur-
dered since 2001.

Women are still stoned to death and
killed by members of their family in
the name of honor. In 2002 at least 270
women were murdered in ‘‘honor
killings” in the Punjab Province of
Pakistan alone.

Domestic violence continues to hurt
and kill women at alarming rates. In
Russia 70 percent of married women
have been hurt in one form or another
of violence from their husbands.

CEDAW is an important tool in com-
bating discrimination and human
rights abuses against women around
the world. It seeks to ensure that
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women have equal access to education,
public health, credit, property rights,
as well as prevent violence against
women. There have been numerous
positive changes because of the conven-
tion, such as the implementation of
equality legislation, the eradication of
harmful practices such as sex slavery,
and changes in inheritance laws. But
there is clearly a great deal more to do.

As one of the most powerful nations
in the world, the U.S. must be the lead-
er in the fight against these violations
of women’s human rights. Our refusal
to ratify the treaty sends the message
that CEDAW is not important and does
not need to be enforced. There is no
valid reason why the U.S. should not
ratify CEDAW.

The Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee has voted twice to send the con-
vention to the full Senate for ratifica-
tion, first in 1994 and then again in
2002; but it has never been voted on by
that body.

The U.S. is already substantially in
compliance with the treaty and agrees
with its fundamental principles of non-
discrimination and equality for women.
We cannot claim to be a defender of
human rights without including over
half of the world’s population.

Ratifying CEDAW is something the
U.S. can do that can make a difference
in the lives of thousands of women
around the globe. So what are we wait-
ing for? We should move forward and
ratify it.

——————

RESPONSE TO PRESIDENT BUSH’S
HEALTH CARE PROPOSAL

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

Ms. SOLIS. Madam Speaker, today I
rise to discuss the need to make access
to health insurance for everyone a pri-
ority in our country.

As you know, 46 million Americans
are uninsured, including more than 9
million children in the U.S. One in
three people in the San Gabriel Valley,
which I represent, is uninsured; and
across the State of California, 6.5 mil-
lion adults and 750,000 children lack
health care insurance. Nationwide, 83
percent of the uninsured are from
working families. Of uninsured Califor-
nians, more than two-thirds of those
families have full-time jobs. Fourteen
million uninsured are Latinos, includ-
ing one in five children.

In the past 5 years, the number of
Latinos without health insurance, as
you know, has increased. According to
the Kaiser Family Foundation, unin-
sured children are five times less likely
to have visited a doctor or dentist in
the past 2 years compared to those
children who are insured. Fewer doctor
visits can lead to serious illness and
health problems, as well as avoidable
costly emergency room visits. The In-
stitute of Medicine estimates that each
year at least 18,000 people die pre-
maturely due to lack of health insur-
ance.
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But President Bush’s proposal will
not help the 46 million uninsured men,
women, and children in our country.
Instead of finding real solutions, Presi-
dent Bush wants to provide tax deduc-
tions to wealthy Americans who can
already afford their health care insur-
ance. Tax deductions, as you know,
will not solve the real problem of sky-
rocketing health care costs. Tax deduc-
tions will not make it easier for low-in-
come families and middle-class work-
ing families to purchase health care in-
surance. In fact, as you know, our fam-
ilies may be better off without the
President’s so-called help.

According to Families USA, Presi-
dent Bush’s plan is ‘‘like throwing a 50-
foot rope to someone in a 40-foot hole.”
And for the majority of uninsured peo-
ple, his plan is like throwing them
nothing at all.

People without employer-sponsored
coverage, such as people who work in
small businesses, who make up the ma-
jority of those individuals in some of
our districts, will not benefit from
Bush’s tax breaks. Even White House
officials admit that only 3 to 5 million
uninsured people would actually be-
come insured under Bush’s proposal.
The President’s plan, as you know,
fails to relieve the problems that most
uninsured adults and children face.

We have to do better for the Amer-
ican people. And we must ensure that
everyone has access to affordable and
quality health care insurance and that
programs are easily accessible by all.
Programs such as the State Children’s
Health Insurance Programs, as you
know, are very important. We call
them the SCHIP program, and in the
State of California they are known as
the Healthy Families Program. Across
the Nation, Medicaid and SCHIP pro-
vide coverage for more than 34 million
children. These programs must be ade-
quately funded and include needed
tools to reach all eligible populations.

However, as you know, millions more
children are eligible for these programs
but are not enrolled. In fact, 74 percent
of the uninsured children are eligible
but are not somehow showing up on
these enrollment applications. Many
are low income. They come from fami-
lies that are poor and unaware of the
fact that they are eligible even for
these services. And recent research
shows that the SCHIP program may be
failing to reach the hardest to reach
subpopulations of the uninsured chil-
dren like Latinos. And according to
Families USA, distrust of the health
care system, language, culture, these
are all barriers that are confusing to
our families, and those eligibility rules
are high obstacles for families to en-
roll.

Community health care workers,
such as the promotoras, play key roles
in overcoming these barriers to enroll-
ment for public programs. Promotoras,
as you know, exist in the State of Cali-
fornia and along the frontera, along
the border on the U.S. side. They are
qualified people who could help pa-
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tients access and navigate the complex
and confusing health care system.
They can reach racial and ethnic mi-
norities that would otherwise remain
locked out of our system.

A recent report by the Journal of the
American Academy of Pediatrics com-
pared the effectiveness of community
workers with traditional Medicaid and
SCHIP outreach enrollment. The re-
port found that families who interacted
with community health workers such
as the promotoras were eight times
more likely to obtain health insurance.
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Almost 96 percent of children who
work with promotoras in the study ob-
tained health insurance. Seventy-eight
percent were insured continuously. The
study provides that community health
workers can reduce the number of un-
insured children, and we should move
forward asking for the SCHIP program
to also provide for assistance through
the promotoras program.

I know that the gentlewoman from
California understands what I am talk-
ing about, because those promotoras
also exist in her district as well.

We need to make sure that President
Bush plans for a significant funds for
those children that are uninsured, and
I would ask that our colleagues please
continue to provide funding for the
SCHIP program and to expand that in
those needed areas.

———————

PUBLICATION OF THE RULES OF
THE COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’
AFFAIRS, 110TH CONGRESS

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

Mr. FILNER. Madam Speaker, in accord-
ance with clause 2(a)(2) of Rule Xl of the
Rules of the House of Representatives, | re-
spectfully submit the rules of the Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs for printing in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD. The Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs adopted these Rules by voice
vote, with a quorum being present, at our or-
ganizational meeting on January 30, 2007.
RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AF-

FAIRS, U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

FOR THE 110TH CONGRESS (ADOPTED JANU-

ARY 30, 2007)

RULE 1—GENERAL PROVISIONS

(a) Applicability of House Rules—The
Rules of the House are the rules of the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs and its sub-
committees so far as applicable, except that
a motion to recess from day to day, and a
motion to dispense with the first reading (in
full) of a bill or resolution, if printed copies
are available, are non-debatable privileged
motions in Committees and subcommittees.

(b) Subcommittees—Each subcommittee of
the Committee is a part of the Committee
and is subject to the authority and direction
of the Committee and to its rules so far as
applicable.

(¢c) Incorporation of House Rule on Com-
mittee Procedure—Rule XI of the Rules of
the House, which pertains entirely to Com-
mittee procedure, is incorporated and made
part of the rules of the Committee to the ex-
tent applicable. Pursuant to clause 2(a)(3) of
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Rule XI of the Rules of the House, the Chair-
man of the full Committee is directed to
offer a motion under clause 1 of Rule XXII of
the Rules of the House whenever the Chair-
man considers it appropriate.

(d) Vice Chairman—Pursuant to clause 2(d)
of Rule XI of the Rules of the House, the
Chairman of the full Committee shall des-
ignate the Vice Chairman of the Committee
and a Vice Chairman of each subcommittee
established under Rule 5(a)(1).

RULE 2—REGULAR AND ADDITIONAL MEETINGS

(a) Regular Meetings—The regular meeting
day for the Committee shall be at 10 a.m. on
the second Wednesday of each month in such
place as the Chairman may designate. How-
ever, the Chairman may dispense with a reg-
ular Wednesday meeting of the Committee.

(b) Additional Meetings—The Chairman of
the Committee may call and convene, as he
considers necessary, additional meetings of
the Committee for the consideration of any
bill or resolution pending before the Com-
mittee or for the conduct of other Com-
mittee business. The Committee shall meet
for such purpose pursuant to the call of the
Chairman.

(¢) Notice—The Chairman shall notify each
member of the Committee of the agenda of
each regular and additional meeting of the
Committee at least 24 hours before the time
of the meeting, except under circumstances
the Chairman determines to be of an emer-
gency nature. Under such circumstances, the
Chairman shall make an effort to consult the
ranking minority member, or in such mem-
ber’s absence, the next ranking minority
party member of the Committee.

RULE 3—MEETINGS AND HEARINGS GENERALLY

(a) Open Meetings and Hearings—Meetings
and hearings of the Committee and each of
its subcommittees shall be open to the public
unless closed in accordance with clause 2(g)
of Rule XTI of the Rules of the House.

(b) Announcement of Hearing—The Chair-
man, in the case of a hearing to be conducted
by the Committee, and the subcommittee
Chairman, in the case of a hearing to be con-
ducted by a subcommittee, shall make public
announcement of the date, place, and subject
matter of any hearing to be conducted on
any measure or matter at least one week be-
fore the commencement of that hearing un-
less the Committee or the subcommittee de-
termines that there is good cause to begin
the hearing at an earlier date. In the latter
event, the Chairman or the subcommittee
Chairman, as the case may be, shall consult
with the ranking minority member and
make such public announcement at the ear-
liest possible date. The clerk of the Com-
mittee shall promptly notify the Daily Clerk
of the Congressional Record and the Com-
mittee scheduling service of the House Infor-
mation Resources as soon as possible after
such public announcement is made.

(¢) Wireless Telephone Use Prohibited—No
person may use a wireless telephone during a
Committee or subcommittee meeting or
hearing.

(d) Media Coverage—Any meeting of the
Committee or its subcommittees that is open
to the public shall be open to coverage by
radio, television, and still photography in ac-
cordance with the provisions of clause 4 of
House rule XI.

(e) Requirements for Testimony—

(1) Each witness who is to appear before
the Committee or a subcommittee shall file
with the clerk of the Committee, at least 48
hours in advance of his or her appearance, a
written statement of his or her proposed tes-
timony. Each witness shall, to the greatest
extent practicable, also provide a copy of
such written testimony in an electronic for-
mat prescribed by the Chairman. Each wit-
ness shall limit any oral presentation to a
summary of the written statement.
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(2) Pursuant to clause 4 of Rule XI of the
Rules of the House, in the case of a witness
appearing in a non-governmental capacity a
written statement of proposed testimony
shall include a curriculum vitae and a disclo-
sure of the amount and source (by agency
and program) of any Federal grant (or
subgrant thereof) or contract (or subcontract
thereof) received during the current fiscal
year or either of the two preceding fiscal
years by the witness or by an entity rep-
resented by the witness.

(f) Calling and Questioning Witnesses

(1) Committee and subcommittee members
may question witnesses only when they have
been recognized by the Chairman of the Com-
mittee or subcommittee for that purpose,
and only for a 5-minute period until all
members present have had an opportunity to
question a witness. The 5-minute period for
questioning a witness by any one member
may be extended only with the unanimous
consent of all members present. The ques-
tioning of witnesses in both Committee and
subcommittee hearings shall be initiated by
the Chairman, followed by the ranking mi-
nority party member and all other members
alternating between the majority and minor-
ity. Except as otherwise announced by the
Chairman at the beginning of a hearing,
members who are present at the start of the
hearing will be recognized before other mem-
bers who arrive after the hearing has begun.
In recognizing members to question wit-
nesses in this fashion, the Chairman shall
take into consideration the ratio of the ma-
jority to minority members present and
shall establish the order of recognition for
questioning in such a manner as not to dis-
advantage the members of the majority.

(2) Notwithstanding the provisions of para-
graph (1) regarding the 5-minute rule, the
Chairman after consultation with the rank-
ing minority member may designate an
equal number of members of the Committee
or subcommittee majority and minority
party to question a witness for a period not
longer than 30 minutes. In no event shall the
Chairman allow a member to question a wit-
ness for an extended period under this rule
until all members present have had the op-
portunity to ask questions under the 5-
minute rule. The Chairman after consulta-
tion with the ranking minority member may
permit Committee staff for its majority and
minority party members to question a wit-
ness for equal specified periods of time.

(3) When a hearing is conducted by the
Committee or a subcommittee on any meas-
ure or matter, the minority party members
on the Committee shall be entitled, upon re-
quest to the Chairman of a majority of those
minority members before the completion of
the hearing, to call witnesses selected by the
minority to testify with respect to that
measure or matter during at least one day of
the hearing thereon.

(g) Subpoenas—Pursuant to clause 2(m) of
Rule XI of the Rules of the House, a sub-
poena may be authorized and issued by the
Committee or a subcommittee in the con-
duct of any investigation or series of inves-
tigations or activities, only when authorized
by a majority of the members voting, a ma-
jority being present.

RULE 4—QUORUM AND RECORD VOTES;
POSTPONEMENT OF PROCEEDINGS

(a) Working Quorum—A majority of the
members of the Committee shall constitute
a quorum for business and a majority of the
members of any subcommittee shall con-
stitute a quorum thereof for business, except
that two members shall constitute a quorum
for the purpose of taking testimony and re-
ceiving evidence.

(b) Quorum for Reporting—No measure or
recommendation shall be reported to the
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House of Representatives unless a majority
of the Committee was actually present.

(c) Record Votes—A record vote may be de-
manded by one-fifth of the members present
or, in the apparent absence of a quorum, by
any one member. With respect to any record
vote on any motion to amend or report, the
total number of votes cast for and against,
and the names of those members voting for
and against, shall be included in the report
of the Committee on the bill or resolution.

(d) Prohibition Against Proxy Voting—No
vote by any member of the Committee or a
subcommittee with respect to any measure
or matter may be cast by proxy.

(e) Postponing Proceedings—Committee
and subcommittee chairmen may postpone
further proceedings when a record vote is or-
dered on the question of approving a measure
or matter or on adopting an amendment, and
may resume proceedings within two legisla-
tive days on a postponed question after rea-
sonable notice. When proceedings resume on
a postponed question, notwithstanding any
intervening order for the previous question,
an underlying proposition shall remain sub-
ject to further debate or amendment to the
same extent as when the question was post-
poned.

RULE 5—SUBCOMMITTEES

(a) Establishment and Jurisdiction—

(1) There shall be four subcommittees of
the Committee as follows:

(A) Subcommittee on Disability Assistance
and Memorial Affairs, which shall have legis-
lative, oversight and investigative jurisdic-
tion over compensation; general and special
pensions of all the wars of the United States;
life insurance issued by the Government on
account of service in the Armed Forces;
cemeteries of the United States in which vet-
erans of any war or conflict are or may be
buried, whether in the United States or
abroad, except cemeteries administered by
the Secretary of the Interior; burial benefits;
the Board of Veterans’ Appeals; and the
United States Court of Appeals for Veterans’
Claims.

(B) Subcommittee on Economic Oppor-
tunity, which shall have legislative, over-
sight and investigative jurisdiction over edu-
cation of veterans, employment and training
of veterans, vocational rehabilitation, vet-
erans’ housing programs, readjustment of
servicemembers to civilian life, and
servicemembers civil relief.

(C) Subcommittee on Health, which shall
have legislative, oversight and investigative
jurisdiction over veterans’ hospitals, medical
care, and treatment of veterans.

(D) Subcommittee on Oversight and Inves-
tigations, which shall have oversight and in-
vestigative jurisdiction over veterans’ mat-
ters generally, and over such matters as may
be referred to the subcommittee by the
Chairman of the full Committee for its over-
sight or investigation and for its appropriate
recommendations. The subcommittee shall
only have legislative jurisdiction over such
bills or resolutions as may be referred to it
by the Chairman of the full Committee.

(2) Each subcommittee shall have responsi-
bility for such other measures or matters as
the Chairman refers to it.

(b) Vacancies—Any vacancy in the mem-
bership of a subcommittee shall not affect
the power of the remaining members to exe-
cute the functions of that subcommittee.

(c) Ratios—On each subcommittee, there
shall be a ratio of majority party members
to minority party members which shall be
consistent with the ratio on the full Com-
mittee.

(d) Referral to Subcommittees—The Chair-
man of the Committee may refer a measure
or matter, which is within the general re-
sponsibility of more than one of the sub-
committees of the Committee, as the Chair-
man deems appropriate. In referring any



H1180

measure or matter to a subcommittee, the
Chairman of the Committee may specify a
date by which the subcommittee shall report
thereon to the Committee.

(e) Powers and Duties—

(1) Each subcommittee is authorized to
meet, hold hearings, receive evidence, and
report to the full Committee on all matters
referred to it or under its jurisdiction. Sub-
committee chairmen shall set dates for hear-
ings and meetings of their respective sub-
committees after consultation with the
Chairman of the Committee and other sub-
committee chairmen with a view toward
avoiding simultaneous scheduling of Com-
mittee and subcommittee meetings or hear-
ings whenever possible.

(2) Whenever a subcommittee has ordered a
bill, resolution, or other matter to be re-
ported to the Committee, the Chairman of
the subcommittee reporting the bill, resolu-
tion, or matter to the full Committee, or any
member authorized by the subcommittee to
do so shall notify the Chairman and the
ranking minority party member of the Com-
mittee of the Subcommittee’s action.

(3) A member of the Committee who is not
a member of a particular subcommittee may
sit with the subcommittee during any of its
meetings and hearings, but shall not have
authority to vote, cannot be counted for a
quorum, and cannot raise a point of order at
the meeting or hearing.

(4) Each subcommittee shall provide the
Committee with copies of such record votes
taken in subcommittee and such other
records with respect to the subcommittee as
the Chairman of the Committee deems nec-
essary for the Committee to comply with all
rules and regulations of the House.

RULE 6—GENERAL OVERSIGHT RESPONSIBILITY

(a) Purpose—Pursuant to clause 2 of Rule
X of the Rules of the House, the Committee
shall carry out oversight responsibilities. In
order to assist the House in—

(1) Its analysis, appraisal, evaluation of—

(A) The application, administration, execu-
tion, and effectiveness of the laws enacted by
the Congress, or

(B) Conditions and circumstances which
may indicate the necessity or desirability of
enacting new or additional legislation, and

(2) Its formulation, consideration and en-
actment of such modifications or changes in
those laws, and of such additional legisla-
tion, as may be necessary or appropriate, the
Committee and its various subcommittees,
consistent with their jurisdiction as set
forth in Rule 5, shall have oversight respon-
sibilities as provided in subsection (b).

(b) Review of Laws and Programs—The
Committee and its subcommittees shall re-
view and study, on a continuing basis, the
applications, administration, execution, and
effectiveness of those laws, or parts of laws,
the subject matter of which is within the ju-
risdiction of the Committee or sub-
committee, and the organization and oper-
ation of the Federal agencies and entities
having responsibilities in or for the adminis-
tration and execution thereof, in order to de-
termine whether such laws and the programs
thereunder are being implemented and car-
ried out in accordance with the intent of the
Congress and whether such programs should
be continued, curtailed, or eliminated. In ad-
dition, the Committee and its subcommit-
tees shall review and study any conditions or
circumstances which may indicate the neces-
sity or desirability of enacting new or addi-
tional legislation within the jurisdiction of
the Committee or subcommittee (whether or
not any bill or resolution has been intro-
duced with respect thereto), and shall on a
continuing basis undertake future research
and forecasting on matters within the juris-
diction of the Committee or subcommittee.
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(c) Oversight Plan—Not later than Feb-
ruary 15 of the first session of a Congress,
the Committee shall meet in open session,
with a quorum present, to adopt its over-
sight plans for that Congress for submission
to the Committee on House Administration
and the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, in accordance with the provi-
sions of clause 2(d) of Rule X of the Rules of
the House.

(d) Oversight by Subcommittees—The ex-
istence and activities of the Subcommittee
on Oversight and Investigations shall in no
way limit the responsibility of the other sub-
committees of the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs for carrying out oversight duties.

RULE 7—BUDGET ACT RESPONSIBILITIES

(a) Budget Act Responsibilities—Pursuant
to clause 4(f)(1) of Rule X of the Rules of the
House, the Committee shall submit to the
Committee on the Budget not later than six
weeks after the President submits his budg-
et, or at such time as the Committee on the
Budget may request—

(1) Its views and estimates with respect to
all matters to be set forth in the concurrent
resolution on the budget for the ensuing fis-
cal year that are within its jurisdiction or
functions; and

(2) An estimate of the total amounts of
new budget authority, and budget outlays re-
sulting therefrom, to be provided or author-
ized in all bills and resolutions within its ju-
risdiction that it intends to be effective dur-
ing that fiscal year.

RULE 8—RECORDS AND OTHER MATTERS

(a) Transcripts—There shall be a transcript
made of each regular and additional meeting
and hearing of the Committee and its sub-
committees. Any such transcript shall be a
substantially verbatim account of remarks
actually made during the proceedings, sub-
ject only to technical, grammatical, and ty-
pographical corrections authorized by the
person making the remarks involved.

(b) Records—

(1) The Committee shall keep a record of
all actions of the Committee and each of its
subcommittees. The record shall contain all
information required by clause 2(e)(I) of Rule
XTI of the Rules of the House and shall be
available for public inspection at reasonable
times in the offices of the Committee.

(2) There shall be kept in writing a record
of the proceedings of the Committee and
each of its subcommittees, including a
record of the votes on any question on which
a recorded vote is demanded. The result of
each such record vote shall be made avail-
able by the Committee for inspection by the
public at reasonable times in the offices of
the Committee. Information so available for
public inspection shall include a description
of the amendment, motion, order or other
proposition and the name of each member
voting for and each member voting against
such amendment, motion, order, or propo-
sition, and the names of those members
present but not voting.

(c) Availability of Archived Records—The
records of the Committee at the National Ar-
chives and Records Administration shall be
made available for public use in accordance
with Rule VII of the Rules of the House. The
Chairman shall notify the ranking minority
member of any decision, pursuant to clause 3
or clause 4 of Rule VII of the Rules of the
House, to withhold a record otherwise avail-
able, and the matter shall be presented to
the Committee for a determination on writ-
ten request of any member of the Com-
mittee.

(d) Availability of Publications—Pursuant
to clause 2(e)(4) of Rule XI of the Rules of
the House, the Committee shall make its
publications available in electronic form to
the maximum extent feasible.
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EULOGY HONORING FATHER
ROBERT DRINAN

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

Ms. PELOSI. Madam Speaker, a little
over a week ago our country suffered a
great loss with the passing of Father
Robert Drinan. He was a great man. He
was a great humanitarian. He was a
priest and he was a Member of Con-
gress.

When asked to talk about Father
Drinan, it is impossible not to speak in
the superlative in every case. And also
the words that I would like to use are
to quote a great man, Father Drinan
himself.

At his funeral, which I had the privi-
lege to eulogize Father Drinan, I said
that when Saint Francis of Assisi, who
is the patron saint of my City of San
Francisco, when St. Francis of Assisi
was asked what a person had to do to
lead a good and virtual life, he said,
Saint Francis did, ‘‘Preach the gospel.
Sometimes use words.”’

Father Robert Drinan preached the
gospel, sometimes from the pulpit,
sometimes from the floor of this House
for 10 years as a Member of Congress,
and sometimes from the classroom at
the Georgetown University School of
Law. But he always preached the gos-
pel through the power of his example.

Father Drinan lived and legislated
according to an expansive view of the
gospel, believing that it had something
to teach us about the whole range of
public policy, from war and peace to
poverty and justice, to how we treat
our children and our parents. It was be-
cause of his faith that he was one of
our great champions for human rights.
He believed that there was a spark of
divinity in every person, and he acted
upon that belief. But he did so self-
lessly.

When the Soviet dissident Anatoly
Sharansky was freed after 8 years in a
Siberian labor camp, it was because of
years of advocacy by many. Yet, at a
reception welcoming him to the United
States that was held in this Capitol,
Sharansky, surrounded by supporters
and admirers, looked to the back so he
could find and thank the man who was
his major champion, Father Drinan.
That was Father Drinan, eager to help,
slow to accept credit.

I was particularly honored that ear-
lier, it was the beginning of January
actually, Father Drinan celebrated a
mass at my alma matter, Trinity Col-
lege, before I was sworn in as Speaker.
He said that mass in honor of the chil-
dren of Darfur and Katrina. And he
prayed there that ‘‘the needs of every
child are the needs of Jesus Christ him-
self.”” Those were Father Drinan’s
words.

He challenged us by saying, ‘‘Imagine
what the world would think of the
United States if the health and welfare
of children everywhere became the top
objective of America’s foreign policy!
It could happen, and it could happen
soon, he said, if enough people cared.”
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He continued, ‘‘Let us reexamine our
convictions, our commitments and our
courage.”” He emphasized courage. ‘‘Our
convictions and our commitments are
clear and certain to us. But do we have
the courage to carry them out,” he
asked? ‘‘God has great hopes for what
this great Nation will do in the near fu-
ture. We are here to ask for the cour-
age to carry out God’s hopes and aspi-
rations.”

He inspired us with those words, and
as he led us in prayer that day, Father
Drinan said, ‘“We learn things in prayer
that we otherwise would never know.”

That day in church at his funeral,
and since then, we are praying for the
courage of Father Drinan. That may
have been Father Drinan’s last sermon
from the pulpit, but afterwards, he sent
me a letter asking that I place that
sermon in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.
And I commend to all of you his call
for ‘‘peaceful revolution” to all who
read our RECORD. He quoted John F.
Kennedy, who said that we could make
that possible with our actions.

These words join the many coura-
geous words Father Drinan said on this
House floor. He came to Congress to
oppose the war in Vietnam. They join
his powerful words on the day, last
May, when Congress had the privilege
of honoring him with the Congressional
Distinguished Service Award. He re-
ceived that award, along with our
former Ambassador to the Vatican and
our former colleague in this House,
Ambassador and Congresswoman Lindy
Boggs.

In his service, it was repeated during
the communion service, ‘‘Where there
is charity there is Christ. Where there
is charity there is God.” Ubi caritas
Deus ibi est. And on that day, in the
Capitol, when we honored the two of
them, charity was present and so was
God’s goodwill.

They also, Father Drinan’s words
that we have submitted to the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD, join the words he
shared with his students. He was a
priest, he was a politician, he was an
American patriot who loved our Con-
stitution and fought for our civil lib-
erties, and he loved his students as a
teacher.

When he left here because Pope John
Paul II, when he became Pope said he
had to choose between being a priest
and being a Member of Congress, he
said, “I am a priest forever,” and he
left the Congress.

His successor, I know, is a source of
great hope to the people in his district.
Congressman BARNEY FRANK will be
leading the special order in honor of
Father Drinan shortly.

But as a teacher, as I say, he loved
his students, his law students. And just
before graduation of one class, Bob
Hickmont told me this, who was one of
his students, Father Drinan offered ad-
vice to a group of Georgetown law stu-
dents. He said, ‘“‘As I look out at all of
you, with your new and expensive law
school educations, I would urge you to
go forth into society not as mere legal
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tradesmen, but as moral architects.
Design, create and build a better and
more equitable society and use your
skills to help those who are otherwise
not being served.”

Father Drinan, this statement and
others of your statement are entered
into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.
Again, those words, with those of your
10 years in Congress, will serve as an
inspiration for all who follow the pro-
ceedings of Congress and all who ever
knew you.

Again, to his family, the Drinan fam-
ily, to Helen and all of the family, his
sister-in-law, Helen, I hope it is a com-
fort to them that so many people
mourn their loss and are praying for
them at this sad time. And I extend my
deepest sympathy to his family.

————
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members have five legisla-
tive days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the subject of my Special Order to-
night.

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

There was no objection.

———————

TRIBUTE TO FATHER ROBERT F.
DRINAN, SJ

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. FRANK) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
majority leader.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Thank
you, Madam Speaker.

Madam Speaker, I rise with a sad
duty, although also a proud one. It is a
chance for our colleagues to mourn the
death and celebrate the life of one of
the ablest and most principled people
ever to serve as a Member of this body,
the late Father Robert Drinan.

Madam Speaker, I will include for
the RECORD of these proceedings the
eulogies that were given at his funeral
mass last Thursday by two of his fellow
Jesuits, the Reverend John Langan and
Professor Ladislas Orsy; by John
DeGioia, the President of Georgetown
University, where he taught for so
many years; by our colleague Senator
EDWARD KENNEDY; and by former Am-
bassador Max Kampelman. The Speak-
er also gave a eulogy, which she herself
inserted in the RECORD.

Madam Speaker, Bob Drinan was an
extraordinary man. He had several ca-
reers, any one of which would have
been extremely impressive. He was a
Member of this body for only 10 years.
By Congressional standards, that is not
a long career, and many people are sur-
prised to learn it was only 10 years, be-
cause his impact on this body and
through this body, this country and
this world was so significant. He was a
man of such force of intellect and
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strength of character and energy and
determination that he made 10 years
here do more than many do in 30 or
more years.

He was a prolific author of serious
and thoughtful books. As I said in Mas-
sachusetts on Saturday, Father Drinan
wrote more books than some high offi-
cials in this town have ever read.

He was a very distinguished educa-
tor. Had he been nothing but the Dean
of Boston College Liaw School, and two
of our colleagues who attended that
law school during his deanship, the
gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr.
MARKEY and the gentleman from Vir-
ginia, Mr. ScoTT, will be addressing us
soon, had he simply been that dean for
16 years when he helped make that into
the first rate educational institution it
is today, that would have been a sig-
nificant career.

Then on leaving this place, he spent
26 years teaching at Georgetown. At 86,
Bob Drinan was a vigorous and engag-
ing teacher who was widely sought
after by students interested in the in-
tellectual stimulation that they got
from him.

Now, with all of this, he was, of
course, a Jesuit priest, and it was
striking to me last Thursday here in
Washington, Saturday at Boston Col-
lege, to see the justifiable pride that
his fellow Jesuits had in this man. And
not just their pride in him, but their
pride and gratitude that he remained
first and foremost a member of that
Jesuit community, an extra commu-
nity of people who have made such con-
tributions to education and other im-
portant causes in this country.

But what was particularly striking
was the gap between the immensity of
his accomplishments, the dignity of his
intellect and his person. No one was
ever less inclined to stand on cere-
mony. He was a down-to-earth indi-
vidual. People who met him, and sim-
ply met him without knowing who he
was, although that became increas-
ingly harder as his fame grew, would be
surprised to learn that he was a man of
such accomplishments.

He was a delight to be with. He was
one of the most irreverent reverends
you will ever meet, and did not need
ceremony, did not need any kind of
false dignity. He had the talents.

What I want to talk about now is the
common theme in that multiplicity of
careers, of teacher and law school dean
and Member of Congress and priest and
author.

We have a lot of debate in our society
and American politics about morality
in politics, what is the role of morality
in politics, and there are some who
style themselves as very religious, who
believe that they are the exemplars of
morality in politics and who have been
critical of people like Father Drinan
and said that he failed in that task.

Absolutely the contrary is true. Fa-
ther Drinan’s life was dedicated to pub-
lic morality. Few people worked as
consistently and effectively to bring a
moral tone to the relationships we
have with each other.
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Now, people have said, ‘‘well, what
about on some of these individual mat-
ters?”’ Let’s be very clear. This is a
man who lived by an extraordinary ex-
acting moral code personally. He was a
priest. He was a priest for over 60 years
and a member of the Jesuit commu-
nity. As a Member of Congress, he
served the Jesuit community in
Georgetown. When he went back to his
district, it was the Jesuit community
at Boston College. He voluntarily sub-
jected himself to the very stringent
discipline that the Jesuit community
and priests in general follow.

In 1980, when he was ordered by Pope
John Paul II not to run again for Con-
gress, that was a decision that caused
him great anguish. It denied him the
chance to do something that he
thought was terribly important to his
very being, and he wished that he could
reverse the decision. But when it be-
came clear that that decision could not
be reversed, there was no hesitation.

People who want to talk about living
by a moral code should look at the ex-
ample of this very important Member
of Congress with great accomplish-
ments behind him who voluntarily left
this body because the moral code of the
priesthood to which he had committed
himself required him to do that.

So in his personal life, he lived by the
code of celibacy and of obedience and
of poverty. And it was a voluntary de-
cision, and anyone who knew him knew
that he had talents which would have
allowed him to break those bonds, but
he didn’t see them as bonds, he saw
them as an essential part of his being.

So for those who wonder about his
dedication and personal morality, look
at his life. Look at this man, who at 86
awoke 10 days ago feeling ill, feeling
very sick, and ignored the advice of
others to stay home and went to class
to teach at 86 and collapsed in class,
because he had a sense of duty and an
insistence on living by that personal
code that no one could deny.

On the other hand, he did not believe,
and I do not claim that this is some-
thing he told me, he was a man who
taught in his life by example as well as
articulately. As the Speaker said in her
eulogy, he quoted Saint Francis of As-
sisi, who said, ‘‘Preach the gospel, and
sometimes use words,”” and Bob Drinan
preached the gospel by his life and his
life’s work very effectively.

I believe that his view was that, yes,
he was happy to follow a stringent
moral code personally that few human
beings would be able to do with the
dedication and discipline that he did
for as long as he did, but he also felt
that that was his personal choice. It
was a choice that he would urge on
others. He was a member of that im-
portant religious community, and
through that religious community, yes,
he would convey that message.

But he did not believe, and this is
what is critical, that it was legitimate
to use the coercive mechanism of gov-
ernment to impose his personal choices
on others, and that is the distinction
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that Father Drinan stands for. In those
matters of life where we affect each
other, where human beings come to-
gether and impact each other, than
morality must guide our actions.

I would caution many of my liberal
friends who say, well, we don’t want to
have morality in politics, because they
are reacting against people who would
use the government to impose personal
choices on others. That is not moral-
ity, and the problem there is not that
they are imposing morality in politics,
but that they are intruding politics
into personal lives.

What Father Drinan stood for in his
writings, as a Member of Congress, as
an activist, as an advocate, as a teach-
er, was that in those areas of life where
we come together and affect each
other, we are obligated to follow a
moral code, and that is a moral code
which focused on the dignity of human
beings and the right of every human
being to be treated decently, because
that was the common core of Bob
Drinan.

What issues did he care about? He
cared most about those issues where
there was a danger that some people
would be mistreated. In the fifties and
sixties, he was the leader in the fight
against racism and for racial justice,
one of the great examples of wrong-
doing in American history, of people of
African descent being mistreated. Bob
was a leader in the civil rights move-
ment.

He was a great civil libertarian, op-
posing efforts to oppress people who
spoke in terms that other people did
not like.

He was a great defender of the Jewish
community, against anti-Semitism.

He then became the founder, more
than any other individual, of the doc-
trine of international human rights.
Before the seventies, there were people
on the left who criticized governments
on the right for not respecting human
rights. There were people on the right
who criticized left governments for not
following human rights.

Bob Drinan was one of those who
forged the doctrine that we could de-
mand respect by any government of
any political stripe, that they respect
the rights of individuals, and he was a
leader in his writings and his work
here in the Congress. That was the cen-
tral core, whether it was racism or
anti-Semitism, whether it was govern-
ments denying people basic rights,
whether it was our own government de-
nying the rights of our own citizens in
the name of security.

He was a very good lawyer. In fact, in
the seventies, he was working hard on
rewriting a criminal code which some
of the people on the left thought was
too tough, because he understood that
people had a right to be protected
against those who would violate their
rights and property. But he also be-
lieved deeply from his experience that
there was no need for the government
to disregard basic human rights in pro-
tecting all of us, and there were no
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more articulate defenders of that prin-
ciple.

When he stood up against Richard
Nixon, it was because of his conviction
that the Nixon administration was
defying fundamental human rights, a
conviction which, of course, proved to
be absolutely true.

That is the common thread. And Bob
Drinan believed, and this is very im-
portant I think to note, that it was as
a priest that he wrote, as a priest that
he served here, as a priest that he ad-
vocated for human rights, because he
genuinely believed that in his insist-
ence that we treat each other with the
dignity that human beings are entitled
to, he was following the word of his
God as he understood it, a God that
created in his mind human beings with
this inherent dignity.

So this is a man whose life had many
parts, but they had a common theme.
They had a common theme, whether it
was in his religion or his politics or his
writing or his teaching. It was that we
owe each other the duty of respect and
dignity. And, yes, morality belongs in
politics, and Bob Drinan’s life, both as
a Member of Congress, as a political
activist afterwards, yes, it was dedi-
cated to morality in politics.

He was a man who understood that
there is no greater political immo-
rality than an unjust war; that nothing
more greatly degrades human beings
than wars which violate the doctrine of
the just war. And he came to this Con-
gress as a leading opponent of the Viet-
nam War at a time when it was not the
most popular thing, and up until his
last days he was a leader in agitation
against another unjust war as he saw
it.

So I am very proud to be the inheri-
tor of that tradition. I do not claim to
exemplify all aspects of it. But I do
share with him this commitment, that
people have a right to make personal
choices; that your personal choices
ought to be guided by a moral code;
and that we ought to urge on each
other that we bring out the best. But
that when it comes to using the coer-
cive mechanisms of the government,
the central point is to make sure that
people are treated fairly by each other,
that the role of morality in politics is
to enforce the fundamental right of
each person to be treated with dignity
and respect.

O 2045

Bob Drinan was an exemplar of what
is appropriately morality in politics.
We will miss him terribly, but we have,
enduring, his example to drive us for-
ward.

Now, Madam Speaker, I want to yield
to one of my colleagues, who is the
only member of the Massachusetts del-
egation who was able to serve with Bob
Drinan, one of the few Members who
served with him and who has the dual
distinction of both serving with him
and being his student at Boston Law
School and is a man who very much
carried out the ethic of respect for
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human rights that Bob exemplified.
The gentleman from Massachusetts, I
yield him such time as he may con-
sume.

Mr. MARKEY. I thank the gentleman
very much, and I thank him for his elo-
quent statement. I thank him for the
eulogy which he delivered on behalf of
Father Drinan at St. Ignatius Church
in Massachusetts on this past Satur-
day. You captured the essence of Fa-
ther Drinan in that eulogy, and I thank
you for doing that on behalf of all of
us.

Mr. Speaker, the House of Represent-
atives mourns the passing of Father
Robert Drinan, Society of Jesus, Mem-
ber of Congress. His death is a blow to
those of us who revered his wit and wis-
dom, and a great loss for those who
continue to struggle for human rights
and life’s basic necessities. Yet, to-
night we also celebrate Father
Drinan’s life and know well that the
life he brought to the issues of our
time will continue to shine on in the
efforts of those he touched and those
whom he exhorted to do more.

I had the privilege of having Father
Drinan as my dean at Boston College
Law School. I met him in August of
1968 as the school year at Boston Col-
lege Law School was about to com-
mence. But the truth is that I had set
my goal to attend Boston College Law
School 6 years before when I was a
sophomore in high school because it be-
came my goal to go to Boston College
Law School so that I could have Father
Drinan as my dean; and, to be honest
with you, I didn’t even know if you had
to go to college in order to go to law
school, such was my desire to go and to
be in this school that was training law-
yers to help humanity.

At Boston College Law School in the
late 1960s, Father Drinan used his
power as the dean of that school to ac-
tively recruit minorities, to actively
recruit women to come to Boston Col-
lege Law School. He did so using the
greatest power that a dean of a law
school has, and that is admissions and
full scholarships. He wanted Boston
College Law School to be at the cut-
ting edge of the change which was tak-
ing place in our society, and he wanted
to ensure that those who had been ex-
cluded from our society would be given
access to the law school education that
they would need in order to effect the
laws in our society. And today, all of
those who were exposed to him during
the years that he was dean at Boston
College Law School continue to have a
debt to him, not only those to whom he
brought in, in order to ensure that they
were not excluded, but all of the rest of
us who were then exposed to these in-
justices and the remedies to them that
Father Drinan ensured that that law
school embodied.

Just a few years after graduating
from Boston College Law School, only
4 years later, I had the great honor of
coming here as Father Drinan’s col-
league. I felt that there was no greater
honor in fact in being elected to Con-
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gress than in knowing that I would be
his colleague. It seemed somewhat
asymmetrical that I would have the
same vote that he had here on the
House floor. And when he would con-
sult me on which choice he should
make, should he become the chairman
of the criminal law subcommittee or
the immigration subcommittee, it was
an honor for me to be consulted by Fa-
ther Drinan as a young man now, but
his colleague in Congress, as to what
was the best place. And his criteria of
course was what was the best place
where he could do the most good for
those most in need in our society. And
of course, the way he saw our society
was not just the United States of
America but the whole planet.

So I had that unique opportunity to
see him in both of those settings, both
in law school and here on the House
floor. And I saw him play the role of
the catalyst, of the idealist, of the man
who continued to push others when
they say they can go no further in try-
ing to strive for excellence and to
stand up for an ideal. And that is the
role that Father Drinan played not just
in law school and not just here in Con-
gress, but for the last 26 years since he
left this Chamber.

When we stand in this Chamber of
Congress, when Members of Congress
are coming here to cast their vote, all
of our names are flashed up on a board
over the head of the Speaker to vote
“‘aye’ or ‘‘nay’’ on the key issues of
our time. During the years that Father
Drinan was a Congressman, as the
Members would look up to see how
other Members of Congress voted, when
they looked up at Father Drinan’s
name, they knew he was not casting a
vote looking at the next election, but
rather he was looking at the next gen-
eration on every vote. And that led to
almost every one of his elections being
as close as an election can be, because
he was not factoring in his own elec-
toral life but rather the life of every
person in our society. His vote was true
north, every vote that he cast here in
Congress.

As a Jesuit, he clearly lived up to the
Jesuitical ideal of being a contem-
plative in action. He worked tirelessly
for both tolerance and for social jus-
tice. He took on each task in this insti-
tution, large and small, as he did oth-
ers in life, and offered them Ad
Majorem Dei Gloriam, To the Greater
Glory of God, which was a favorite
phrase of St. Ignatius of Loyola, the
founder of the Jesuit order.

He was unambiguous in his convic-
tions that America could do better,
could aspire to greater things for its
people and the world. The direct and
candid quality of Father Drinan’s per-
sonality added to the moral force that
Father Drinan brought to the quality
of the debate in this Chamber. His per-
sonality animated these discussions in
hearings and debates here on the floor.
His eloquent, passionate, heartfelt
speeches are greatly missed.

Madam Speaker, I think that one of
the real ironies of Father Drinan’s ca-
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reer is that at its very end here in Con-
gress, in his very last term here that
he served in this body, that he was un-
opposed. In other words, just at the
point at which he had convinced those
who lived in his district that in fact
not only was he not outside the main
stream, but his views were those that
should be embraced by everyone who
lived within that district, he was unop-
posed. He had fought Richard Nixon on
Vietnam; he had called for Richard
Nixon’s impeachment because of the il-
legal bombing on Cambodia. He was
someone who, by the time he had
reached 1980, people looked up to with
admiration that he had been unafraid
during those fights during the early
1970s, one that had been able to now
command the admiration of everyone
in this body.

His defense of human rights was tire-
less, from the plight of Soviet Jewry to
the victims of apartheid to the dis-
located and the powerless in Central
America. He risked his own life in
going down to Central America after
the assassination of Archbishop Ro-
mero. He was the first. His voice was
the most powerful. He brought a moral
dimension to the crimes that were
being committed in Central America.
He elevated that to a point where Con-
gress had to deal with it. He mobilized
the Jesuit community, the moral com-
munity not only here but around the
world to focus on what was happening
in Central America. It was Father
Drinan. And he was literally risking
his life when he went down there in
those early years. There was no protec-
tion for him. That was the unwavering
commitment of his life, that he would
use it in order to advance the cause of
those who were most powerless.

And at Trinity College, as Speaker
PELOSI said, on the day before she was
sworn in he delivered a sermon to each
of us who was there on our responsibil-
ities to help the children of Darfur, the
children of Katrina, and every child in
need of help around the planet. And he
told us that it was our job here to
make sure that those children were
taken care of, that God’s work was
truly our own here in this great body.

Now, when Father Drinan was forced
to choose between political life and his
priestly life, it really wasn’t a choice.
On that day, I went up into his office
and sat with him and I asked him how
he felt. And he said, ‘“‘EDDIE, it really
isn’t a difficult choice. I am a priest for
life, not a politician. I will find other
ways to serve God, and I will be able to
accept this, although it is difficult.”
And that is just how he was. And for
the next 26 years, it can be argued that
he had the most productive part of his
life, because during those 26 years he,
then at Georgetown Law School,
trained thousands of young lawyers to
go out across this country and across
this world in order to advocate on be-
half of human rights.

So he showed us how we could pursue
justice, seek continued incremental
progress towards peace, towards a more
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just distribution of society’s assets,
and towards a Nation which celebrated
diversity and fostered tolerance.

In the final analysis, Father Robert
Drinan was a gift to all of us. Here in
the House of Representatives, the
memory of this iconic and comprehen-
sively decent man of our friend and our
colleague will be long remembered and
venerated. He will be sorely missed not
just here in Washington and in Massa-
chusetts, but all around the world.

I thank the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I
thank my colleague. And I would now
recognize another colleague who is car-
rying on very much that work. The
gentleman from Massachusetts who
just spoke alluded to Father Drinan’s
role in Central America, and our next
speaker is a man who along with our
late colleague Joe Moakley played a
very important role in carrying for-
ward that work of bringing people to
justice which had begun with Father
Drinan.

I yield such time as he may consume
to the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. MCGOVERN).

Mr. MCGOVERN. I want to thank my
colleague from Massachusetts, BARNEY
FRANK, for organizing this Special
Order, and I want to thank him for his
beautiful words paying tribute to Fa-
ther Drinan as well as my other col-
league from Massachusetts, ED MAR-
KEY, for his very beautiful words hon-
oring a truly great man.

I feel truly privileged to have known
Father Drinan. As was made clear by
the previous speakers, he was a re-
markable man, remarkable in his in-
credible faith and remarkable in his
strong political beliefs.

I think all of us who knew Bob
Drinan will miss him; however, 1 be-
lieve that even those who didn’t know
Father Drinan personally will feel a
great sense of loss, because we have
lost a man who was truly dedicated to
good. He was a man of unbelievable in-
tellect, of unbelievable conviction and
compassion. He also was a man with a
great sense of humor.

You know, the day after his passing,
I delivered a tribute to him on this
House floor, and I recalled his early
and steadfast opposition to the war in
Vietnam and his most recent opposi-
tion to the war in Iraq.
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He thought both wars were senseless
and moral blunders. Father Drinan was
someone who spoke his mind, regard-
less of the political polls or political
consequences. Indeed, many of his clos-
est allies would caution him to be care-
ful in some of his pronouncements on
some of the more controversial issues
that he took on.

But even when his words were con-
troversial, he had this kind of uncanny
knack of usually being proven right;
and whether it was the war in Vietnam
or whether it was his call for the im-
peachment of Richard Nixon, he turned
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out to be right, on those issues and so
many other issues.

I admired his commitment to peace
and human rights. Whether it was
speaking out on behalf of Jews who
were being persecuted by the former
Soviet Union or, as mentioned, wheth-
er it was his advocacy on behalf of so
many people in Central America who
were victimized by the wars that en-
gulfed that region of the world in the
late 1970s and early 1980s, nobody was
more dedicated to human rights than
Bob Drinan.

When raising his voice in Congress
and trying to change U.S. policy was
not enough, he would travel to the
countries where people were being op-
pressed to speak out. Those of us who
were involved in El Salvador during
the 1980s recall with great admiration
his visit to that country in the midst
of a civil war where he said mass along-
side of Archbishop Oscar Romero. Only
a few months after that visit, Arch-
bishop Romeo was murdered by Salva-
doran death squads.

We also remember in 1989 when six
Jesuit priests were murdered by the
Salvadoran military. I was working for
Congressman Joe Moakley at the time,
who was investigating those killings.
Father Drinan spoke up forcefully, de-
manding justice in that case.

It is also important to note that his
service to people did not end when he
left the House of Representatives. He
continued to advocate for what was
right and just in his teachings, his lec-
tures, his numerous TV appearances
and his writings.

Many of us would get calls from him,
Did you see my piece in the National
Catholic Reporter, he would ask, or we
would get letters citing specific pas-
sages in a book that he wrote or a book
that he read or some article that he
thought was worth mentioning. He
would sometimes suggest we use the
material in a speech or perhaps insert
something in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD. He never stopped making a
difference.

I have also had the privilege over the
years of attending many dinners with
Father Drinan. He always kind of held
court. All the attention focused on Fa-
ther Drinan because he was brilliant,
and he had well-thought-out answers to
every single policy question that ever
existed.

Over the last several days, I have at-
tended his calling hours at Georgetown
University and his funeral mass at St.
Aloysius Church here in Washington. I
was struck by how many people whose
lives he had touched. So many of them
had dedicated their lives and their ca-
reers to public service and education.
He inspired people, and the only thing
that he scorned was indifference.

Mark Gearan, who was a former
staffer of Father Drinan and who actu-
ally met his wife Mary Hurley working
on Father Drinan’s campaign, is now
the President of Hobart and William
Smith Colleges in New York, and he re-
cently wrote an article that appeared
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in the Boston Globe entitled, ‘‘Father
Drinan was our unfailing champion.” I
would just like to read a passage here:

“But for me and countless others, it
was his role as a mentor that distin-
guished Father Drinan. Amid the pres-
sures of tough campaigns and congres-
sional duties, he always reached out to
young staff and encouraged their inter-
est in politics and policy. He took time
to ask your opinion on issues and was
genuinely interested in knowing why
you felt that way. ‘Tell me something
I don’t know,” he would bark out in an
elevator ride or driving to the airport.
A tough assignment to respond to the
author of 12 books with such a keen
and inquisitive mind.”

I recall one time attending a speech
that Father Drinan gave before the
Americas for Democratic Action here
in Washington, D.C. When his speech
was over with, he asked me what did
you think. I said it was a great speech.
He said what specifically did you like
about the speech. I had to think for a
minute.

But the bottom line was Bob Drinan
was not interested in just empty plau-
dits. He wanted to know what moved
people, what worked, how to get things
done, how to move an audience.

This country is better off, not just
because of Father Drinan. This country
is better off because of the countless
people he brought into the political
process, people who love this country,
people who want to make a difference,
people who want to change it for the
better.

Several years ago, I attended a grad-
uation commencement ceremony, and
the late John Kenneth Galbraith was
the speaker, and he said to the audi-
ence of students, I would ask you to go
out and comfort the afflicted, but given
the current political climate that
might be considered eccentric. So in-
stead I will ask you to go out and af-
flict the comfortable.

That is what Father Drinan did, and
that is what we are going to miss, a
truly great man who did some extraor-
dinary things not only for this country
but for people all over the world.

Let me close as I began by saying I
feel it a great privilege I had the oppor-
tunity to get to know this wonderful
man, and I thank my colleague.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I
thank the gentleman. Let me call on
another of Father Drinan’s former stu-
dents who now serves on the com-
mittee where Father Drinan did such
good work, the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. SCOTT).

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I thank you for organizing this Special
Order so that we could pay appropriate
tribute to Father Drinan.

I rise today to honor the memory of
our former colleague, the distinguished
gentleman from Massachusetts, Father
Robert Drinan. Father Drinan was
elected to this body in 1970 on a plat-
form that advocated progressive ideals,
basic human rights for all, and ending
our involvement in Vietnam.
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During his tenure in the House, Fa-
ther Drinan was a powerful voice for
the poor and disadvantaged; and as a
man of faith, he clearly understood mo-
rality in its true sense. Just 2 years
ago on NBC’s ‘“Meet the Press,”” Father
Drinan eloquently stated:

There’s a common core of moral and reli-
gious beliefs, and frankly, we are in total
violation of that. We are supposed to be good
to the poor; we have more poor children in
America than any other industrialized na-
tion. We’re supposed to love prisoners and
help them; we have 2.1 million people in pris-
on, the largest of any country on the Earth.
We also allow 11 children to be Kkilled every
day. All of the religions are opposed to that.
That’s violence. Why don’t we organize on
that?

Father Drinan spent his life advo-
cating to change these realities. As
chairman of the Subcommittee on
Criminal Justice, Father Drinan
strived to reform our still broken
criminal justice system; and as the new
chairman of that subcommittee, I hope
to carry on Father Drinan’s legacy in
that regard.

Father Drinan’s compassion for the
disadvantaged did not end with his ten-
ure in Congress. After leaving Con-
gress, Father Drinan continued to ad-
vocate for basic rights with his service
with the International League of
Human Rights, the Lawyers Com-
mittee for Human Rights, the Inter-
national Labor Rights Fund, and the
NAACP Legal Defense and Education
Fund. He also spent the last 26 years as
a law professor at Georgetown Univer-
sity.

I did not have the personal privilege
of serving alongside Father Drinan in
this Chamber, but I first encountered
Father Drinan’s commitment to equal-
ity during my senior year in college.
At that time, Father Drinan was dean
of the Boston College Law School, and
he went out of his way to open opportu-
nities for minorities at the law school.
This motivated me to apply to Boston
College Law School, and today, I am a
proud graduate of the class of 1973.

Mr. Speaker, this evening we pay
final tribute to one who dedicated his
life to improving the lives of others
and making the American Dream ac-
cessible to all. A Jesuit priest who,
even as a Member of Congress, lived in
a small room in the Jesuit community
at Georgetown, Father Drinan helped
make better the lives of countless mil-
lions of Americans of all religious, ra-
cial and ethnic backgrounds. Our great
Nation will certainly feel the loss of
this courageous and compassionate hu-
manitarian.

I thank you for yielding to me and
thank you for the opportunity to pay
tribute to Father Drinan.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for his
contribution, and now let me call on
another member of the Massachusetts
delegation who did not serve with Fa-
ther Drinan here, but has provided very
important service to the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts in the State
legislature as a leader during the time

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

that Father Drinan was here and an-
other one who carries on in that tradi-
tion, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. OLVER).

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend from Massachusetts for orga-
nizing this tribute, and I am grateful
for the opportunity to add a few
thoughts to the eloquent comments of
my colleagues in celebration of the life
of Father Robert Drinan.

Priest, lawyer, teacher, author, law
school dean, Congressman and inter-
national statesman, Father Robert
Frederick Drinan was an amazing indi-
vidual who touched the lives of thou-
sands.

More than 100,000 of my current con-
stituents in the mnorthern part of
Worcester County, Massachusetts, were
fortunate enough to have been rep-
resented by Father Drinan during his
time in Congress, and they were served
extremely well by his unique brand of
politics and conscience.

Father Drinan was elected to this
House by what was essentially an anti-
Vietnam War platform. He was the
first to call for the impeachment of
President Nixon but not on Watergate
grounds. Father Drinan’s cause was the
President’s illegal bombing of Cam-
bodia.

He was a passionate supporter of
international human rights. Father
Drinan spoke out against injustice
wherever he saw it. He even privately
funded several humanitarian missions
to Chile, El1 Salvador, Vietnam, the
Philippines, and other developing coun-
tries torn apart by violence and oppres-
sion. He repeatedly urged the President
and Congress to do more to restore re-
ligious and social freedom to the peo-
ple of Russia, Bolivia, and Iran.

While he served in the Congress, he
uniquely balanced matters of faith
with matters of state. Although he op-
posed abortion on moral grounds, he
held that particular religious belief as
separate from the issue of the legality
of reproductive rights and thus was a
fervent supporter of those constitu-
tionally protected rights.

In his district, Father Drinan worked
to increase affordable housing in older
cities like Fitchburg and Gardner, both
of which are in my current district. He
was also instrumental in securing fund-
ing to begin the cleanup of the Nashua
River in north Worcester County.
Twenty-five years later, his efforts are
the foundation on which we build
today.

Later in his life, Father Drinan con-
tinued his crusade for international
human rights by teaching that subject
at Georgetown University and by lend-
ing his expertise to numerous inter-
national justice organizations here in
Washington. For his distinguished ca-
reer in public service, the American
Bar Association and later this House of
Representatives awarded him official
honors.

Father Drinan’s life’s work is an en-
during example of public and humani-
tarian service that few will ever equal,
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but we should all aspire to follow his
example. He led with superior convic-
tion, and he lived his life with uni-
versal compassion. He will be remem-
bered for many, many years to come.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I
thank the gentleman, and finally, very
appropriately, a colleague of Father
Drinan’s in the fight against racism on
the central, moral fights then and now
in this country, the delegate from the
District of Columbia, a woman who
prior to coming here was a leader, as
she still is, in the movement against
racism and for civil rights, and in that
capacity, worked very closely then and
later with Father Drinan who paid her
the ultimate political tribute I think of
becoming her constituent. Although I
think he was still voting absentee up in
my district, I will tell the gentle-
woman, but you had his body. I had his
vote. It was a good trade. I recognize
now the gentlewoman from the District
of Columbia (Ms. NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding to me, and
he will understand that Bob Drinan
was also a politician; and by voting for
you in Massachusetts, he at least had a
vote. Whereas living in the District, I
appreciate that you provided him with
a way for him to express his views.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I
think the gentlewoman would agree
that he was confident there would not
have been much daylight between our
voting records. So he could do either
one.

Ms. NORTON. The gentleman knows
well that he would have expected you
to lead this Special Order and he would
have wanted you to lead this Special
Order, and he would have been right.
He would have been right not only be-
cause you had the good fortune to in-
herit his district, but as he would have
known, that the gentleman who inher-
ited his district, the new chairman of
the Financial Services Committee,
would bring it all together for us.

I appreciate the way you have capsul-
ized Bob Drinan’s life, and I appreciate
the words of his several colleagues, be-
cause each has, in his own way, told us
something we did not know about this
remarkable man.

Now, I have listened in patience to
my Massachusetts colleagues who,
with some reason, can claim Father
Robert Drinan, son of Massachusetts
after all, a man who represented the
State, a man who after all was born
and spent much of his life in the State;
but you will forgive me if I come for-
ward to speak for the residents of the
District of Columbia and especially for
my colleagues at Georgetown Univer-
sity where he lived and worked as a
priest and scholar who also this
evening and forever will lay claim on
Father Bob Drinan.

For me this is a very sad occasion be-
cause I was and remain a tenured pro-
fessor of law at Georgetown University
and go every other week to teach a
course there. How else could I retain
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my tenure which is harder to get than
to be selected, and he and I joked about
that.

O 2115

But the fact is that there has been an
outpouring on the Web site of students,
of faculty, because Bob died so sud-
denly. We got a faculty notice just last
week saying Professor Drinan is ill, he
is in the hospital, we fully expect his
recovery, and telling us that we should
leave notes for Bob in a faculty box,
and they will see that they got there.
This is a man who died on his feet, re-
markably vital to the very end. He died
the way we all want to die, just like
that. No long illness, going to his last

class, he died as he lived.
I must say, to the gentleman from

Massachusetts, I can only imagine
what the experience must have been
when Bob Drinan was on this floor, be-
cause I did not know him as a Member
of the House. He was gone for a long
time by the time I got there.

He was 86 when he died, that is living
a long life. I was tickled to read a
quote of his in the Legal Times when
he was asked about whether he thought
about retiring from the faculty? And
Bob Drinan said, ‘“‘Jesuits don’t nec-
essarily retire,” they just did what you
do, and he did keep doing what he did,
and he did it through a fare thee well.
Dean Aleinikoff said, well, when writ-
ing for the faculty and students, he
said, ‘‘his life was fully devoted to the
service of others—in the church, in the

classroom, and in Congress.”

Of course, Bob does not need more
recognition. I am not sure there was a
more recognized man. He loved being
recognized. Not out of hubris, but out
of the delight and joy that was just a
part of his life. He was joyful every
time you saw him. He was a man of
ideas who always wanted to stop you to
pluck one of those ideas out of his
brain and see where it would go in
yours.

Among the honors that are most de-
lighted him was the faculty, the vote of
the faculty at the law school to estab-
lish the Robert F. Drinan Chair in
Human Rights. I suppose the only
thing that might have delighted Father
Drinan as much as what we did in just
last year, an award, that is, seldom
given to past Members of Congress.
After all, all of them merit our love for
their service, and he was one of three
you heard Speaker PELOSI speak about

how rare is that honor.
In 2004, the ABA awarded him its

highest award, calling him a man of
the stuff of which legends are made and
legendary, and he was, even in his life-
time. He is really, and we have to face
it, the first and the only priest to serve
in the Congress. He will be the last

probably.
I note that there was a nonvoting

delegate who served before him, but
you see it doesn’t count in the Con-
gress. That is why D.C. is trying to get
the vote. So Rob Drinan is the only
priest who served. When he first ran, he
was asked by one of the Boston papers,
well, why are you a priest running for
Congress, and he answered, “Why? Why
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not? Jesuit priests always have been
avant-garde. Right?”’ Right, Bob, but
have no doubt about it. Bob was a
priest first.

When he wore the collar on the floor,
he was not trying to impress anybody.
He was, I think, being entirely candid
when he said it is the only suit I own.
Of course, it startled those who have
never seen a priest on this floor, much
less as a Member.

When he was running for Congress in
Boston, there were some who irrever-
ently said ‘“‘Our father, who art in Con-
gress,”” as an unofficial campaign slo-
gan. Yet, when he bowed to the dis-
cipline of his church and was asked
whether he had pain and regret, he an-
swered it is just unthinkable that he
would renounce the priesthood to hold
office. Here I am quoting him, “I am
proud and honored to be a priest and a
Jesuit. As a person of faith, I must be-
lieve that there is work for me to do
which somehow will be more important
than the work I am required to leave.”
I hope Members of Congress will hear
those words, this man who had a life
after Congress understood, that honor
though it be to be elected to the House
and the Senate, that may well not be
the greatest honor you will ever re-
ceive.

For Bob Drinan, it was not what, of
course, you, Mr. Chairman, have spo-
ken of, what his colleagues from Mas-
sachusetts have spoken of, is the ex-
tent to which his deep religious beliefs
did not stop at the altar, did not stop
at the church door.

I think that Father Drinan would
have been very much at home with the
bishops, the bishops who are first to
stand up against war, the bishops who
are the first to speak out for the min-
imum wage, the bishops who are the
first to decry the inattention to the
poor. Bob Drinan was, indeed, a priest.

He, when he went to teach at George-
town, this was no favor to the law
school. T had to go on a tenure track
like everybody else, 7 years of writing.
Bob Drinan did not, he had been a dean
of a great law school, he had gotten his
tenure, and he was welcomed with open
arms at the law school. He was no first-
time scholar. What was his discipline?
In law school you have to teach what
the law school needs, but if you have a
specialty, it becomes yours. Can any-
body doubt why Father Drinan focused
on legal ethics and international
human rights?

Mr. Chairman, you have said he vir-
tually created the field. It is a field
now that our students, Georgetown and
throughout the country, study. It is
one of the great and growing legal dis-
ciplines of our time. One of his last
statements was made in a book called,
“Can God and Caesar Coexist,” bal-
ancing religious freedom and inter-
national law? For Bob Drinan, father
and priest, God and Caesar existed to-
gether, but the magic and marvel of
the man, that when he spoke and acted
for Caesar, for the State, he understood
that he was subject to the discipline of
the State, and that meant the first
amendment of the United States Con-
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stitution, which protects, after all, the
State and the church from each other.

They are dangerous for each other.
They can impose their will on each
other. It is the great first amendment
that keeps that from happening, stand-
ing side by side, freedom of religion,
but that is impossible in our country
only when there is no action connoting
the establishment of religion.

The President, Mr. Chairman, and
you have already, I think, entered for
the RECORD, the statements of those
who spoke at the funeral, you and I,
and many other Members who at-
tended, President of Georgetown, John
DiGioia, said in his statement some-
thing that reminds us the deep char-
acter of man for whom choices that
many of us would find difficult were
easy because he had assimilated who he
was decades before, and our President
DiGioia said, At the peak of his en-
gagement Bob Drinan was told he could
no longer serve as an elected Member.
And we can all imagine how difficult
that choice might have been for us. But
for Bob, there was never any real
choice. The true character of the man,
the depth of his identity as a priest was
revealed by his act of obedience.

Mr. Chairman, my appreciation is
particularly great to you. I have wait-
ed my turn. I have waited my turn, not
because of seniority, but because those
of you who came from the Massachu-
setts delegation were, of course, those
who spoke first and foremost for and
about Father Drinan. But if I may say
so it is with the greatest sorrow and
the greatest respect that the residents
of the District of Columbia, the faculty
and students of Georgetown University
join you in honoring a remarkable
Member of Congress, a remarkable
priest, a remarkable son of Massachu-
setts and, yes, a resident of the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I
thank the gentlewoman.

As I summarize, let me say I think
there is a common theme here. We
have discussion again about the global
morality of politics, and the role of
morality in our lives. Father Robert
Drinan exemplified that. In his per-
sonal life for over 60 years a priest, he
gave the exemplary disciplined life
that he chose as a priest and adhered
to a code of personal morality that
very few human beings achieve with a
dedication and a belief.

At the same time, he recognized that
the personal moral choices he made as
a priest, and that he urged others to
make, were those personal choices and
voluntary choices, and he understood
the difference in the scope of govern-
ance. He understood that there is a pri-
vate morality and a public morality.
Not that they are in conflict, but that
they cover different spheres, and where
human beings interact with each other,
it is required that government set the
rules.
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He was a man who did as much to
make sure that those interactions were
governed by a set of moral principles
founded on what was for him a funda-
mental religious belief and the dignity
of man, and in his side-by-side example
of a strict code of personal morality,
which he followed as a matter of
choice, and his insistence that govern-
ment, when it became coercive, fol-
lowed the morality of recognizing the
dignity of all human beings, he helped
us, if, when we listen and read the les-
son of his life, to understand what for
some people is a difficult decision.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, it is with great
sadness that | rise today to honor a remark-
able man, whose recent passing leaves a tre-
mendous void in the world. | am referring of
course to Father Robert Frederick Drinan, the
first Catholic priest to serve as a voting Mem-
ber of Congress and a pioneer advocate for
human rights.

According to news reports Father Drinan
passed away from complications from pneu-
monia and congestive heart failure, but during
his life Father Drinan spoke out clearly and
loudly on behalf of those without a voice. His
passion to protect the fundamental rights of
the human condition both great and small was
second to none.

Mr. Speaker, Father Drinan’s was a power-
ful force on behalf of human rights and he
helped pave the way for the establishment of
the Congressional Human Rights Caucus. Al-
though | came to Congress after he was
forced to resign his seat, | fondly remember
working with him in the defense of Soviet
Jews in the early 1980s and | recall that he
was routinely denied entry into the Soviet
Union because of these convictions.

| think it is poignant to know that Father
Drinan never got caught up in the trappings of
power or the personal ambitions of high public
office. The best evidence of this fact is that
Father Drinan never considered resigning from
the priesthood when Pope John Paul Il asked
him to retire from Congress or resign.

Robert Drinan was born in 1921 in Boston
and entered the Society of Jesus after grad-
uating from Boston College in 1942. He com-
pleted his seminary work at Weston College,
where noted activist Daniel Berrigan was a
classmate. After earning a master's degree
from Boston College in 1947, Father Drinan
headed south to Washington, DC, where he
received two law degrees from Georgetown
University. Father Drinan was ordained in
1953 and completed his doctorate in theology
from Rome’s Gregorian University. In 1955 he
returned to his native Boston to take a position
as associate dean and professor at Boston
College Law School. He became dean of the
law school until 1969, when he left to run for
Congress. After besting a 14-term Member in
the Democratic primary, Father Drinan sailed
to victory to become the first Catholic priest to
be elected as a voting Member of Congress.
During his 10 years as a Member of the
House of Representatives, Father Drinan was
an active member of the House Judiciary
Committee and brought the first resolution of
impeachment against President Nixon. For
years after he left office until his death he con-
tinued to write and teach as a professor at the
Georgetown University Law School.

Mr. Speaker, during his time in Congress
Father Drinan’s dual role as priest and Rep-
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resentative personified the beauty of our con-
stitutional underpinning of the separation of
church and state. Using his priestly authority,
he easily fit the mold of moral architect on ef-
forts to end the war in Vietnam and to high-
light abuses of human rights around the globe.
However, he also disregarded church doctrine
to faithfully represent the views of his “pro-
choice” constituency on issues like abortion
that rankled and angered many conservative
Catholics.

Truly, Father Drinan was a beacon to follow
for those of us who know the difficulties and
challenges of having to fight for sometimes
unpopular positions. He fought those fights all
of his remarkable life that we will long remem-
ber.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to cele-
brate the life of our former colleague and man
of faith, Father Robert Drinan. | never had the
honor to serve with Father Drinan in Con-
gress, but the effects of his advocacy and
leadership remain. In the years after he left
Congress and contining through my election
and service, | was encouraged and honored to
have the friendship and counsel of Father
Bob.

His life is unique in American history. He
was the only Roman Catholic priest to be
elected to Congress. He represented the best
that we, as Members of Congress, can aspire
to. Not bound to special interests or enticed by
political gains, he truly cared about the people
who had elected him and those around the
globe who were persecuted or malnourished,
who could be called “the least of these.”

He was a passionate advocate for the poor
and he called ending world hunger his “num-
ber one passion.” His opposition to the Viet-
nam war was the centerpiece of his 1970
campaign. Asked by a reporter for the Boston
Globe why he decided to run for Congress,
Father Drinan replied, “Why? Why not. Jesuit
priests have always been avant-garde. Right?”

Born in Boston on November 15, 1920, Fa-
ther Drinan never strayed far from the city and
people he loved. After earning his bachelor's
degree at Boston College in 1942, he enrolled
in the Society of Jesus. He completed his
seminary work at Weston College, earned a
master's degree from Boston College, and a
law degree from Georgetown University. In
1953, Father Drinan was ordained and shortly
thereafter completed his doctorate in theology
from Gregorian University in Rome. As dean
of the Boston College Law School, he trans-
formed the institution into one of the premiere
law schools in the country.

In 1980, when he left Congress, he returned
as a teacher to Georgetown University Law
School. It was there that he not only taught
but wrote important works of scholarship and
continued to serve as a moral compass to his
students, government officials and all Ameri-
cans. He was deeply interested in human
rights, constitutional rights, civil liberties and
ethics. Until the very end of his life he contin-
ued to celebrate Sunday evening mass with
the law students he taught and loved.

It has been recalled recently that when
asked about his decision to wear a clerical
collar and a black suit, his standard reply was,
“It's the only suit | own.” He was a sharp wit,
but also a deeply moral man. Many current
and former members have called Father
Drinan “the conscience of the House.” Sen-
ator EDWARD KENNEDY said of Father Drinan
that, “of all the hats he wore, none fit better
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than teacher, for he was a teacher to all of
us.” Father Drinan will be sadly missed by this
institution and our Nation. | am glad that last
year the House honored Father Drinan with
the Distinguished Service Award for his dec-
ade of service in the House.

| knew Father Drinan best from his work as
chairman on PeacePAC, a division of Council
for a Livable World, and as director of the
Center for Arms Control & Non-Proliferation.
He was a man who believed deeply in world
peace and he struggled mightily to achieve it.
He and the Council for a Livable World en-
couraged me when | first considered running
for this office, and | will always remember their
support and true belief that peace should be
a goal of all Members of Congress.

In November of 2006, the Council for a Liv-
able World established the Father Robert F.
Drinan National Peace and Human Rights
Award to be given annually by the council to
the individual who best exemplifies Father
Drinan’s commitment to peace. As Father
Drinan said at the unveiling of the award,
“people will be reminded that: you cannot just
make war.” He was right to oppose the Viet-
nam war and right to oppose the Iraq war. We
can all learn from his life’'s commitment to
peace.

Georgetown University President John J.
DeGioia recently eulogized that, “Bob Drinan
never faltered, was never discouraged. It re-
mains for all of us to carry on the work for
which he prepared us, to build an earth in
which justice will prevail.”

Mr. Speaker, let us carry the spirit of Father
Drinan in our hearts as we in Congress con-
tinue to work to complete the work he called
us to do.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
pay tribute to the life of Father Robert F.
Drinan, his enduring faith, and lifelong commit-
ment to human rights. Father Drinan passed
on January 28, 2007, at his residence in the
Georgetown University Jesuit community in
Washington, DC. He was 86 years old and
had recently been ill with pneumonia and con-
gestive heart failure.

Father Drinan was an unwavering defender
of the civil and human rights of all Americans.
His commitment to these principles was an-
chored by his religious conviction and a funda-
mental belief in the rights of all people to be
respected and protected by their governments
and elected leaders. It was this conviction that
led Father Drinan to politics in 1970 when he
sought a seat in the U.S. House of Represent-
atives. During his tenure in Congress, Father
Drinan was an outspoken opponent of the
Vietnam War and was the first person to call
for the impeachment of President Nixon. Fa-
ther Drinan was re-elected four times, serving
from 1971 until 1981. He stepped down in ac-
cordance with a directive from Pope John Paul
11, barring priests from holding public office.

Father Drinan was the first Roman Catholic
priest to serve as a voting member of the U.S.
Congress. | had the honor of serving with him
on the Judiciary Committee during the Water-
gate proceedings. He was a man of deep con-
victions, a passionate leader and a good
friend. Long after he left Congress, Father
Drinan continued to be a vocal supporter of
human rights. Through his words and his ac-
tions he demanded morality in our political
leadership. Ever committed to his work, Father
Drinan spent the past 21 years as a professor
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at the Georgetown Law Center where he fo-
cused on legal ethics and international human
rights.

We all mourn the loss of Father Robert F.
Drinan, a man who committed his life to stand-
ing up for what he believed. He will be greatly
missed.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I ap-
preciate the indulgence of the House; 1
appreciate the Members who spoke and
submitted information and material
for this RECORD.

Mr. Speaker, I submit for printing in
the RECORD the eulogies for Father
Robert Drinan referred to previously.

St. Aloysius Church, Washington DC,
February 1, 2007.
HOMILY FOR THE FUNERAL OF ROBERT DRINAN,
S.J.
(By John Langan, S.J.)

John XXIII, in his great encyclical, Pacem
in terris (1963), which was written exactly
halfway through the course of Robert
Drinan’s life, has a passage which puts before
us an important goal, the vision of a society
of citizens exercising and claiming rights: It
is agreed that in our time the common good
is chiefly guaranteed when personal rights
and duties are maintained. . . If any govern-
ment does not acknowledge the rights of
man or violates them, it not only fails in its
duty, but its order completely lack juridical
force.” Pacem in terris (60-61)

A society built on the practice of rights is
not so sweetly transcendent as the holy
mountain of feasting and joy which Isaiah
summons up for us; it is not so intimately
and delicately responsive as the virtue of
charity or agape which St. Paul commends
to us. But it is essential to the realization of
the common good in a world which is marked
by enormous human diversity and intermit-
tently intense social conflict. It is a reality
which protects those of us who are neither
beasts nor angels from our own worst im-
pulses and from the harms which others
would do to us. It is the not the realm of the
best but of the imperfect good and the nec-
essary. It has been the favored realm of
Anglo-American jurisprudence and a refuge
for those who suffered from brutal and de-
structive social experiments carried on in
the name of ideology and religion. It is a
realm which Robert Drinan, as a distin-
guished American lawyer and professor of
law, and John Courtney Murray, the great
American theologian, valued and com-
mended to other Catholics, especially for its
affirmation of religious liberty. It is a realm
of ideas which has enabled Catholicism to
flourish in this country and which has
taught Catholicism important lessons about
the theory and practice of human rights, a
cause to which Bob Drinan devoted enor-
mous amounts of his apparently inexhaust-
ible energy and many years of that life
whose end we now mourn. It is a realm which
always needs to be defended, but especially
in times of fear and uncertainty when false
prophets would persuade us that the mag-
nitude of some threat justifies the overriding
of those rights which constitute the core of
our liberty. It is a realm which we as Ameri-
cans have been anxious to extend, perhaps
even beyond the limits of our capabilities. In
taking up the causes of South African vic-
tims of apartheid, of Soviet Jews, of the
disenfranchised in Central America and the
disappeared in the Southern Cone, and of the
Muslims of Darfur, and in arguing for effec-
tive judicial protection for universal human
rights, our friend Robert was preaching the
same values and ways of thinking as he did
in opposing segregation and capital punish-
ment and protecting civil liberties in this
country.
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For the most part, his advocacy of human
rights harmonized with the social and moral
teaching of the Catholic church. But it must
be acknowledged that on the immensely
painful subject of abortion there was sharp
conflict, a conflict which I wish neither to
minimize nor to revisit but only to put into
a larger context of common concern for the
well-being of women and children in a soci-
ety wracked by moral disagreement. This
point also reminds us that the notion of
human rights is not transparent in its con-
tent but is often used to express profound
conflicts in a common legal language. It is
not what Bob would call a MIGA, it does not
“make it go away.” In the matter of abor-
tion, it is important to remember that a de-
cisive point of disagreement for many Catho-
lic politicians is about the appropriate limits
of state action and about the attainability of
a stable democratic consensus on a matter
on which the major religious and philo-
sophical traditions reach conflicting conclu-
sions, not about the moral issue in itself or
about Catholic teaching. The shape of legis-
lation can be a matter for prudential dis-
agreement, not an issue of faithfulness.

Three years after Bob began his career in
Congress, Roe v. Wade turned abortion from
a contested legal issue to a divisive political
issue. This he had to live through, for in ad-
dition to being an advocate for human
rights, he was also a practicing politician.
This, in combination with his priesthood,
was the feature of his life which most at-
tracted the attention of the media and the
general public. It was also what made him
particularly significant to his colleagues; for
here was a moral and religious leader who
was ready to walk the walk and talk the talk
of politics with them. In fact, it became
clear to everyone that he enjoyed doing so
and that he was very good at it. In listening
to comments from various of Bob’s col-
leagues over the years, I heard a gratitude
and a pride which arose from the fact that he
as a priest was ready to work alongside them
in the demanding though often derided task
of legislation in a modern democracy. This is
an indispensable and noble contribution to
our common life, a vocation in itself. Bob
had the vision and the grace to combine two
difficult vocations in a way which strength-
ened the commitment and the morale of his
colleagues. His ability to do this was a con-
sequence of the fact that he lived what he
was doing as the work of justice, not merely
the ambitious pursuit of a career.

The contribution which he made as a priest
in politics was a suitable prelude to the work
of his later years in promoting the study of
legal ethics and in founding the Journal of
Legal Ethics here at the Georgetown Univer-
sity Law Center. Events of the last twenty
years have presented a series of disillu-
sioning crises which have created widespread
public demands for reform of the profession
and a continuing need for careful scholarship
and prudent judgment. This was a work in
which Bob could find a happy convergence of
his professional and priestly roles. It also
provided an academic and professional coun-
terpart to the concern he always had for the
growth and the well being of those aides
whom he called his ‘“minions’ and whom he
enjoyed for the generous energy which they
brought to political life. This energy was, of
course, their imitation of and response to his
own enormous energy and sharpness of focus.
If Robert Drinan, was like Christ and all
Christians, a grain of wheat destined to fall
into the earth and die, as today’s Gospel re-
minds us, he has born much fruit in those
supporters and aides and in the generations
of students who cherished him as one of the
most remarkable teachers they ever had and
who have been filling up the web page at the
Law Center with testimony to his impact
and his dedication.
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But the underlying unity of the incredible
amount of work he did as teacher, writer,
speaker, political leader was his commit-
ment to his identity as a member of the So-
ciety of Jesus and as a Catholic priest. When
he was confronted with a very stark and pub-
lic choice, he made it clear what his own pri-
orities were. This may have puzzled and
pained many of his friends and colleagues,
but it made it clear that his commitment to
the work of justice in the law and in politics
was truly an expression of his response to
the love of God, a response which affirmed
that love and justice are indeed bound to-
gether, but that neither requires a particular
office or role, that at the center of his being
he would be God’s faithful servant first, last,
and always and that this meant he would
continue to be a very American, very prag-
matic idealist, an advocate of the society of
right in which the work of justice still need-
ed the dedication and guidance of one who
would remain priest and prophet.

I do not know what purgatory will be like
for Bob. He would dismiss any form of phys-
ical suffering or infirmity as a trivial re-
straint on the desire of his heart for the good
and an empty distraction from the impor-
tant work to be done, as he did in the year
before his death. I surmise that the central
part of his purgatory will be accepting that
he has indeed arrived in a jurisdiction where
justice can be attained without lawyers and
where the administration is reliably good
and beyond impeachment. But I cannot
imagine that this will be a long or traumatic
episode.

Through his eighty-six years he learned
much and gave much to his students, is col-
leagues, his country, and to his community
of vocation and choice, the Society of Jesus.
As a result, so many of us mourn him and
look to him as an iconic and exemplary fig-
ure, a man in whom the religious and polit-
ical issues of our age came together fruit-
fully, if not always happily. We salute a life
well lived for the good of others. We recog-
nize a Catholic son of New England, who
learned Protestant virtues and institutions
and who came to share Jewish joys and sor-
rows, and who in consequence became more
comprehensively Catholic and more univer-
sally human. We give thanks for a man of
talent who seized opportunities to serve and
a man of peace who was not afraid of con-
flict. We give praise for a friend who gave
generously of his time and his knowledge to
so many of us even while he remained splen-
didly and eccentrically himself.

But in this task of capturing Bob’s special
union of the vitally personal and the univer-
sally good, the deeply Christian and the
proudly American, I will give the last and
best word to our fellow Jesuit, Gerard
Manley Hopkins, who wrote in 1881 this son-
net:

““As kingfishers catch fire, dragonflies draw
flame;

As tumbled over rim in roundy wells

Stones ring; like each tucked string sells,
each hung bell’s

Bow swung finds tongue to fling out broad
its name;

Each mortal thing does one thing and the
same:

Deals out that being indoors each one dwells;

Selves—goes itself; myself it speaks and
spells,

Crying What I do is me: for that I came.

I say more: the just man justices;

Keeps grace: that keeps all his goings graces;

Acts in God’s eye what in God’s eye he is—

Christ—for Christ plays in ten thousand
places,

Lovely in limbs, and lovely in eyes not his

To the Father through the features of men’s
faces.”
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So we salute a man who has challenged our
judgments of what is truly important, who
has given a superlative example of generous
service, and who never rested from his desire
to do the work of justice. As he said to me in
what turned out to be our final conversation,
“I do not rest in the daytime.” He goes on
one final trip back to the district, where he
will finally rest with his brother Jesuits in
New England. We pray—may God be with
you, Bob, and may God be with us as we take
up our share in the great work. For, as Con-
gressman Hoyer reminded us the other day
of the motto above the Speaker’s Rostrum in
the House, where Bob spent his happiest and
richest years, ‘“‘In God We Trust.”

EULOGY FOR FR. ROBERT DRINAN
(By Ladislas Orsy, SJ)

At this sacred place,

As the ancient and solemn prayers are un-
folding,

And our spirits are finding peace and rest,

We remember the faithful servant of God,
Robert Drinan, our friend.

He was a priest who offered prayers on our
behalf in troubled days;

He was a teacher who had no fear to tell the
truth in confused times;

He was a voice for those who had no voice;

He reached out for those who were in dis-
tress.

In our spirit he is still alive, his words still
echo in our mind.

Now, a silence envelops him,
A silence surrounds us.

How shall we keep his memory alive?

Powerful persons build monuments for them-
selves so that they are remembered:
the pharaohs built pyramids in their
quest for immortality.

But, a good person will be remembered for
what he was: he needs no monuments;
he lives in the minds and hearts of
those who knew him.

My task is to speak well of him (this is what
eulogy means).

This task is hard and easy.

It is hard because he had a rich and complex
personality.

And throughout his life he struggled to re-
ceive an abundance of grace.

And God struggled to get hold of him.

It is easy because what I am going to say you
already know, all I do is to articulate
what you have perceived.

Let me then say it simply and plainly—with
no ornament:

Fr Robert Drinan was a good man.
He had an immense capacity to give: that
tells it all.

Whenever his restless eyes caught sight of
someone,

He or she could be a local or a visitor, a stu-
dent or a teacher, a poor soul or a rich
benefactor,

If conversation ensued

Fr. Drinan invariably unfailingly was ready
to help him, to help her; and then he
the helper said gently ‘“Thank You!”

He fulfilled the greatest commandments in
the law:

‘““You shall love the Lord, your God”’

And ‘‘you shall love your neighbor as your-
self.”

These two commandments—Jesus said—Are
the perfection of the law (cf. Mt. 22:34—
40).

He was therefore a good lawyer: he fulfilled
the greatest commandments of the law.

How did he come to that? He gave from his
own riches.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

I presume, (I do not know, but no other as-
sumption makes sense),

That once upon a time,

The young Robert Drinan discovered the gift
of this beautiful creation,

And had a glimpse of its almighty Creator,

Thus he became rich

And he conceived a gratitude

For all that he received,

And responded by enriching others.

And then the decisions that shaped his life
simply followed:

He became a priest, a teacher, an advocate of
human rights, a helper of those in dis-
tress.

The goodness that he received and possessed
shaped his personality,

And throughout his life he kept giving,

Assiduously and impatiently,

Perfectly and imperfectly,

But always magnanimously

To all and sundry.

In one way or another, we all experienced it.
I am indeed articulating what you know.

Indeed, he was a good lawyer.
And he fulfilled the perfection of the law.

In response to the gift that he has received
he wanted to mend a broken world.

Now we understand his bursts of energies, his
broken sentences, his impatient ges-
tures, and—the quiet retreats year by
year.

Fr. Robert Drinan needs no monument to be
remembered:
His spirit is alive in many minds and hearts,

May his spirit be the driving force of our
lives.

FATHER DRINAN FUNERAL MASS FEBRUARY 1,
2007, ST. ALOYSIUS CHURCH, WASHINGTON, DC
(By John J. DeGioia)

‘“‘Here is my servant, whom I uphold, my
chosen one in whom I delight; I will put my
Spirit on him and he will bring justice to the
nations.”

These words of the Prophet Isaiah describe
a man we all know as a true servant of the
Lord, because he was a true servant of jus-
tice.

Our University community, our country,
our global community—we were all pro-
foundly fortunate to have known him, to
have benefited from his wisdom, his keen in-
tellect, his principled leadership, his great
heart.

A devoted patriot, he demanded that the
government serve all of the people and not
only the wealthy and the influential.

A cherished pastor, he shared the joys of
countless weddings and baptisms and pro-
vided guidance and unwavering support to so
many as they wrestled with difficult ques-
tions and great personal challenge.

A gifted teacher, he expected that students
master the letter of the law, while culti-
vating in them a respect for the spirit of jus-
tice and preparing them to accept the ethical
responsibilities of their profession.

A man of deep and abiding faith, embraced
the command to love his neighbor—and for
Bob, that meant solidarity with those in
need throughout the global community.

Bob understood that human dignity is not
contingent on the whims of the state. It is an
absolute, objective good that government,
that power, that the rule of law must protect
and promote. Human dignity is not con-
strained by manmade boundaries and bor-
ders, and neither is our obligation to foster
and support it. Bob traveled the globe on
human rights missions, telling the stories of
those whose voices those in power could not
or would not hear, and championing those
who could not fight.

The way Bob brought his faith into public
life can be an inspiration to us all. Public
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service was a means of living out his deep

faith, his vocation as a priest. And so, he was

a public servant of extraordinary compassion

and conviction, conscience and character

who knew that the power and platform of
public office were subordinate to justice.

It was the depth of commitment to his vo-
cation that was the most striking dimension
of Bob’s character.

I first met Bob more than 25 years ago
when I was serving as assistant to Father
Tim Healy, then President of Georgetown.
For those of you who knew Tim, you will re-
member that he was not easily awed.

When he spoke of Bob Drinan, there was a
sense of awe in his voice.

No doubt, Tim was as impressed by Bob’s
achievements as all of us were. But there
was something else that moved Tim when he
reflected on the example of Bob Drinan.
They shared the most profound dimension of
their identities—they were both Jesuit
priests.

When asked about his ability to serve
Georgetown, Tim would often say, ‘I serve
at the will of our Board of Directors, but I
am available to serve because my superiors
in the Society of Jesus permit me. If my su-
periors believe that I can best serve in some
other way, then I will do as I am told.”

At the peak of his engagement in the Con-
gress, Bob Drinan was told he could no
longer serve as an elected member. We all
can imagine how difficult the choice might
have been for us. But for Bob, there was
never any real choice. The true character of
the man, the depth of his identity as a
priest, was revealed by his act of obedience.

The passage from Isaiah concludes, ‘‘He
will not falter or be discouraged until he es-
tablishes justice on earth.”

Whether as a dean of law school at Boston
College of 14 years, or as a member of Con-
gress for 10 years, a member of our Law cen-
ter faculty for 26 years, a Jesuit of 65 years,
the call was that of justice. Bob Drinan
never faltered, was never discouraged.

It remains for all of us to carry on the
work for which he prepared us, to build an
earth in which justice will prevail.

REMARKS OF SENATOR EDWARD M. KENNEDY
AT THE MASS OF THE RESURRECTION FOR
REVEREND ROBERT F. DRINAN, SJ
Father Brown, Father Langdon, Madam

Speaker, Helen, Betsey, Suzy, Anne and all
family and friends of Father Drinan, and
members of his Georgetown Community. It’s
an honor to join in celebrating Bob’s ex-
traordinary life and enduring legacy. More
than any person I've ever known Bob took to
heart the belief that here on earth, God’s
work must be our own.

We know how hard he worked every day to
make our community, our country and our
world a better place. Now he is with God, and
we know the Lord has told him, ‘“Well done,
thou good and faithful servant.”” Well done
indeed Bob.

To look back over the sweep of his incred-
ible life is to see vivid proof of what even
lone individuals—armed with moral clarity
and courage—can do when they set their
minds on making a difference. He dem-
onstrated constantly that each of us has the
capacity to work for change and have an im-
pact, and he did it by example—through his
service, his faith and ministry, and his
writings and his passion for education.

Of all the hats he wore, none fit him better
than that of teacher, and we’ll never forget
all he taught us.

His election to Congress was a dramatic
turning point in the effort to end the tragic,
misguided, and wasteful war in Vietnam. We
miss him more than ever in the halls of Con-
gress today, when that cruel history is re-
peating itself.
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He stood up to the abuses of a President—
at first as a lonely voice, but in the fullness
of time, the nation agreed and the President
stepped down.

He took on immensely challenging and
often unrewarding tasks such as rewriting
the federal criminal code to make the ad-
ministration of justice both effective and
fair. The challenge was tough; it was com-
plex; it was thankless; it took a decade—but
it was no match for the brilliant legal mind
and the will of iron of this Jesuit.

He summoned all of us to ease the plight of
the oppressed—whether African Americans
in our own country; Jews in the Soviet
Union, or the countless heartbreaking num-
ber of impoverished, dispossessed and ne-
glected throughout the world. He held up a
mirror to our conscience, both in and out of
Congress. He touched us all, and made us see
in our own lives the truth of those great
words:

For I was hungry, and you gave me food,
I was thirsty, and you gave me drink,

a stranger and you welcomed me,

naked and you clothed me,

ill and you cared for me,

in prison and you visited me. . .
whatever you did for one of these least
brothers of mine, you did for me.

When I think of Bob Drinan, I'm reminded
of the famous lines from Oliver Wendell
Holmes: ‘“‘As life is action and passion, it is
required of a man that he should share the
passion and action of his time at peril of
being judged not to have lived.”’

He served with us in Congress for only ten
years, but for that brief time, he was like a
meteor across our sky. I think back to that
first campaign, and to the team of extraor-
dinary young people he inspired—like a
young John Kerry—whom he affectionately
referred to as his ‘“‘minions.”

They were brimming with ideas and deter-
mination to change our nation for the bet-
ter, and—decades later—many remain pas-
sionately engaged in the public square
unbent and unbowed in their commitment to
serving others.

That’s how great his influence was, and
I'm grateful too to Bob, because from this
group of young idealists, I think I've gotten
a Senate colleague; at least two chiefs of
staff; a pollster; a team of advisors; and one
determined core of volunteers. So thank you
Father!

That his droll wit, immense intellect, and
his unwavering commitment to justice and
peace are gone from us now, makes me sad.

But we know that ‘‘Blessed are the peace-
makers for they shall be called the children
of God”—and we know too that our great
teacher, friend, and leader is smiling down
on us today. God Bless you, Father Drinan.

Your inspiration still guides us.

TRIBUTE TO FATHER DRINAN
(By Max M. Kampelman)

Father Drinan and I first met in early 1980,
the last year of the Carter administration.
President Carter had unexpectedly asked me
to spend three months in Madrid heading the
American delegation to the Conference on
Security and Cooperation in Europe, known
as the Helsinki process and consisting of
thirty-five countries.

The Congress had established a joint House
and Senate Commission to make certain
that the United States would not permit the
human rights dimension of the agreement to
be buried by the Soviet Union and those
states more interested in economics and se-
curity. Father Drinan was an active member
of the Congressional Commission.

In my role as Chairman, I invited the Com-
mission to be an integral part of our delega-
tion and urged its Members to spend as much
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time in Madrid with me as they could. Fa-
ther Drinan took advantage of that oppor-
tunity and I was proud to have him, a
frocked Jesuit and a Member of Congress,
symbolically and actively representing our
country and our values.

The meetings lasted for three years and
not for three months. With the help of Fa-
ther Drinan and the Members of the Commis-
sion, our Delegation decided not to bring the
meeting to a close until we could see signs of
improved Human Rights on the part of the
Soviet Union and its Eastern European col-
leagues. We quietly negotiated significant
achievements in that area.

Father Drinan and I remained friends even
after he left Congress. The decision by the
Pope that he leave politics and, in the Jesuit
tradition, engage in teaching was, we know,
not an easy one for him to accept. My own
view was that the Pope knew that Massachu-
setts would be in good hands with Ted Ken-
nedy in the Congress and that there was an
urgent need for the legal profession to learn
what Father Drinan would teach.

Our last meeting was a few weeks ago
when he invited me to lunch in the lovely
new dining room for Priest at Georgetown
University. I pointed out to him that I was
five days older than he and, therefore, should
be considered the senior, but he insisted on
paying the bill. He had read an article I had
written which was published in The New
York Timescalling for a serious active re-
birth by our government of the Reagan effort
for the world to destroy all of our nuclear
weapons of mass destruction. This interested
him immensely. I told him of the progress
being made in that direction and I promised
to keep him informed. I will. Death, after all,
is only a horizon; and the horizon is only the
limit of our sight.

O 2130
COUNTDOWN TO TAX INCREASE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ELLSWORTH). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 18, 2007, the
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. DAVIS)
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader.

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, we would like to take some time
this evening to continue the conversa-
tion that we began the first full week
of Congress, talking about the impact
of world view on policies that affect
the creation of jobs, that affect fami-
lies, working families, creating hope
and creating opportunity for the fu-
ture.

As we have shared each week, we
want to point out that though there
were a variety of motivations in the
most recent elections, one thing is
clear that was not talked about by the
American people, I don’t think realized
the full impact and the emotion of
many of the votes that were taken, is
that we are now 1,426 days away from
one of the largest tax increases in
American history.

It has only been 18 days since the last
time the Democratic Party voted
unanimously to raise taxes in this
Chamber. The reason that I bring this
up is I go back to the last time there
was a significant raising of taxes. In
1992, Bill Clinton was elected President
of the United States. He promised to
cut taxes on working families, and, in
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fact, came into office and decided that
he needed to change his mind based on
a different statistic and brought about
what was the largest tax increase in
American history.

Now that was particularly inter-
esting to me. I remember the night of
that election, was not in politics, was
working in business, and was getting
ready at that time, had just started,
my wife and I started a manufacturing
consulting business to begin working
with other companies, helping them
with their business systems, helping
them to improve productivity to com-
pete in the international arena and
helping them to create jobs and keep
our jobs in the Midwestern United
States in the Ohio Valley.

I was informed by the Internal Rev-
enue Service the next year that I was
going to be allowed to invest in our
government. And what it did was that
investment took away money that was
hard earned by all of the families that
were working together with us.

Over time what that would have
added up to would not have been a
fancy lifestyle, because we were fo-
cused very much on serving our com-
munity. What it would have added up
to quite simply was more jobs. It would
have been not only more jobs in our
company where we would employ peo-
ple to empower others to work to-
gether, but especially where we saw the
impact of these regressive tax policies
was in the damaging of the economy
during the 1990s.

The Clinton administration actually
inherited the fruit of Ronald Reagan’s
vision. Ronald Reagan cut taxes. He
sought to streamline regulation. He
sought to empower people. It led to the
longest period of sustained continuous
growth in the history of this country.

Mr. Clinton was able to inherit that.
But Ronald Reagan was the author of
that. The fruit of the policies of the
Clinton administration were most felt
in the late 1990s. They were felt as the
Internet bubble burst, as we began to
see increasing pressure from foreign
competition, as we began to see jobs
leave this country.

We saw regulation increase, we saw
taxes increase. Ultimately, all of that
adds up to money coming from one
place, and that is the pocketbook of
the American taxpayer. I look back on
companies that we went to serve over
and over again. We heard about the in-
creased tax burdens that were on the
working families, that were on the
middle managers, that were on the en-
gineers.

Out in the community, that trans-
lates into an increased burden on
teachers and police officers, on people
providing services, small business own-
ers and the local community. It was
something that was not often seen in
the national press, but was felt very
much in the Ohio Valley. It was felt in
the Rust Belt; it was felt across the
Northern Midwest.

We saw that working in manufac-
turing, in the machine tool industry,
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where these taxes and regulations were
difficult and created a tremendous bur-
den. They did not create jobs, in fact,
created quite the opposite. The cost of
health care began going up.

There was a cost of compliance with
environmental regulations that went
up. And all of that was ultimately
passed to the American consumer.
When George W. Bush was elected
President, he wanted to carry on that
vision of Ronald Reagan and so did the
Republican Congress that had passed
tax cuts through the late 1990s that had
been vetoed by President Clinton.

When President Bush came into of-
fice, he inherited a recession that was
well under way. Combined with the 9/11
attacks, it was a devastating impact on
the American economy. But the tax
cuts that were enacted in 2001 and 2003
and that we extended each of the past
2 years had quite the opposite effect in
time of war, in a time of national
threat: seven million new jobs were
created.

More importantly than that, I think
that the leadership in the Republican
Party, the conservative vision, the
Ronald Reagan vision for America, un-
derstood one thing, that by allowing
people to keep more of what they had
earned, they will spend it wisely. They
will spend it in a way that will bring
back more to them and build for their
future and invest in their future.

That is why we have constantly in-
troduced legislation to allow people to
keep more of what they earn. That is
why last year we introduced the 401
Kids Bill, to allow parents, at the birth
of their child, to set aside money for
college that could be accrued year
after year just like an IRA.

That legislation has no hope in this
Congress, because the chairman of the
Ways and Means Committee has said
that every one of the tax cuts that has
created these record revenues will be
repealed in 1,426 days. One thing that
many of us did not understand before
in this country, but I want to share
with all of you tonight watching from
home, is this: that in order for the
Democratic Congress to bring about
one of the largest tax increases in his-
tory, they simply have to do nothing.

The compromise that was negotiated
for the original tax cuts was that those
taxes had a sunset and that many of
the taxes, particularly small business
taxes, education tax credits had to be
extended from Congress to Congress,
from year to year to reauthorize them.

It is very clear from the candidates
in the Democratic Party for Congress,
over and over they are saying that
taxes must be raised. The gentleman
from North Carolina made a statement
over the weekend that not only did
taxes need to be raised, but we needed
to have universal health care and dra-
matically encumber the cost of pro-
viding for health care for small busi-
nesses.

CHARLES RANGEL, the chairman of
the Ways and Means Committee, said
that he saw none of the tax cuts that
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were passed in 2001 and 2003 and that
we had extended in previous Congresses
to see any merit in being continued.

What that means at the level of the
working family, what that means for
every family, for the vast majority of
us in this Chamber tonight, and those
who are watching at home, is this: you
will have, if you are making between 30
and $60,000 a year, at a minimum a
$2,098 tax increase, that will come
automatically with no legislation.

The reason for that is, in 1,426 days
these taxes simply increase. And I
think that we need to keep in mind one
thing. The goal of government cannot
be and is not to create jobs, because
government cannot create jobs. It does
not have free assets that can generate
value that can build a nest egg for a
working family.

What we can do is create a frame-
work to empower a framework that al-
lows people to achieve, to pursue the
American Dream, that allows them to
go forth and to work, to create a vision
for their own future, to build a future
for their children and grandchildren,
and to encourage their children that
they can pursue one.

That is why America is the number
one destination for people from all over
the world, because America is the land
to begin again. I saw that with the
grandparents of my wife, Pat, who
came through Ellis Island. My children
have been to Ellis Island to see the
names of their great grandparents on
the wall.

They came to this country because
they believed in their own way the
streets were paved with gold, with op-
portunity, with a future that they
could pursue by hard work, by savings,
by serving others that they could make
a difference. Within one generation of
that, their children were educated.
They had their children going through
college, their children were out work-
ing in the economy. And they in two
generations have created jobs.

My wife was the first woman in the
history of her family to graduate from
college, and she pursued that oppor-
tunity and that vision. I have a daugh-
ter now who is getting ready to teach
school, who is student teaching now.
She is not going to face that same kind
of opportunity because the tax policies,
the economic policies toward working
families in this country are about to
regress in 1,426 days.

I believe that our role must not be to
raise taxes, to create additional bur-
dens for small business, to create addi-
tional burdens for the creation of jobs,
to create additional regulations. What
we need to do is create taxpayers. And
by cutting taxes, by allowing people to
keep more of what they earn, a phe-
nomenal thing has happened. The
United States Government has had
record revenue of taxes coming into
the government.

And the challenge is not the revenue
coming in by so many new taxpayers
by the millions of new jobs that are
created. The real challenge is reducing
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government spending, addressing the
validity of programs and whether they
add value or not, and making sure that
our bureaucracy is leaned up, flattened
out and made more efficient to serve
the taxpayer more effectively and
allow those resources to go to the place
where they are needed the most.

My colleague joining me tonight who
has been the leader of this Countdown
Crew over the past 5 weeks is my friend
from Pennsylvania, BILL SHUSTER, also
coming out of the small business world
like me, who understands what it is
like to meet a payroll, understands
what it is like to pay for health bene-
fits, understands what it is like if we
do not get up in the morning and go to
work, there is no salary at the end of
the month, and in order to make sure
that we can make a difference for our
family, we had to go to work and work
hard.

In that time, we both understood the
impact of those tax increases on lim-
iting our ability to provide for our chil-
dren’s future and also to have money in
the economy that is going to create
more jobs. With that I would like to
yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for hosting this eve-
ning’s hour, as we count down the tax
increase that is going to occur in this
country in 1,426 days unless this Con-
gress acts, unless the Democratic ma-
jority acts to stop it.

I think it is important, you pointed
out, that you are a small business
owner. I was a small business owner. I
know there are many small business
owners in Congress. And I think it is
important that the American people
understand there are people serving in
Congress that know what it is like to
meet a payroll, to get up and unlock
the doors every day and make sure
that your business and the people that
you employ have a job there.

It is extremely difficult to do when
the tax burden goes up. And if we do
not act, as I said in this Congress, the
Democratic majority does not even
have to act; it just has to run out the
clock.

As you mentioned, what we will expe-
rience on January 1, 2011, is over a $200
billion tax increase. And that will
occur over the next 3, 4 years as tax
cuts that we put in place in 2001 and
2003, if they are not extended as you
pointed out, that there was a deal
made that we had to have them sunset.
But we need to make sure that those
tax cuts stay in place so that the mil-
lions of small business owners and fam-
ilies, hardworking families in this
country, get to keep more of that
money in their pockets, so that they
can go out and spend it or save it for
whatever the purposes that they have.

You have, I know, six kids. So you
know what is coming down the road for
you, and college tuition is going to be
a lot of money. And for you to be able
to save, as millions of hardworking
Americans being able to save, that
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money is extremely important. My
daughter, we just had her at Penn
State this weekend. She was accepted
there. As we start to look at colleges,
you start to realize the expense. It is
not just tuition, but kids going away to
school, and living expenses.

A family in this country of four that
make 40, $50,000 a year, if we do not ex-
tend those tax cuts, they are going to
get a tax increase of about $2,000. $2,000
is a lot of money to hardworking
Americans. If you take that $2,000 and
invest it in an account that is going to
get you b percent, a modest 5 percent
return, you do that over 10 years, that
grows to $30,000. That is a significant
nest egg of savings that you can spend
on your children’s education.

It is better that we leave it in the
pockets of the American people than to
bring it here in Washington and spend
it on the array of things that do not
make sense to the people back home. It
is their money. They worked hard for
it. And they should be able to keep
most of it and not send it here to
Washington.

What happened when we cut taxes in
2001 and 2003? Well, over the last 4
years alone, we have created 7.2 million
jobs in this country. That is something
that is very worthwhile.

The unemployment rate is down to
4.5 percent. That is well below what it
was in 2005, and on average it is the
lowest in four decades. This economy is
moving forward. You mentioned that
the national media did not cover some-
thing very well in the past. Well, this
is one of those cases where the national
media is not covering the strength of
this economy.

4.5 percent unemployment is a good
number. Creating 7.2 million jobs over
the last 4 years is a good number. In
December alone, 167,000 jobs were cre-
ated, in December. We have not got the
January numbers, but the estimate is
it is going to be in that 150,000 job-cre-
ation range.

The 7.2 million jobs we have created,
that is more jobs than the European
Union and Japan combined created in
the last couple of years.

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, the gentleman was talking about
the employment impact numbers, par-
ticularly when the tax cuts came in. I
can remember working on a factory
floor in Orleans, Indiana in the weeks
immediately after 9/11, and the eco-
nomic shock that hit the entire home
products and office products industry,
every segment of our economy, but in
this particular town this factory was
the largest employer in that area.
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And there was a great fear about
what the economic impact was going to
be over time. I was working in busi-
ness, I was contemplating running for
Congress at that time. And the one
thing that we began to see as we en-
tered 2002 in that work with that busi-
ness was that the economy, even then,
began creeping back because those tax
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incentives to working families, to indi-
viduals, to reinvest their money, to in-
vest in the economy, to continue to
save made a tremendous difference. In
fact, that company continued to grow.
It came out of that post-9/11 slump and
continued to grow in a great way.

And when you talk about 4% percent
unemployment, it is remarkable to me.
I remember about the time that we
graduated from college, right when
Ronald Reagan was introducing his
proposal that was said to be so radical
and they were going to be ineffective,
that even though we had unemploy-
ment that was approaching 10 percent
at that time, they said that the best
economy, 6 percent in this economy
would be the very best you could do for
full employment. And here we are at
4% percent. But on top of that, we are
at record manufacturing productivity
levels in this history of this Nation.
And I think it just further personifies
the point that you are making.

Mr. SHUSTER. And it is no mystery
what happens when you cut taxes. And
as you mentioned, I heard the same
interview you heard on Meet the Press,
or Tim Russert’s show, I forget what it
is called. John Edwards, the 2004 vice
presidential candidate for the Demo-
cratic Party, said quite matter of
factly and calmly that yes, we are
going to have to raise taxes; yes, we
are going to have to raise taxes to pro-
vide a universal health care that is
really code for a Federal Government
program that is going to take the deci-
sion-making process out of the Amer-
ican people’s hands, and there is going
to be some bureaucrat sitting in some
cubicle in Washington deciding what
medication you can take or can’t take,
what procedure you can have or can’t
have.

And I think that we have proven that
when you put the forces to work in the
marketplace, like we did on Medicare
part D, that not only do you give peo-
ple a choice, but with that choice
comes competition and with competi-
tion comes the stabilizing and in some
cases the decrease of prices. And that
is the way we need to move forward,
not with a huge tax increase which
John Edwards, as I said, I think he had
a Walter Mondale moment with Tim
Russert saying, oh, sure we are going
to increase the taxes. And you know,
for a guy who is a multi-millionaire,
who I see lives in a multi-million dol-
lar home in North Carolina, it is cer-
tainly easy for him to say, well, sure
we are going to increase. Now, he says
they are going to do it on just the
wealthiest. But I think we all know
when you increase to get the kind of
revenues that he is talking about to
fund a huge government run program,
it is going to trickle down and the peo-
ple that are making 50 and $60,000 a
year, people in my district, two-income
earners, if they are teachers from the
Altoona School District, two teachers
that have been around 15, 20 years are
making $100,000 or better now. And
those are the people that are going to
get hammered on these tax increases.
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But back to the point I was making.
It is no mystery what happens when
you cut taxes. And don’t listen to me.
Don’t listen to George Bush. Don’t
even listen to Ronald Reagan. Go back
in history to when President Kennedy
in the sixties when he cut taxes, cut
the marginal income tax rate, it
spurred the economy on. Revenues to
the government increased. And again,
that is what happened under Ron
Reagan and that is what is happening
today under George Bush. Cutting
taxes is a positive thing. When you let
people keep more money, they spend it.
They spend it on what they want to
spend it on, which helps to spur the
economy on. So once again, don’t lis-
ten to me, if you are a Democrat. Look
at what Jack Kennedy did back in the
sixties. I think that is the way we want
to move this economy forward.

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. I think it il-
lustrates a universal principle too that
if you, kind of like the verse in Eccle-
siastes of casting your bread upon the
waters and it will come back to you
and by allowing a seed to be sown, to
grow over time it will make a big dif-
ference. And the real difference, I
think, that needs to be highlighted is
this is a fight, a battle of world views,
of seeing, really, the short term versus
the long term. A lot of money can be
taken into the Federal Government in
a short term by raising taxes. But in
the long term it could have a dev-
astating effect.

I think if the gentleman from North
Carolina who is running for President
had laid out what he actually did with
his tax money or the money that he
earned, the American people would
probably have a somewhat different
view of things. And when I see a super
rich Senator, or a very, very wealthy
liberal who in many cases inherited
their money, making statements about
wanting to raise taxes on the rich,
what they don’t talk about is the tre-
mendous amount of money that they
spend to create special investment
trusts where they effectively don’t pay
taxes.

And again, to your point, it comes
back down onto working families. It
comes back down onto teachers, onto
police officers, small business owners,
people working in retail, people in
transportation, pilots, engineers, the
folks who Kkeep our economy moving
forward. And to our point, leave it in
people’s own pockets, and they will
make a difference.

But I think it is especially important
that the message gets sent, that our
friends and neighbors are going to see
that increase.

Mr. SHUSTER. If the gentleman
would yield. I have started to accumu-
late little stories of people in the ninth
Congressional district of Pennsylvania
that I represent, what has happened to
them over the past several years with
these tax cuts. Gregg Rothman, who
owns or is partner in RSR Realty in
Cumberland County, Pennsylvania,
which is the county seat, is Carlisle,
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Pennsylvania, which is known to many
where the War College is and where
Jim Thorpe made his name at the Car-
lisle Indian school.

But Gregg Rothman, he became a
partner with this firm in 1999. Because
of the reductions in the capital gains
tax, that has allowed many empty
nesters to enter the housing market. It
has increased sales and their business
has grown tremendously. And, in fact,
since 1999 when they went into busi-
ness, or when he bought into the part-
nership, they had 20 realtors. Today
they have 60, and that is an addition of
40 new jobs of people out in Cum-
berland County, in central Pennsyl-
vania, working. Creating jobs is what
these tax cuts enabled people like
Gregg to do. He saw his highest volume
of sales since entering the realty busi-
ness just in the last couple of years.

Now I have got another story in my
hometown in Everett, Pennsylvania. A
couple of young guys started BC Stone
several years ago. Travis Collins is the
President of that company and he went
to high school a couple of years behind
me. What they have been able to do is
create a tremendous business. In this
little town of Everett, Pennsylvania
they are selling stone granite tops,
marble tops all across the State of
Pennsylvania, all across the region, in
the mid-Atlantic region. He has grown
from 16 employees in 2001 to today he
employs 70 people. And that is because
this economy is growing. Not only are
people building and buying new homes
and remodeling them, which helps his
business, but he is able to go and buy
equipment, modernize what he is doing
there and along the way, go from 16
employees to 70 employees in this town
of about 2,000 people. And they are
good paying jobs.

They have been successful enough
that they have bought an old hotel, the
Union Hotel in downtown Everett, and
they are renovating it and going to re-
vitalize it and they hope by 2008 they
are going to open up this hotel and res-
taurant and employ 20 full-time em-
ployees. Adding on to the, from the 16
to the 70 and then this new business
with 20, and that is all because of this,
of the tax cuts we have put into place
in early 2000, 2001, 2003 and extended
them here a couple of years ago. That
is what makes this economy, or helps
to make this economy move forward,
by letting people keep their own
money, by letting entrepreneurs and
small business owners and families de-
cide how to spend their money, not the
Federal Government.

And as you mentioned earlier, your
background as a small business owner,
your background as a person who has
children, who has a family, you know
the importance, and it is important for
the American people to realize that if
this Congress doesn’t act in 1,426 days,
a $200 billion tax increase is going to
occur. And if anybody doubts it, you
mentioned earlier, the chairman of the
Ways and Means Committee, Congress-
man RANGEL from New York, said quite
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frequently and quite clearly that all
those tax cuts were on the table. He
didn’t see any of them or many of them
that were, that he thought were good
or that they were tax cuts that he sup-
ported. And, in fact, I don’t think he
supported any of them, if I am not mis-
taken.

But further than that, the Demo-
cratic majority, when they came to
Congress, one of the first things they
did was to make it easier to raise
taxes. They call it PAYGO, which
sounds good but really it is TAXGO be-
cause what they are going to do is they
will ratchet up spending. They will pay
for their increase in spending by in-
creased taxes. And so you have PAYGO
or TAXGO is what it really should be
called.

And then they decreased, or they
made it easier to raise taxes by going
from a three-fourths majority, which
the Republicans put in place, because
we wanted it to be difficult to raise
taxes on the American people. But they
changed it from three-fourths to a sim-
ple majority. Now, many of the incom-
ing Members on the Democratic side I
know ran on a conservative agenda.
You know, I want to see how they are
going to go back home and tell the peo-
ple back there that we made it easier
to raise taxes on you. They talk about,
I know the Blue Dogs come down here
and talk about fiscal responsibility and
talk about cutting the budget or bal-
ancing the budget. But how are they
going to do that if they are not willing
to make the hard choices on what pro-
grams, not just to cut, more impor-
tantly to reform the entitlement pro-
grams. Reform doesn’t necessarily
mean cut. It means make them effi-
cient. Make them produce or become
more efficient. You get more out of
your bang for your buck. You don’t
have to necessarily cut the programs.
But so more and more people can get
those programs more efficiently, in-
stead of just raising taxes or slashing
benefits.

At the end of the day, if you are
going to increase spending, I believe
this has been very clear by the Speaker
and the leadership of the majority
party, that they are going to increase
spending and they are going to increase
your taxes. Why else would you make
it easier to pass a tax increase? And
that is, again, one of the very, very
first things they did when they came
into the majority party here. So it is
going to be interesting to watch how
that plays out with the Blue Dogs and
many of the incoming Members that
they claim that they are going to be
fiscally responsible, that they are
going to be conservative, that they are
not going to tap into their constitu-
ents’ wallets and bring more money
here to Washington instead of leave it
home with them.

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. I think that
is a good point. The whole PAYGO
budget system really is more smoke
and mirrors than it is reality, because
I think the thing, again, the American
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people were not told by the media and
certainly weren’t told during the run-
up to the election that they exempted
their existing programs from that.
They say there has to be a spending cut
or a tax increase to offset any other in-
creases in spending in other programs.
But there were loopholes that were left
for them to increase spending.

But I think the real thing that we
have got to look at here is the impact
on American families that will come
from the tax increases that are coming
if Congress does not act. And this is
not a Democrat or Republican issue.
This is an American issue, this is an
economic security issue.

And I would just like to recap. Na-
tionwide, a family of four making
$65,000, which is the midpoint income
for all families in the United States,
will see their taxes go up over $2,000 if
nothing is done by Congress. Married
couples with an average income like
this family I just mentioned would ex-
perience a 12 percent tax penalty just
for being married. For focusing on the
values of family, the strength of the
family, there is going to be a tax pen-
alty reinstated upon them. I think that
is simply unacceptable that that would
take place.

More importantly, the cost of raising
children has gone up. We certainly
know that. We have six children. We
have one in college, one who is on deck
to go to college, another one who is
going to be in college shortly behind
the first two. These children are work-
ing hard. They have jobs. They are con-
tributing now to the economy and the
community and they are taxpayers.
And they understand firsthand the im-
pact of these policies. But our family,
for the cost that we have in raising our
children, making sure they are not a
burden on society, making sure that we
are providing for all of their needs, ap-
preciated the $1,000 tax credit that was
provided by the Republican Congress in
2001, and what we are going to see is
that is going to be reduced by $500.

A family with four children will see a
$2,000 increase just on their tax bill be-
cause they have children. They will see
an additional 12 percent penalty be-
cause they are married. This flies in
the face of the kind of empowerment
and freedom and opportunity that fam-
ilies need. We need to have policies
that encourage families, that encour-
age moms and dads to stay together. I
think every child deserves to have a
mom and dad. I grew up without a dad.
I know what that is like, to be alone,
to have my mom working sometimes
two jobs to make sure that our needs
were met. I remember going to work
when I was 16. And the first time I saw,
wondering what those taxes were, all
that money that had come out of my
pay then.

One of the things that were done, and
I entered that as a minimum wage
worker. One of the things that was
done, again, by a very progressive
focus, conservatives in Congress, was
to create a 10 percent tax bracket. We
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took millions of people at the lower
end of the economy off the tax rolls for
a simple reason, to make sure that
they could keep more of what they
earn. And it is important that we keep
in mind the impact on families of every
one of these decisions.

I wish that everybody in Congress
had been in business in some capacity
where they created jobs, where they
had to make a payroll, where they had
to generate opportunity for others,
where they had to personally make
sure that health benefits were paid.
And I think what they would experi-
ence is a very different perspective
when it is your name that is on the
bottom 1line having to produce that
revenue to provide for those benefits.

And I remember times that those of
us in our little company family would
go without a paycheck or take reduced
pay simply to make sure that we got
those benefits paid. And regressive
policies that increase taxes discourage
people from doing what I think is the
right thing and taking care of their
employees.

Tax increases and health care are
very much this way. We saw in Ken-
tucky, in my State, or in the common-
wealth, a very devastating approach to
health care that had a huge rise in cost
by driving 45 of 47 carriers out. It was
a program very similar to what HIL-
LARY CLINTON wanted to see passed
back in 1993. And what was the impact
of that? Was there an increase in the
quality of health care provided by
small business owners? No, it was a sig-
nificant decrease. It was a significant
driving of people out of health care and
into other means of provision for that
care.
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Why was that? Because the incen-
tives mostly punished the small busi-
nesses. We need to allow small busi-
nesses to band together to get the same
low rates that big businesses do. But in
that vein I want to keep in mind what
the impact is. We saw businesses that
provided for their employees, that pro-
vided for basic benefits either give
their employees a cash subsidy because
they wanted to get out of the business
altogether or they simply had to cut
benefits because costs were going up so
much. And there are many hidden
taxes in this process that have a tre-
mendous impact over the long term.

Payroll tax is another issue. There is
a lot of talk about Social Security
right now. The system needs to be re-
formed. I think if we sit down and do
the numbers and we see that the in-
crease is at three to three and a half
times the rate of inflation for Medicare
and Social Security that down the road
we are going to have a significant prob-
lem.

But we are not talking in this Con-
gress now about reforms in the system.
What is the novel solution that is being
provided? Raise taxes. That would be,
in fact, the largest single payroll tax
increase in history, to take the cap off
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the Social Security taxes. And who
gets hurt? It is not the super-rich. It is
not the billionaires who are calling for
tax increases because they don’t really
pay taxes the way you and I do. It is
going to be those folks who are in the
middle who bear the burden of this
economy who are going to bear that
burden as well. And I think that the
impact of millions of jobs is simply un-
acceptable. It has a ripple effect
throughout the economy and a regres-
sive effect.

Just keep in mind, as we talk about
competition with China, people see the
Chinese economy as this great jug-
gernaut; but one point that I would
like to make in particular when we
look at the increases, in less than 3
years the U.S. has added economic out-
put by over $3.2 trillion of additional
economic output. That number of our
increase in economic output is bigger
than the entire economy of China.
That is a staggering statistic when we
think about that, the economic engine
that we have. And it would be a grave
error to put additional burdens on the
families who are the producers, who
create the value in that economic en-
gine, that would hurt the generation
that comes behind us.

Would the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania have some other perspectives?

Mr. SHUSTER. Absolutely. And you
talked about the size of the U.S. econ-
omy. Those tax cuts that we put in
place from 2001 and 2003 that helped
this economy move forward, the reason
it happened is because those tax cuts
put $1.1 trillion in the pockets of the
American taxpayer, $1.1 trillion. And a
lot of that money went into savings,
but most of that money went back into
this economy directly, into whether it
was paying for your child’s college edu-
cation, whether it was to buy a washer
and dryer, buy a new car, buy a house,
remodel your house. I mean, there are
hundreds of thousands of ways that
people put that money back into the
economy. And we did that by cutting
taxes on every American that pays
taxes. Some folks in this country were
even taken off paying taxes. We low-
ered the rates so that there were many
people that didn’t have to pay taxes.
And once again, when you put money
back into people’s pockets, what hap-
pens is the economy grows.

I have another story from my dis-
trict. Smith Elliott Kearns & Com-
pany, it is a regional accounting firm
located in my district in Franklin
County, Pennsylvania, and they service
clients throughout central Pennsyl-
vania, western Maryland, and actually
up and down the east coast. They have
clients from New England to Florida.
And they characterize their clients as
mom and pop shops, small and mid-size
companies. And they told me about one
of the tax cuts we put into place, which
was a section 179 deduction, which al-
lows smaller companies to elect to ex-
pense up to $108,000 of equipment pur-
chased in the year of the acquisition,
and that that is phased out from 108,000
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up to over $400,000 of equipment. They
phase out the amount of money they
are able to expense. But that has tre-
mendous growth in this economy of
people going out and buying equip-
ment, whether it is a truck to do pick-
up and delivery or whether it is a piece
of equipment that makes the company
more efficient. And in 2009, at the end
of 2009, beginning of 2010, those deduc-
tions will revert back to the amount
before we passed the law of $25,000.

It is amazing how much money com-
panies are saving and reinvesting in
their companies to make them more ef-
ficient, to add jobs, create jobs. And
when you buy that equipment, not only
does it make your company more effi-
cient but some other company has to
produce it, and those companies have
to put people back to work. So it is a
snowball effect on our economy. And
once again, it is something that the na-
tional media is just not covering it the
way it should. I watch Lou Dobbs, and
he is doom and gloom all the time
about what is happening in our econ-
omy. All he sees is the negative side,
and there is so much positive occurring
in our country.

As I mentioned, this accounting firm
has hundreds of clients that are using
these tax cuts, using these ways to
save themselves money, to reinvest in
their company, to create jobs. And that
is why it is so important for the Amer-
ican people to really pay attention to
what is happening here in the United
States Congress.

The Blue Dogs have been down on the
floor. They haven’t been down in a
week or so, but they talk about the
change, the American people want a
change. And they may be right. The
American people want a change. But
there is nobody that I know of in the
United States, in the Ninth Congres-
sional District and across this country,
that I have heard say they want a
change to increase their taxes. I
haven’t heard it, except for maybe
folks like George Soros and Bill Gates
and, of course, John Edwards, who are
multimillionaires and multibillion-
aires. They don’t mind paying more
taxes. But when you have that much
money, there is certainly a lot less
pain, or I should say there is no pain at
all when you have that much money.

But if you are a hardworking Amer-
ican in Pennsylvania, in Kentucky, in
Indiana, in Missouri that are out there
every day getting up, trying to save
money for your Kkids to go to school,
trying to pay the bills, it is significant
when the Federal Government reaches
into your pocket. And as we talked
about here earlier tonight, a family of
four that earns $40,000 to $50,000, when
these various tax cuts expire, people
are going to get about a $2,000 tax in-
crease. And that is significant for a
family of four making that kind of
money, and it is just wrong.

And we here in Congress have to
make sure that we are making the
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tough decisions on controlling spend-
ing. Controlling spending and con-
tinuing to see this economy grow be-
cause we are getting record levels of
revenue flowing into the Federal Treas-
ury because this economy is growing,
because of the Gregg Rothmans of the
world and the Travis Collinses and the
people throughout this country, the
small businessmen, the small entre-
preneurs that are creating jobs, buying
things, putting people to work so that
this economy continues to flourish.

So as the sign says there, in 1,426
days, which means December 31 of 2010,
this Congress and the next, all we have
to do is run the clock out. Run the
clock out, and the American people are
going to get a huge tax increase.

And we need to make sure that we
are here fighting. But we can’t do it
without the help of the American peo-
ple. The American people have to be
communicating to their representa-
tives to keep those tax cuts in place be-
cause it is good for America, and the
numbers bear out: 4.5 percent unem-
ployment, 7.2 million jobs created over
the last 4 years. These job gains are
throughout our economy. Also, when
you look at the different segments, the
educational attainment groups in this
country, all those groups have seen un-
employment drop. Even for those with-
out a high school diploma, we have
seen their jobless rates drop by about
three quarters of a percentage point
just last year, and over the last 2 years
a 1% percent drop in the unemploy-
ment rate of people who don’t have a
high school diploma. That is signifi-
cant.

And if you look at the want ads, I
think in almost any newspaper in this
country, you will see where people are
advertising for jobs. It takes training.
It takes some level of education to get
these jobs, whether it is a truck driver,
which is a pretty good paying job.
Today it is a very good paying job. You
have got to have the training. So the
way to do it is, I believe, not to have
some new vast government program,
but to keep cutting taxes on people so
that people who are in a job can get
some training so that maybe they can
get another job that pays more.

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Relating to
your point, if I may reclaim my time
for a moment, the welfare to work tax
credits that have been extended pro-
gressively every year are a perfect ex-
ample of that by giving incentive to a
small business owner, considering that
88 percent of all new jobs are created
by small business owners, but to give
them a direct tax incentive to take
that risk, to invest in an individual, to
teach them and train them to give
them a job, it proves your point.

Mr. SHUSTER. Right. And just to
sum up, there are millions of Ameri-
cans out there, hardworking Ameri-
cans, that in the last election didn’t
vote to see their taxes increased. And I
defy anybody in here to show me that
their constituents, that the majority of
their constituents, the vast majority of
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their constituents voted to have a tax
increase.

It is going to be very interesting here
in the coming months. We are going to
have the budget come up here next
month. It is going to be very inter-
esting to see what our Democratic col-
leagues on the other side propose. The
President has proposed a budget that is
a budget that is controlling govern-
ment spending. It is extending the tax
cuts that we have put in place, and
along the way we are going to move to-
wards a balanced budget and even sur-
pluses. But the only way we do it is not
to increase taxes but to allow this
economy to grow so that the revenues
continue to flow into the Federal Gov-
ernment and that we control spending.

Control spending and reform entitle-
ments. Medicare, Medicaid, and Social
Security, we have got to look at re-
forming them. That doesn’t mean cut-
ting benefits. That doesn’t mean nec-
essarily increasing taxes. It means
looking at ways to better provide those
services so that we are not wasting as
much money in the entitlement pro-
grams.

So as I said, I think it is going to be
an interesting next couple of months.
We are going to see what the Demo-
crats propose as their plan. And as I
mentioned earlier this evening, I think
we are going to see the proposal of sig-
nificant tax increases, which I think is
going to make many Members on the
other side of the aisle very uncomfort-
able if they have to vote for a tax in-
crease. But if we don’t act, if we run
out the clock, in 1,426 days, January 1
of 2011, we are going to see one of the
most massive tax increases in Amer-
ican history.

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, reclaiming my time, I would like to
close by a sharing a little bit of a story
I think that brings some of this into
perspective.

You heard us share earlier that 88
percent of all new jobs created in this
country are created by small busi-
nesses, companies that employ less
than 500 employees, and those small
businesses are started by men and
women who have vision, that want to
take risks, that are willing to step out.
Congressman SHUSTER and I know that
feeling of taking that step. That is a
scary thing when you are going to
make it on your own and not try to de-
pend on a large corporation, suddenly
realizing that you can create that
value, create that future, and that oth-
ers will follow and join with you and
that you can begin to perpetuate it and
grow. And the great industries, the
great technologies that have come in
this country, the great opportunities
that have been created have been by
those entrepreneurs who have gone out
and made that difference.

See, our key must be to create tax-
payers, not raise taxes. Our goal is
very simple in government. We want to
provide policies and we must provide
policies that empower people, that
don’t restrain them or constrain them
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from achieving their fullest potential.
And I shared earlier one thing I think
that is very, very important. We have a
kind of have-it-now view in society of
what is in the 24-hour news cycle, what
is the impact going to be of this deci-
sion in the next 24 hours or in the next
three months or one year on Wall
Street. But those whom we are com-
peting with internationally right now
think in terms of generations. They
think in a 20- or 30- or 40-year window,
what the impact of their policies will
be on their children or their grand-
children. If we step back and we take
the vision of our Founders or even the
vision of some of our leaders in the
community, we will prove the fact that
those who are forward thinking, who
want to see into the future and invest
accordingly and make that difference
to create opportunity, they are the
ones who will be successful.

And one of the stories that comes to
mind, I am going to end it with a small
business, but it began over 20 years ago
in Kenton County, Kentucky, in the
city of Covington.
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Covington basically laid in the shad-
ow of Cincinnati. There was residential
development up in the hills, but once
the great flood levee, as one of the
great entrepreneurs in that region
shared with me, when the flood levee
went up after World War II, much of
the business began to leave, the river-
front literally died and the tremendous
amount of river commerce.

As the decades went by, small busi-
nesses began to leave. There was a
movement out to the suburbs. Then
Interstate 75 came through. Even more
business was diverted from downtown
and the economy became weaker and
weaker. There were less good jobs
there, less jobs for the payroll tax base
to support community services.

As we entered the 1980s and the
Reagan tax cuts were beginning to
take hold, some interesting things hap-
pened. Some business people, some de-
velopers, community leaders, had a vi-
sion that they could reform the way
the city looked, they could change the
image of northern Kentucky.

It included many people from all dif-
ferent backgrounds. But they agreed on
one thing, that they were going to
change the direction of their city. They
were not going to depend on outside
government to do it. They were going
to do it themselves, by investing their
time and their talent and their treas-
ure in that vision.

What began to change was, first of
all, a significant change in image. And
then a few years ago, the mayor, my
friend Butch Callery, who is a Demo-
crat, and I want to say this for our
friends at home, for my conservative
Republican friends, Butch is a real
Democrat, but he is a Democrat who
cares deeply about his city, and we
worked together, any way we can help
with development and growth.

He went from being on the city com-
mission into the position of mayor,
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leading with this vision of economic
development. And he saw two things to
do that were very critical. He has de-
veloped and empowered a new arts dis-
trict, where we have artists and arti-
sans who are coming literally from
around the Nation to bring their busi-
nesses, their galleries and outlets into
Covington, Kentucky. The city fathers,
50 years ago it would not have looked
anything like it is starting to look
right now in development. It is an awe-
some thing to see happen.

But the second thing, and to me the
even more exciting thing, is the broad
public-private partnership that he has
forged, working with the chamber of
commerce, working with the State,
working with other elected officials
and working with the business commu-
nity and working with the educational
community.

Getting the proper incentives and
then joining with northern Kentucky
University and Gateway Technical
Community College, he worked to cre-
ate a project called the Madison E-
Zone, an enterprise zone for high tech-
nology businesses where there were
going to be special opportunities to
work together, to network together.
And right there, in the urban heart of
Covington, they laid this in.

The vision is very simple. We want to
get the synergy of high technology
education. Northern Kentucky Univer-
sity started a School for Informatics.
Instead of simply bringing an academic
in, though there are many, many com-
petent academics out there, when we
deal with high technology, when we
deal with information technology, elec-
trical engineering, it is good to have
somebody coming from industry, and
they brought a man named Bob
Farrell, a tremendously successful in-
formation technology entrepreneur, to
come in and begin running that School
for Informatics. They have a School for
Entrepreneurship that is also tied into
the same venue.

Finally, these incentives, working
with the local businesses, have created
a new knowledge base. That is how Sil-
icon Valley got started in the commu-
nity around Stanford University. We
may is not have Stanford University
here. We are starting in a new way
with a new vision. But like my col-
league to my south, HAL ROGERS, likes
to say, we are going to have ‘‘Silicone
Holler” in Kentucky, because we are
going to create those technology jobs,
and we are not going to see our young
people have to leave the State, because
now new businesses are not only com-
ing, but they are small businesses, and
what is so exciting is they are new
businesses that are starting by Ken-
tuckians who have grown up in Ken-
tucky who are educated here and they
are creating a future here.

One of those companies is Tier 1 Soft-
ware. It started out when two of the
partners, Kevin Moore and Norm
Desmarais, reached out. They took
that chance. They took that big step to
start their business. They began seek-
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ing opportunity to do software develop-
ment, implement the applications that
they developed, begin to build that
business, beginning to create addi-
tional jobs, working alongside the
School for Informatics. They began
doing work with the Department of De-
fense. Again, what they are working on
is knowledge preservation.

My point in bringing this up, it all
started note just 2 years ago or 4 years
ago, it began with that long-term vi-
sion, with an application of policy from
the Federal Government to make a dif-
ference in development. Here is the
challenge. Even these businessmen are
inheritors of Ronald Reagan’s legacy.

When these tax increase Goss into ef-
fect in 1,426 days, businesses like Tier
1, companies with startup potential to
create jobs in my State for my citizens
and my constituents so they don’t have
to leave are going to go away because
of the burdens that will be restored. A
regressive burden will be restored with
payroll taxes, with income taxes. And
also the inability to depreciate or write
off investments for hardware, as Con-
gressman SHUSTER mentioned earlier,
are going to go away, and it is going to
put a tremendous burden on the econ-
omy and our region.

I want to see it flourish. I want to see
us continue to grow and change and
transform and create more taxpayers
in the future. That is why progressive
tax policy reduces the rates, allows
people to keep more of what they earn,
and, in the end of the day, we don’t
burden them unnecessarily. We em-
power them and free them to build a
future for their children.

————————

IMPACT OF THE PRESIDENT’S
BUDGET ON AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ELLSWORTH). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 18, 2007, the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
ALTMIRE) is recognized for half the re-
maining time until midnight.

Mr. ALTMIRE. Thank you, Mr.
Speaker. We are going to initiate the
30-something Special Order, as we have
done so many times in the past. I am
filling in for our colleague Mr. MEEK
from Florida, who usually is in this
spot leading the way. But he attended
the Super Bowl, which was in his dis-
trict yesterday, and made it back
today and had some things to take care
of. So we are going to do ably in his ab-
sence tonight. But I appreciate the
Speaker’s generosity to give us the
hour tonight.

We are going to talk tonight about
the President’s budget and the impact
that is going to have not only on the
Nation and on the Congress and what
we are going to need to do, but I am
going to talk specifically about what
this budget does to my home State of
Pennsylvania. I have some statistics on
health care and veterans and Social Se-
curity recipients, and we will go right
down the line and talk about my home
State, but also what this budget is
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going to do for the country and what
we are going to have to deal with as a
Congress.

I brought down a copy of the budget
so the folks at home can see what was
dropped in our lap today. Each office
got a copy of this budget. This is what
we are talking about tonight. It is the
President’s fiscal year 2008 budget
which we are going to talk about.

Now, as he has done in the past, 6
years in a row, now seven including
this budget, the President’s fiscal year
2008 budget continues with more of the
same, the wrong priorities from the
past 6 years and the same fiscal irre-
sponsibility and misguided priorities
that have been taking our country in
the wrong direction. The President’s
budget is fiscally reckless and adds $3.2
trillion to the deficit over the next 10
years when we use honest accounting.

Despite the President’s claim, his
budget does not achieve balance, Mr.
Speaker, in the year 2012. The Presi-
dent leaves out many programs and
uses accounting gimmicks to reach
what he claims is a balance. But an
honest assessment of what this budget
does shows an increase in the deficit of
$3.2 trillion over the next 10 years.

Now, that is on top of what has al-
ready happened over the past 6 years,
which has been to increase the Federal
deficit, the Federal debt, by $3 trillion.
I would remind my colleagues that
when this President took office, we had
just had four consecutive years of
budget surpluses and those surpluses
were forecast to continue as far as the
eye could see. In fact, the 10 year budg-
et projection was a surplus of over $5
trillion.

Well, now we are 7 years down the
road, and let’s take a look at what has
happened since then. As I said, instead
of having a surplus of $56 trillion, this
President has added $3 trillion to the
national debt, and from this point for-
ward, using honest accounting, this
budget which the President has sub-
mitted here today is going to add $3.2
trillion more to the national debt. This
is fiscally irresponsible, but the cuts
that the President makes in programs
are morally irresponsible, and this is
what I am going to focus my remarks
on tonight.

He cuts health care. He cuts Social
Security through his privatization
scheme which he continues to try to
push, even though the public clearly
opposes it. He cuts $300 billion from
Medicare and Medicaid programs. He
cuts terrorism funding. He cuts the
COPS Program.

Mr. Speaker, this is just incredible,
that the President came here for the
State of the Union and talked about
what his budget priorities were and
what his goals were, and this budget
doesn’t represent any of the rhetoric
that we heard in the State of the
Union. Unfortunately, the reality of
this budget doesn’t match the rhetoric
that we heard.

Now, we have been joined once again
by our 30-something colleague from
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Connecticut, Mr. MURPHY, and I would
yield to him to discuss his views on
this budget.

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Thank
you very much, Mr. ALTMIRE. It is a
pleasure to be with my new 30-Some-
thing colleague on the floor here to dis-
cuss what I think you set out before us
very accurately is a fiscally reckless
and irresponsible budget, but also a
morally irresponsible budget.

You outlined what the problem here
is. The problem here, Mr. Speaker, is
that we have got a budget that doesn’t
paint the whole picture for this Con-
gress, doesn’t tell the whole story for
this country. We have got a budget
which claims to be in balance.

Mr. ALTMIRE, I remember being here
for my first State of the Union speech,
I did not sit too far away from you, and
we listened to the President stand up
at the podium there at the second level
and say we could work together on a
balanced budget, that we could do the
right thing for the American people, do
the things that Mr. MEEK and Mr. RYAN
and Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ have
been talking about for 2 years in the
30-Something Working Group, and that
is making sure that we don’t pass on
the cost of government to our children
and our grandchildren by these massive
deficits that we are racking up.

Instead, the President handed us a
budget today, a pretty big stack of pa-
pers there, that claims to balance the
budget, but does so by omitting some
of the biggest costs within the budget.

At the top of the list is the cost of
the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. They
are not in that budget. Those are emer-
gency expenditures, emergency appro-
priations, and so the President hasn’t
seen fit to incorporate those in the
budget.

He also doesn’t include the cost of
fixing what is called the Alternative
Minimum Tax, which is a tax that, if
not repealed, it was supposed to be for
the wealthiest taxpayers, but because
we haven’t made any adjustments over
the years, this Alternative Minimum
Tax is all of a sudden not going to be
much of an alternative, because mil-
lions of middle class families through-
out this country are going to have to
pay it. So that is not in there either.

By the way, it also assumes that we
are going to take in billions of dollars
in revenue beyond what most reason-
able economists will tell you we are
going to bring in in the next 5 to 10
years.

So, Mr. Speaker, what we have is a
budget that doesn’t tell the whole
story. I can balance my budget pretty
easily at home if I just, for instance,
don’t include the cost of my mortgage.
I could spend everything. I could buy
five flat screen TVs for my house, I
could get a caretaker to mow my lawn
and cut my shrubs, so long as my budg-
et didn’t include my mortgage. But, do
you know what? My family and your
family and everybody else’s family in
this country has to make their budget
meet, their revenues and expenditures
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meet, by incorporating all of their
costs. The budget that you held up
there doesn’t do that. It only encap-
sulates parts of our costs.

Mr. ALTMIRE. Reclaiming my time
on that point, what the President has
done does not coincide with what the
Congressional Budget Office says the
cost of these programs is. Just because
in his budget he estimates costs and ig-
nores issues like the Alternative Min-
imum Tax, which needs to be fixed,
doesn’t mean those things aren’t going
to happen.

He can ignore some of the costs of
the Iraq war and the actions in Afghan-
istan and pretend like we are not going
to spend as much money as it is going
to take to carry on activities there.
That doesn’t mean those dollars don’t
add up. And the Congressional Budget
Office and any reasonable economist
who has taken a fair look at this budg-
et shows that he is hundreds of billions
of dollars below in his estimations
what it is going to cost to carry out
those.

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. We are
talking here about adding $3.2 trillion
to the deficit over the next 2 years, $3.2
trillion to a deficit that is already ex-
ploding beyond any numbers of pre-
vious Congresses. Remember, this Con-
gress inherited when the Republicans
took control in 1994 a surplus. They
had money to spend and they have
turned it into record deficits, and now
the President is going to add on to it.
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Now, here is the other part, Mr.
ALTMIRE, that creates the problem.
This budget that was presented to us
today not only doesn’t include the cost
of the war, doesn’t include fixing this
middle class tax increase, also paints a
real rosy picture in term of revenues,
but it also has some tax breaks in it,
but they are tax breaks for the very,
very wealthy. We have got another $2
trillion in tax breaks over the next 10
years in this budget, and as we know
because we have all seen the charts in
the 30-something Working Group, be-
cause I have watched them on TV talk
about it for the last 2 years. Those tax
breaks, Mr. ALTMIRE, are going to end
up going to the richest 1, 2, 3 percent of
Americans, and the hard working mid-
dle class families in and around the
Pittsburgh area where you are and in
and around northwestern Connecticut
aren’t going to get the benefit of those
tax breaks.

So what throws this thing so out of
balance is not just that we are not
counting some massive expenditures in
the war in Iraq, and hopefully the Con-
gress is going to do something about
that, but it also includes in it these big
tax breaks that just aren’t going to go
to families like yours or families
throughout Philadelphia, throughout
Connecticut, in fact throughout this
whole country.

So Mr. Speaker and Members, we
have got some work to do on this budg-
et. And I am frankly upset by the budg-
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et that the President put before us, but
I am glad that we have a party in con-
trol and a leadership in control of this
House that is going to take that budg-
et, it is going to take that budget and
twist it and turn it so that middle class
families end up coming out in the lead
at the end of this process. Because
what has happened in the past is the
President puts forth one of these back-
wards budget, the Republicans sort of
tinker with it here and there to make
sure that it ends up favoring the spe-
cial interests of the lobbyists that are
currently in favor in Congress, and in
the end people that we care about don’t
get helped at all.

So, Mr. ALTMIRE, I am just looking
forward to a budget process here which
takes I think what is a very flawed
document and turns it around and
makes it work for regular middle class,
working class families throughout this
country.

Mr. ALTMIRE. I appreciate Mr. MUR-
PHY’s remarks. And for the folks here
listening, I just wanted to let them
know how we are going to approach
this tonight for the remaining time
that we have. I am going to give a
broad overview of the cuts that have
been made in some of these programs
at the national level included in this
budget that we received today; then I
am going to yield time to Mr. RYAN,
who has joined us and can ably respond
to his side of things and how he views
this budget. Then, Mr. MURPHY, you
can go again. And then I am going to
focus my remaining time on Pennsyl-
vania specific programs and how this is
going to affect my home State of Penn-
sylvania.

But for the national overview, I men-
tioned that this budget cuts Medicare.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Would the gen-
tleman yield briefly? I didn’t see where
I fit.

Mr. ALTMIRE. That is because you
weren’t listening. I did mention your
name. I am going to give a broad over-
view, and then I am going to give you
as much time as you need.

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. You
get 2 minutes, Mr. RYAN.

Mr. ALTMIRE. To complete what-
ever it is that you want to say.

So the Medicare and Medicaid cuts of
$300 billion, that is outrageous, that at
a time when the number of Medicare
beneficiaries is growing every year, the
baby boomers are starting to qualify
for Medicare in fiscal year 2008, which
is where this budget takes us, and they
are going to start retiring en masse in
2011 which is during the 5-year budget,
that they would reduce spending for
Medicare beneficiaries at a time when
the number of beneficiaries is going up
exponentially.

Now, these Medicare cuts include
premium increases for millions of bene-
ficiaries totaling $10 billion over the
next 10 years. Let me repeat that.
Medicare beneficiaries at home, many
of them, are going to see their pre-
miums increase to the point where it is
going to add up to $10 billion in pre-
mium increases over the next 10 years.
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But, at the same time that this budget
slashes Medicare funding, of course it
protects special interests, it leaves un-
touched massive overpayments by
Medicare to the HMOs in the Repub-
lican’s Medicare Modernization Act of
2003.

Now, many of the Federal Medicaid
cuts simply increase cost to the State.
These aren’t costs that are going away,
they are just passing the buck along to
the States. So instead of assisting
State efforts to reduce the number of
uninsured, this budget actually im-
pedes progress on States being able to
insure children and others.

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Will
the gentleman yield for a moment on
that point? Just very quickly, I want
to hammer that home. Because when
people out there in the public, and I did
this too when I was watching Congress
for years, sees some of these cuts to
programs here that people up here in
Washington talk about, you know, the
government tightening their belts and
doing the right thing for curbing the
growth of spending programs; what
they don’t understand is that just
passes on the buck, as you said, to the
states. Now, the States sometimes pick
up the tab and pass it along in in-
creases in the sales tax or the income
tax. But in Connecticut what often
happens is that the cuts to these pro-
grams just get passed down again. In
Connecticut, they get passed down to
the local towns, counties, and other
States. And in Connecticut, the prop-
erty taxes just go up. So all of this sup-
posed belt tightening that happens
here to programs that need to get
taken care of, whether they be edu-
cation programs or health care pro-
grams, just get passed down and some-
body else pays for them. That really in
the end, Mr. ALTMIRE, to me is one of
the worst cases of fiscal irrespon-
sibility, because you are pretending
that you are taking care of a problem
when really you are just handing it
down for somebody else to take care of.
And we will take some hits up here if
we need to in order to get taken care of
what needs to be taken care of here
rather than just making somebody else
be responsible.

Mr. ALTMIRE. I appreciate Mr. MUR-
PHY’s comments. When the President
gave his State of the Union Address, he
talked about energy independence and
he always talks about energy independ-
ence and our addiction to foreign oil,
which he likes to talk about. But here
again, the rhetoric did not match the
reality.

President Bush promised in his State
of the Union speech that he was com-
mitted to reducing our dependence on
foreign oil, but this budget fails to ful-
fill this promise. For example, and this
is just a few examples, total energy ef-
ficiency and renewable energy funding
is essentially at the level from when
President Bush first took office. That
doesn’t make any sense for someone
who claims to want to reduce our de-
pendence on foreign oil.
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In addition, the President’s budget
severely cuts weatherization assistance
and low income home energy assist-
ance.

Now, this budget also cuts most egre-
giously renewable energy grants pro-
grams. How can we expect to reduce
our dependence on foreign oil if we are
actually cutting the amount of money
that we are putting into research and
development for alternative fuels? It
just doesn’t add up.

Most alarming, under homeland secu-
rity: Now, if there is any issue where
we should be able to achieve bipartisan
support on funding levels, it should be
homeland security and keeping us safe
at home. But ©particularly dis-
appointing is this President’s request
for programs that support first re-
sponders. Under the President’s budget,
State preparedness grants and training
are reduced 33 percent. They are cut by
a full third. Fire fighter grants amaz-
ingly are reduced by 55 percent. State
and local law enforcement grants
through the Department of Justice also
have deep cuts, thereby depriving our
communities of the critical support
they need to operate in this post 9/11
world. It just doesn’t make any sense.

On jobs and the economy, the folks
who came before us on the other side
bragged about the economy and the job
situation, but 3 million manufacturing
jobs have been lost over the past 6
years. Families continue to struggle to
pay the bills. I know that is the case in
my district in western Pennsylvania.
But this budget slashes funding for the
manufacturing extension partnership
which helps small U.S. manufacturers,
everything from plant modernization
to employee training, it cuts them by
60 percent.

Funding for the advanced technology
program which sponsors research to
solve manufacturing programs is also
slashed.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Would the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. ALTMIRE. I would. And I would
say that that concludes my overview,
so the gentleman has as much time as
he needs to continue the discussion.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I thank the gen-
tleman. And part of what you were say-
ing, some of those initiatives, the man-
ufacturing extension program and
some of these initiatives that we have
had in this country that have really
been able to help small businesses kind
of retool themselves, where this budget
is cutting them we have had to fight
over the last few years to get the levels
up. These are budgets we need to not
only not be cutting, but we need to be
probably doubling the size of the budg-
et because of the kind of value that
they yield and the kind of businesses
that they help.

When you look at what has happened
over the past 5 years, we have had eco-
nomic growth, but wages are down 3.2
percent. We are not arguing that the
economy is not growing. We all know it
is. We all see the same statistics. What
we are saying is that it is not bene-
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fiting everybody. And what does our re-
sponse need to be from the President,
from the Congress as to how do we
close that gap between the rich and the
poor? And some of the initiatives that
are being cut are going to further harm
and aggravate and exacerbate the prob-
lems that we have now that we are try-
ing to fix.

So a couple points that I want to
make here, and I want to thank you
guys for being down here, that the
President just doesn’t even address.
Here they are: Updated by Tom
Manatos, one of the go to guys in the
Speaker’s office. Here we have the new
charts for the budget, 2008 budget au-
thority.

Interest payments on the debt. That
in the red is the interest payments. We
are talking about $230-some billion of
what we are going to spend. That is
what this country will spend just on in-
terest on the debt; not paying the debt
down, just paying the interest pay-
ments from the people we are bor-
rowing the money from.

This is what we are going to pay in
education or spend on education, and
green what we are going to spend on
veterans. This is what we are going to
spend on homeland security. So the
American people, Mr. Speaker, know
quite clearly that we are spending too
much of our money on paying down the
interest.

Now, it is an important point to be
made that this President, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and the previous
Republican Congress borrowed more
money from foreign interests in the
last 5 years than every President in
Congress previous to them combined.

So I find it very interesting that we
hear our friends talk about how when
they owned a small business they had
to balance the budget. We know that.
But when you got into this institution,
this is what you did. So please spare us
the lectures on fiscal responsibility.

Mr. ALTMIRE. If the gentleman
would yield on that point. That is a tax
on everyday Americans. When you in-
crease the national debt to that extent,
and we are talking trillions of dollars,
not even billions of dollars, that adds
to the cost of every American’s mort-
gage, for example. Interest rates go up.
If you have a house that is $200,000, you
are going to be paying between $1,500
and $3,000 more every single year as a
result of the interest rates going up be-
cause we have to pay for that debt.
When we have $400 billion of this budg-
et that is dedicated to reducing the na-
tional debt or paying the interest on
the national debt, that reduces all of
our ability to meet our needs at home,
because that increases interest rates
and we all have to pay for that.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. So not only is the
government not making the invest-
ments to keep tuition costs down, not
making sure that we try to invest our
money to reduce the cost of health care
and Medicare and Medicaid, SCHIP,
and some of these fundamental pro-
grams that we all believe in. We are
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not only not making those, but here is
the critical components because, as
you said, you get the additional burden
of the interest rates going up for credit
cards and everything else that ripples
throughout your own than personal
life.

Here is the kicker. Of that red graph
there, that red bar of net interest that
we are paying interest on the debt,
where are we getting the money? That
is the question that we ask. Where do
we get the money to close the budget
deficit? Here it is, ladies and gentle-
men: Foreign debt held doubled under
the Bush administration to over $2 tril-
lion.

So we are not only spending money
we don’t have, we are not only giving
millionaires tax cuts. But in order to
close the gap, we are borrowing the
money from the Chinese, OPEC coun-
tries, the Japanese in order to close
this gap. So our kids are going to be
paying the Bank of China and the Bank
of Japan and the countries from OPEC,
which is totally, totally ridiculous as
to what our priorities need to be. So we
need to get this budget balanced.

I want to make one final point before
I kick it back to you guys. We are
going to ask people who make millions
of dollars a year to pay more in taxes,
because they have benefited from this
system. Here is our option: We either
go back to the Chinese and we borrow
more money from them, or we ask peo-
ple who have made millions and hun-
dreds of millions if not billions of dol-
lars to help us close this budget gap.
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Now what would you do if you were
in our position? Do you ask a million-
aire to pay a little bit more in taxes or
do you go borrow more from the Chi-
nese and ask middle class Kkids and
lower middle class kids to foot the bill?

There is not a decision to be made.
We have got to ask the wealthiest in
our country to be responsible citizens
of the United States of America. You
benefit from our military. You benefit
from the stability of our markets. You
benefit from our public education. You
benefit from our public infrastructure.
You benefit from the water lines and
sewer lines, clean air and clean water.
All we are saying is we have to ask you
to contribute so that we do not have to
borrow money from the Chinese in
order to fund it.

We cannot be afraid. We do not want
to stymie small business. We do not
want to take away tax incentives from
small business people to reinvest back
into the economy. We want to keep
things like that intact, but we do need
to ask the wealthiest in the country to
pay their fair share.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Thank
you so much to my good friend from
Ohio. What is more baffling is that it is
bad enough that the President is, in
this proposed budget, asking for more
tax cuts for the wealthiest few, but
what is more disheartening, deflating,
insulting is that he is doing it on the
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backs of Medicaid recipients and Medi-
care beneficiaries.

There is a $252 billion Medicare cut, a
net $28 billion Medicaid cut in this
budget. Yet still there are billions of
dollars in tax cuts for the wealthy. I
mean, how do you stand behind a po-
dium at a press conference, how do you
hold up this big, thick, hulking docu-
ment and say that this is a representa-
tion of your values, of our country’s
values?

Tax cuts for the wealthy and slashing
health care for those who need it most
and who can least afford it. I just hon-
estly wonder every single day who
raised these people. What were they
talking about around their dinner
table? It was obviously a different con-
versation than what was discussed
around my dinner table.

I come from not a poor background,
not a wealthy background, but you
know, I ate every night, we woke up
and ate breakfast every day. Because I
was comfortable in that regard and be-
cause my family was able to provide
for us, we were taught around that din-
ner table that you took care of and
gave back. In the Jewish religion, it is
called Tikkun Olam. You give back to
the community and help people who
can least afford it, and this budget is
the antithesis of that. This is give to
the people who can best afford it and
do it and take from the people who can
afford it the least.

I guess that is another example of
why Democrats were successful across
this country. Why both of my col-
leagues were successful in defeating
Republican incumbents because the
message was clear and they wanted a
new direction.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. You know what is
interesting, and it just hit me, that if
we were not here, if NANCY PELOSI was
not Speaker of the House, that budget
would get implemented. That budget
would become law in the United States
of America. The only thing standing
between that budget and the American
people is NANCY PELOSI and HARRY
REID, or that stack of paper would be-
come law, and the wealthiest in the
country would continue to get tax
cuts. We would continue down this
road, borrow more money from Japan
and China and OPEC countries. There
would not be an investment in S-CHIP.
There would not be all the stuff that
Mr. ALTMIRE listed. It is interesting to
just say, hey, the American people did
make a point to put us between that
budget and their everyday lives.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Speak-
ing of S-CHIP, the children’s health in-
surance program, there is actually a
proposal in this budget document that
narrows who would be eligible for the
children’s health insurance program.

Right now, I think the eligibility is
twice that of the poverty level, and
Secretary Leavitt just signed off on a
formula that would narrow those chil-
dren who could potentially be eligible
for children’s health insurance, I mean,
at a time in our country when people
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are struggling to afford health care,
when we have more and more people,
especially children join the ranks of
the uninsured, which means when you
are sick, they cannot afford to go to
the doctor and they use our emergency
rooms as primary health care. Like I
said, where are their values coming
from?

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. To me,
this budget does not spare anybody in
who it offends. This budget has some-
thing to offend poor people, middle
class folks, and it has a lot to offend
rich people in this country.

My district is good enough that it
has a little bit of everything, and part
of the reason that some of us got sent
here after having the other party rep-
resent our districts for a very long
time was that the fiscal policies of this
President, which are symbolized by
this document he sent here, are offen-
sive to people of every income bracket.
For the folks at the bottom of the scale
who need those public schools, who
need those health care programs, well
it takes money out of their pocket.
From middle class families, who are
trying to get their kids through col-
lege, who are trying to fill up their
tank and go to work, it does not do
anything for them either. It cuts alter-
native energy programs.

For people at the top end of the in-
come scale who admittedly are giving a
decent percentage of their income to
the Federal Government, they are
looking at the charts that Mr. RYAN is
throwing up here and saying how on
earth can I justify giving a big chunk
of my income to the Federal Govern-
ment and the Federal Government
sending more and more control of our
money overseas to Chinese and OPEC
Nations.

One last thing on that point. We also
do not give people at the upper end in-
come brackets enough credit. They see
what is happening to the poor families,
to the senior citizens struggling to de-
cide whether they pay their property
tax bill or whether they pay their pre-
scription drugs. Those same people who
have enjoyed these massive tax breaks,
a lot of them will say to me, you know
what, I cannot understand the govern-
ment who has the choice to put $40,000
in my pocket or help the guy around
the corner from me pay for his pre-
scription drugs for another month and
he chooses to give me $40,000.

There are people of every income in
this country who will find something
offensive in this budget, and Mr. RYAN
is exactly right. For the last 6 years, as
you guys said over and over again, all
this House was was a big rubber stamp
on that budget when it showed up here
and no longer.

We now have to stand up for all the
people who have found something to
object to in that budget.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Just
actually if you are momentarily at a
loss, I have the privilege of sitting on
the House Appropriations Committee,
as does Mr. RYAN, and we will have a
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chance to take this document apart
pretty carefully, one of the things that
I was reviewing as we received this
today was just the continuous example
that this administration provides in
representing a policy in one way and
doing something completely different.

I mean, we have to be careful about
the words we choose when we are on
the House floor referring to the Presi-
dent, but I will point you to the section
of the proposed budget that talks about
how we finally are including at least
some portion of the war budget inside
the budget, instead of doing it all as
emergency supplemental funding. So
we have to give the President credit for
at least including a portion of that in
the budget.

However, he actually does not have
any funding for the war, assumes no
funding for the war past the end of 2008.
There is no funding in his proposed
budget for 2009. I think probably every-
one in this country would like nothing
more than for us to be completely fin-
ished in this war in Iraq by that point,
but that is not the track that we are on
and it is not the track that the Presi-
dent has suggested that we are going to
be on.

So, there is a certain lack of clarity
in terms of the distinction between
what his budget represents and his
rhetoric. They are not matching each
other, and I think people see through
that. We are fortunately now running
this institution. So, through our ac-
countability process, we can show the
disparity between what the budget rep-
resents and what the actual policy im-
plementation is.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I think what is
important, too, is we are not sitting
here saying, and I do not want anyone,
Madam Speaker, to misconstrue what
we are saying. We are not just saying
we are going to write bigger checks and
all these problems are going to dis-
appear.

Included in our analysis of that docu-
ment are going to be hearing upon
hearing upon hearing. I have seen the
schedule. We are going to get into the
nuts and bolts of that to figure out how
we can make these programs run bet-
ter, how we can make S-CHIP with the
same amount of money or more money
cover more people, how does it get exe-
cuted, the same with what we need to
do with FEMA. Obviously, we saw that
in Katrina.

Mr. MURTHA’s having hearings and
Mr. SKELTON in the Armed Services
Committee about the war, and how do
we make that mess go away and make
it work better, the execution of war
and what we are trying to do, how do
we make this thing work better.

So this is not just about writing big-
ger checks. This is about making this
whole system run better and more effi-
ciently and more effectively and serve
more people.

Mr. ALTMIRE. I thank Mr. RYAN
from Ohio. I did want to take a mo-
ment or two and just point out the im-
pact specifically that these cuts are
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going to have on my home State of
Pennsylvania because we have talked a
lot about what the budget does for the
Nation and the impact those cuts are
going to have. I wanted to bring it clos-
er to home for some of my constitu-
ents, and this is what they can expect
out of this budget in Pennsylvania.

We talked about Social Security and

the fact that the President
inexplicably once again moves toward
his privatization scheme. Well, in

Pennsylvania we have 1.7 million So-
cial Security beneficiaries, many of
whom could see retirement savings cut
if we moved in that privatization direc-
tion.

More egregiously, the Medicare pro-
gram, as we have talked about sees
dramatic cuts, $300 billion of cuts to
Medicare and Medicaid.

In the State of Pennsylvania, I want
to talk about what this does. Penn-
sylvania’s Medicare beneficiaries would
have to pay higher premiums for cov-
erage of prescription drugs and doctors’
services.

Reimbursement cuts are going to
take effect to home health agencies, to
hospitals and to nursing homes. That is
what the President’s budget does not
only around the Nation but in Pennsyl-
vania.

This administration’s budget, which
we talked about assumes, an eight per-
centage point cut in reimbursement for
Medicare physicians. I do not think
anybody thinks the cost of health care
is going to go down over the next sev-
eral years. It is certainly not going to
go down 8 percent. It usually rises in
double digits each year.

The number of Medicare bene-
ficiaries, as we have talked about, is
going to go up exponentially over the
next several years. Yet, this budget
cuts physician reimbursement for
Medicare by 8 percent. There is no ex-
cuse for that.

The State Children’s Health Insur-
ance Program, which is a program that
was enacted during a period of bipar-
tisan government, one of the ways that
this Congress and the White House
worked together back in the 1990s when
the situation was reversed, they put to-
gether the children’s health insurance
program. Well, this budget submitted
by the President gives $10 billion less
than is needed just to maintain the
current level of coverage in services.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I suggest you just
let the other Members know exactly
who this S-CHIP is supposed to cover,
what it is.

Mr. ALTMIRE. It is covering chil-
dren that are uninsured. In Pennsyl-
vania alone, there is 281,000 uninsured
children. We are talking about children
in this country that lack health insur-
ance, and this program in States all
across this country has gone above and
beyond and covered these children. But
again, the President’s budget gives $10
billion less than is needed just to main-
tain the current level of service, not
even moving in the direction of extend-
ing the program.
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Mr. RYAN of Ohio. We often hear in
these debates how, you know, a certain
party wants to spend money and waste
money on this or that, and we are not
saying that there is not waste in gov-
ernment, and we certainly want to ad-
dress that. Our friends, our Republican
friends, have done absolutely nothing
to try to improve that. In fact, they
borrowed more money from China to
help fund the inefficiencies.

But what we are saying here is here
is a program that covers poor kids. It
gives health care coverage to poor Kids.
So they don’t go to school and cough
on your kid and get your kid sick, not
to mention the humanity of trying to
make sure that they have the proper
amount of health care.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
RYAN, naturally we should cut it.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Yes, so this is
what the President is offering to cut in
his budget. And, as we said before,
would pass if it was not for Speaker
PELOSI.

Mr. ALTMIRE. Now, I wanted to talk
about education funding. The President
is going to talk about how he proposes
an increase in Pell Grant funding for
the first time in many years. But what
he doesn’t tell you is in this budget, it
again cuts or freezes funds for key col-
lege programs like work study pro-
grams, which many of us benefited
from, and there are millions of stu-
dents around the country that benefit
from that today, and it zeroes out,
completely eliminates, supplemental
education opportunity grants.

Now, that doesn’t add up. If you are
going to claim you are helping edu-
cation by increasing Pell Grants on one
side, and you are going to cut, and in
many cases, completely eliminate
other programs for higher education,
those two things don’t balance. As tui-
tion and fees at schools like Penn
State University and my home State
increase year after year, the adminis-
tration’s cuts in student aid will put
college further out of reach for many
Pennsylvania students and students all
around this country.

I wanted to close my Pennsylvania
portion by talking about something I
mentioned earlier, which is perhaps the
most egregious part of this whole budg-
et, and that is the fact that funding for
Pennsylvania’s terrorism prevention
and disaster response is slashed under
this budget. The President’s budget
guts programs that help Pennsylva-
nia’s local governments, prevent and
respond to acts of terrorism and other
major disasters.

The State Homeland Security Grant
Program is cut. The Bush administra-
tion also cuts law enforcement, ter-
rorist prevention programs which have
helped prevent terrorist attacks. They
cut the intelligence gathering, and
they cut interoperability. Now, if ev-
eryone remembers back to 9/11, the big-
gest issue that was exposed, the biggest
flaw in our response, our disaster re-
sponse, was interoperability.
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The police and the fire units could
not coordinate and communicate with
each other, and that was what we
wanted to fix. What we saw in 2005 with
Katrina, 4 years later, the problem had
not been addressed at all.

Now, a year and a half, going on 2
years later, not only has the problem
not been addressed, but the President,
with this budget, does not even take it
seriously, because they are cutting
interoperability to find solutions to
those problems.

Lastly, with regard to Pennsylvania,
this budget again proposes elimination
for two local crime-fighting tools that
are used extensively in Pennsylvania,
the Community Oriented Policing
Service programs, the COPS program,
COPS, and the justice assistance
grants. Now, the COPS program helps
Pennsylvania’s law enforcement agen-
cies hire police officers, enhance crime
fighting technology, and supports
crime prevention initiatives, while the
justice assistance grants support State
and local task forces, community
crime prevention, and prosecution ini-
tiatives.

What sense does it make to reduce
funding for these programs, especially
at a time when we are trying to remain
safe in our homeland security while we
have actions taking place overseas. So
I just don’t see the point of what the
President has tried to accomplish with
this budget. We will hold it up again
one more time before I yield, just so
everybody can take a look at what we
are talking about. This is what was
dropped on all of our desks today. It
does not represent the values of the
American people. It slashes key fund-
ing priorities.

I would yield at this point to Mr.
MURPHY.

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I think
every Member in this House, Repub-
lican or Democrat, can tell the same
story about what this does for their
district, and it is particularly acute in
Pennsylvania. But let us hammer home
what we are talking about. Mr. RYAN
said it very eloquently, we are not just
talking about writing a check. You are,
Mr. RYAN.

We are talking about making
choices, we are not talking about solv-
ing these problems by putting money
into health care, putting more money
in education. We are talking about
where to make choices on the budget,
on who to help and who to take from,
who to help and who to take.

Let’s start with the health care budg-
et for a moment. Let’s start with the
premise that we need to rein in the
health care budget. It is spiraling at a
cost well above inflation, it is one of
the biggest cost drivers in our budgets,
in State budgets, families’ budgets and
small businesses’ budgets. But here is
the choice that you have. You can ei-
ther raise the costs for beneficiaries for
seniors and for people within the chil-
dren with within that SCHIP program.

You can cut people out of the system,
you can take kids off the rolls or sen-
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iors off the rolls, or, you can choose to
ratchet down some of the profits that
you are handing to the drug companies,
or you can choose to roll back some of
the massive overpayments that we
have given to the HMOs, the health
maintenance organizations, in the 2003
Medicare Modernization Act.

Common sense tells you that as you
are looking at massive record profits
being wrapped up by the latter groups,
that maybe, maybe, if you have that
choice, you should take a look at wip-
ing away that little slush fund that
you gave to the HMOs, or allowing the
Federal Government to negotiate using
their bulk purchasing power to just
trim a little bit off of those billion dol-
lar profits being made by the drug com-
panies. Instead, this budget makes a
different choice. It cuts people off of
the rolls and it raises the fees for peo-
ple on there. So this is not just about
writing a bigger check.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. That
brings me back to my, you know, sort
of private thoughts, when reviewing
the budget proposal, and the changes in
the SCHIP program formula, where are
their values, where are their priorities?
If you lay out the choices they had,
they choose covering the formula and
covering fewer kids.

Perhaps it is that President Bush’s
daughters are grown now, or that they
have always had health care coverage
or that he grew up in a family that
maybe didn’t understand need. But
there is something desperately wrong
with the priorities and the values of
this administration in terms of the di-
rection they are moving in this coun-
try.

That is why, at least fortunately
now, Mr. RYAN, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. MUR-
PHY, we have some balance. We have
the ability to exert Congress’ role as a
check and balance. We have the 30-
something Working Group that can
come to the floor each night and talk
about those issues, talk about what is
important to the American people, and
the way we want to continue to move
this country in the new direction that
our constituents have asked for.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I find this an ap-
propriate time, as we are wrapping up,
I think, we only have a couple of min-
utes left, to remember what happened
here in the first 100 hours that is in
contrast to that document there. Of all
the things we talked about in the last
55 minutes or so, 45 minutes, we should
make note of that in the first 100 hours
the Democratic Congress raised the
minimum wage to $7.25 an hour. We cut
student loan interest rates in half that
will save the average family $4,400, so
you get a pay raise. If you have a kid
in school that is taking out loans, we
will save you $4,400.

We allowed the Secretary of Health
and Human Services to negotiate down
drug prices so our seniors will have less
cost to bear for their drug prices, and
then we repealed the corporate welfare
and invested that money in alternative
energy and passed a stem cell research
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bill to open up two new sectors of the
economy for job growth. Compare the
first 100 hours and who we helped, and
you take that document there that
cuts health care for poor kids. That is
the difference between what the Amer-
ican people did in the last election, and
what we had to deal with within the
last, between 6 and 14 years, depending
on how you are counting.

Now I get to do this again, show you
guys how to do this. If you want to e-
mail us, any of the Members,
30SomethingDems@mail.house.gov or
you can get on the Web site at
www.speaker.gov/30Something and
send us your comments. All of these
charts that we have here are available
on the Web site for other members.

Mr. ALTMIRE. Madam Speaker, at
this time we yield back our time.

————
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DOT-COM BUBBLE BURST

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. GIF-
FORDS). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 18, 2007, the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) is recog-
nized for the remainder of the time
until midnight.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, 1
want to thank the presenters of the
previous hour that have come down
here, especially my friend, Mr. RYAN
from Ohio. They have been persistent
and they have been relentless.

At some point I think it would be
very engaging for us to be able to actu-
ally share an hour and do that kind of
point, counterpoint that can bring
these issues to the top for the Amer-
ican people. And I want to say again,
my highest compliment is for persist-
ence. I am going to make some com-
ments here on accuracy and on per-
spective.

I think we need to take us back.
Since we have gone back to the future
in this last hour, Madam Speaker, I
would take us back to where we were
here in the United States of America
on the date, and I will call it Sep-
tember 10, 2001.

That was the date on which we were
in the middle of the bursting of the
dot-com bubble, the day before the
September 11 attacks on our financial
centers, the Pentagon and in the fields
of Pennsylvania, which may have been
the White House or this Capitol build-
ing itself, Madam Speaker.

On that day, the American people
were just beginning to understand
what had happened to our economy. We
had this growing economy that has
been credited over here many, many
times over to President Clinton. I want
to tell you that the Republican Con-
gress balanced the budget through the
1990s. And they might have done so be-
cause they did not approve of the Clin-
ton policies. There might have been a
measure of spite. But they balanced
the budget.

And the reason I will give that credit
to the Republican majority in this Con-
gress is because Bill Clinton vetoed
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their budget several times. That kept
us from having a balanced budget until
finally they had to reach a com-
promise, and those balanced budgets
flowed forward.

This economy grew, and it grew out
beyond expectations. And the biggest
reason, Madam Speaker, that it grew
was because we had this economic phe-
nomenon called the dot-com bubble.
Well the dot-com bubble was that we
had discovered in our research, in our
technology and science and in informa-
tion, that the microchip and the con-
figuration of the microchip and the
configurations of the software and our
infrastructure that allowed us to put
that all together, we found out in the
middle 1990s that we could store and
transfer information more quickly
than ever before in all of history.

And when that happened, there were
companies that looked around and
said, voila, we have a microchip. We
can find a way to do something with
that. Let’s start up a dot-com company
and we will go public and we will sell
shares on our ability to store and
transfer information more efficiently
than ever before, Madam Speaker.

And so those companies lit up and
did that. And the stock market grew
and grew and grew and grew. And there
was a return on those investments, not
because the companies were making
money, but on the speculative value,
Madam Speaker, on the ability to store
and transfer information faster than
ever before.

That went through the 1990s and into
the year 2000. And in the year 2000,
President Bush was elected. And about
that time, sometime about the begin-
ning actually of the year 2000, the mar-
ket, the stock market began to under-
stand that this dot-com bubble, which
was this growth in the values of their
shares on the New York Stock Ex-
change was really based upon the spec-
ulation that we could store and trans-
fer information more quickly than ever
before, and not based upon the eco-
nomic value of the ability to be able to
store and transfer information more
quickly than ever before.

And so the adjustments began to be
made in that stock market. And when
they were made, it took it down to,
what is this information worth? Just
because we can store and transfer it
more quickly does not mean it has
more value, it has to add efficiency to
the productivity of companies, or it
has got to have a marketable value to
people that will say pay a higher price
for a higher speed Internet, not just for
their business reasons, that is legiti-
mate, but also for their recreational
reasons.

Only two reasons this information
age that had blossomed and grown,
Madam Speaker, only had value be-
cause it added efficiency to the compa-
nies that we had and those that would
be developed and grown, or that ability
to store and transfer information could
be marketed for recreational purposes.

Well, about the year 2000 the market
began making those adjustments. And
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the market decided there is too much
capital invested in this. There is too
much speculation invested in this. We
really cannot turn out the kind of pro-
ductivity that is necessary to justify
the capital investment that had grown
this dot-com bubble in our market-
place.

And so astute investors began to di-
vest themselves of their investments
within those dot-com companies, some
of them not all of them. Those that had
the highest promise, at least on the
measure of the capital invested, the
money stayed with them. Those that
had the least promise the money left
them.

As the market adjusted, we had this
thing we called the bursting of the dot-
com bubble. That took place in about
the year 2000, 2000, 2001, as President
Bush was being sworn in out here on
the west portico of the Capitol for his
first term in January of 2001, the burst-
ing of the dot-com bubble was almost
audible at that point.

Well, as that bubble slowly burst and
flowed across the year 2001, Madam
Speaker, it took us up to September 11
of 2001, when, as we know, the planes
went crashing into the Twin Towers
and into the Pentagon, into the field in
Pennsylvania.

And the attack on our financial cen-
ters, and an attack on our strategic
center over here at the Pentagon, of
our military strategic center, was dev-
astating. It was designed to take the fi-
nancial center of the United States of
America to its knees.

Well, that did shut down our finan-
cial center the rest of that week. We
were open for business, might have ac-
tually been on the following Friday,
but we were at least open for business
the following Monday after September
11. But we got our stock market up and
going again, our financial centers
started going again. We patched things
in. We rigged them up so that we could
work and we could trade. As we began
to trade, the markets began to adjust
the impact on them.

That blow to our financial centers on
September 11, on top of the bursting of
the dot-com bubble where there were
two devastating hits on our economy,
yves we were cruising along, Madam
Speaker, with anticipated balanced
budgets as far as the eye could see. But
those balanced budgets did not antici-
pate the bursting of the dot-com bub-
ble, nor did they anticipate the attack
on the Twin Towers in New York City.

And so we began to make our adjust-
ments. And then following that, the ob-
vious result was, that we had to spend
hundreds of billions of dollars to pro-
tect us from the terrorists who were
attacking the United States of Amer-
ica and western civilization itself.

That took money, Madam Speaker.
And this Congress pulled together in
bipartisan effort, Democrats over here,
Republicans over here, came together
and said we are one people. We are the
United States of America and our num-
ber one most responsible Constitu-
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tional position is to protect the Amer-
ican people.

And so we set forth here in this Con-
gress to protect the American people.
And some of the things that we did
were to provide that our military
could, number one, go over to Afghani-
stan and into the mountains in Paki-
stan and go take out those al-Qaeda
centers where they had been
strategizing and planning these ter-
rorist attacks on the United States.

And in the process it was necessary
to liberate Afghanistan and set up a
government in Afghanistan that re-
flected the will of the people, a govern-
ment of, by and for the people of Af-
ghanistan. We did that within 2 to 2%
months of the September 11 attacks in
2001, at the cost of billions of dollars,
Madam Speaker.

Now here we are, the bursting of the
dot-com bubble, the attacks on the
Twin Towers, our financial centers,
and the Pentagon and in Pennsylvania,
and the necessity to engage in military
conflict clear across the globe over in
Afghanistan and Pakistan, which our
glorious United States military did so
successfully, and took out the Taliban
and liberated the Afghani people. The
Afghan people went to the polls there
in that country for the first time in the
history of the world. A magnanimous
thing, all at great cost for a great
cause.

These three things that I have talked
about, Madam Speaker, the bursting of
the dot-com bubble, which brought our
stock market down, the attacks on our
financial centers at the Twin Towers
took it down further, and the cost of
supporting and maintaining and equip-
ping our military to liberate the Af-
ghan people all three things hit this
budget hard.

Now, I do not think there was anyone
on that side of the aisle that made the
argument then that we should have
only done these things within the con-
fines of a balanced budget. I did not
hear them say that. I did not hear any-
body say that. I did not even read an
editorial that said, well, you know, it
is a pretty responsible thing that we
have to do here, we have to recover
from the bursting of the dot-com bub-
ble, we have got to recover from the at-
tack on the Twin Towers, and we have
to spend tens of billions, in fact more
than a hundred billion dollars going
into Afghanistan to take out the
Taliban and al-Qaeda and free the Af-
ghan people, but we should only do so
within the confines of a balanced budg-
et.

No, nobody said that, Madam Speak-
er. Nobody on that side said that. No-
body on this side said that. We were
unanimous in our judgment that we
needed to protect the American people
at whatever cost. And so our military
went forth, under the command and
order of our commander in chief and
carried out their duty and liberated the
Afghan people and took out the
Taliban and took out al-Qaeda in the
mountains in Afghanistan and in Paki-
stan.
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They did their job. We all knew that
we would be deficit spending here in
this Congress to protect the American
people because the decision of bal-
ancing the budget in a time of great
national peril was not a hard decision.
When you are in great national peril
you go into debt.

Can anyone imagine fighting World
War II when we spent 38 percent of our
gross domestic product on our mili-
tary, fighting that war without going
into debt? We sold war bonds over and
over and over again. We ginned up Hol-
lywood. Hollywood started running
movies to raise the morale of the
American people and to keep us to-
gether as one people. And strategy
after strategy was designed here out of
Washington and from Franklin Delano
Roosevelt to pull us together as a peo-
ple, to not be divisive, to unify in our
efforts against the Nazis to our east
and the imperialist Japanese to our
west. That was the strategy of the
United States, and we pulled together
as one people, Madam Speaker. And we
spent 38 percent of our gross domestic
product in those years of World War II.

And the zero unemployment that we
have today at about 4.6 percent during
World War II went to 1.3. That is closer
to a full employment economy. It is
still not a full employment economy,
but that is a lot closer.

And we sit here today, and I am hear-
ing the argument that somehow we
should have walked through this whole
thing with a balanced budget. You
know, if we had done that, there is
something my friends on the other side
of the aisle that know to be fact and, in
fact, I think they are whistling
through the graveyard crossing their
fingers behind their back saying I wish
that that had been the case. They know
that if we had done so and balanced the
budget then we would have gone into a
tailspin recession, if not a hard core de-
pression.

But what happened throughout that,
the bursting of the dot-com bubble, the
attacks on the twin towers, the libera-
tion of Afghanistan and subsequently
the liberation of the Iraqi people, what
happened, was our Commander in
Chief, who also is the President of the
United States, George W. Bush, came
to this Congress with two financial
proposals, two tax cut proposals, one in
2001 and one in 2003. And the vision was
this, if we don’t reduce taxes and stim-
ulate this economy, the burden of this
bursting of the dot-com bubble and the
attack on the twin towers and the ne-
cessity to liberate Afghanistan and
Iraq, the burden of all of that will fall
on this economy, and the United States
of America would certainly, and I don’t
mean, Madam Speaker, almost cer-
tainly, I mean the burden certainly
would have fallen on this economy and
it certainly would have put us in a re-
cession, and perhaps a severe depres-
sion.

Now, Madam Speaker, I would sub-
mit that if we were to consider what
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this country would have been like if we
had not cut taxes, if we had not re-
duced capital gains, if we had not re-
duced dividend taxes, if we hadn’t let
people keep more of the money that
they earn and allow them to reinvest it
and get a return on that investment, if
we hadn’t made those changes in the
2001 and 2003 Bush tax cuts, this econ-
omy would have slowed to a crawl. It
would have tail spun into a recession,
perhaps a depression.

But the President knew, and this
Congress knew, and the Republican
majority knew, and I thank you all of
my colleagues for being part of that,
knew that if we could cut taxes we
could stimulate economic growth. If we
can stimulate economic growth, we can
grow our way out of this deficit spend-
ing that is necessary at this time of
great national peril. And that is what
we did. We did follow the leadership of
the White House and President Bush.
We did cut taxes in 2001. We did cut
taxes in 2003. And the economy re-
sponded in kind. And there is no logical
argument that the cutting of taxes did
not stimulate the economy.

If anybody over on this side has a dis-
agreement, I would be happy to yield
some time. But it did stimulate the
economy, and this economy grew. And
quarter after quarter after quarter, we
saw the longest period of economic
growth in the history of the United
States of America flow forth through
this economy, quarter after quarter.
And most of those quarters were over 3
percent growth. And I would quote it
all back to you but it has been so good
that I have lost track the last two or
three quarters, so I can’t tell you ex-
actly what those numbers are. But I
know there have many, many quarters
that this economy has grown and
grown significantly, perhaps grown
dramatically. But this is a stable, long
term growth just the kind you want if
you draw it up on the chart.

And so here we are. After a political
campaign, November 7 election, after I
have heard over here this economy is
bad and it is not providing jobs for peo-
ple, well, when has it been better? If
anybody on that side of the aisle has
an answer to that, I would be happy to
yield to you. Just stand up. I would be
happy to yield to you. When has the
economy been better than it is now?
When has it grown more consistently?
When has it provided more jobs? When
has the private sector had more stimu-
lation than it has now? Not in my life-
time, Madam Speaker. This is the best
economy that we have ever seen.

And here we are, it is stimulated by
the Bush tax cuts of 2001 and 2003, and
we are faced with, now, a Democrat
majority that wants to increase taxes.
So I have a few charts here to help peo-
ple out, Madam Speaker. And this
chart says, having called the tax cuts
beyond irresponsible, the chairman of
the Ways and Means Committee said,
he cannot think of one of George
Bush’s first term tax cuts that merit
renewal.
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Well, those first term tax cuts in-
clude all of the Bush tax cuts, as my
recollection is. So if he can’t think of
one that merits renewal, Madam
Speaker, I would point out, I can’t
think of one that does not merit re-
newal, that this economic growth and
this economic recovery has been al-
most a historical miracle.

But for the chairman of the Ways and
Means Committee to not acknowledge
an economic fact, Madam Speaker, is
an astonishing thing. And as I listen to
the debate here on the floor tonight,
and as I listen to my colleagues here
deliver their view and their opinion,
which they are entirely welcome to,
and I respect that, it occurs to me that
their probably isn’t one shred of empir-
ical data that would pry them off of
their political position.

But I will say that we have the abil-
ity over here on this side of the aisle to
deductively reason, and we know that
there are incentives for people, and
when there is profit involved, people
produce more. When there is less profit
involved they will produce less. And if
there is no profit involved, even if they
want to produce, they won’t last long.
Their business will go under and they
will go broke.

So in a free market economy, you
have to have people that can make a
little bit of money. And if they can
make a little money, they are going to
like it and they will make a little more
money. And when you have a tax and a
regulatory structure that allows for
people to have some profit, they will
continue to produce. And our gross do-
mestic product goes up and the number
of jobs go up and the wages that they
can afford to pay go up and the benefits
that they pay go up, which means the
families are better off, that is more
money, Madam Speaker, in the pockets
of the families of the American people.
And then we become a better place to
live.

And these Bush tax cuts have not re-
duced the revenue stream into this
country. They have increased it by
every measure imaginable. And it
might be possible to do a static kind of
a calculation that says, well, yes, if we
just increase taxes 50 percent we will
get 50 percent more revenue. Madam
Speaker, I won’t disagree with that.
You can do that static calculation, and
you may actually even get 50 percent
more revenue the very first quarter
that you increase taxes by 50 percent.

But human nature has got to play
into that equation too, and human na-
ture says, well, taxes were too high. I
don’t think I really want to work those
extra overtime hours. I don’t want to
do 60 hours a week. I am going to be
happy with 40 because Uncle Sam takes
too big of a cut. The taxes are too high.
I am not going to sit there and make
those extra sales phone calls at night.
I am going to go home and see my fam-
ily. I am going to settle for less in-
come. Or the business owner that says
well, the taxes are too high. I was
going to add an extra line on to my
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manufacturing plant here and hire an
extra hundred people, but, no, taxes are
too high. The regulations are too high.
I am going to be just satisfied with
what I have. Or maybe shrink it down
a little bit and maximize my profits
and just stay here, hold the status quo.

O 2330

That is what goes on in the minds of
the people who are creating the jobs in
America, especially America’s small
business people. For when they hear
over here, Madam Speaker, that they
want to increase taxes and punish the
producers in America, the producers
aren’t stupid. They are going to decide
I can take so much punishment but I
can’t take that much punishment; so I
am going to back up a little bit and I
am going to back off. I am going to
quit creating jobs and probably lay a
few people off. I am going to consoli-
date my business, and maybe I will just
coast out the rest of my life. And you
have lost that business owner for the
rest of their life. And you have got to
then rely on some young entrepreneur
to come in and light this thing up. But
why will they if you take away, in your
perverse way, taxing the incentives of
the entrepreneurs of America, which is
a life blood of who we are as a people?

So the chairman of the Ways and
Means Committee, having called the
tax cuts beyond irresponsible, the
chairman said he cannot think of one
of George Bush’s first-term tax cuts
that merits renewal. Astonishing.
Would you really want to back up and
give up on the longest period of growth
in history, and I have to be careful of
that, at least in my history? And I
know of no time in the history of the
United States of America where we had
more growth.

Well, it is one thing, Madam Speaker,
to take the position that the chairman
of the Ways and Means Committee can-
not think of one that merits renewal,
but here is a statement that comes
from the chairman of the Ways and
Means Committee, and that is Sep-
tember 26 of 2006, where he vowed to
put all of President Bush’s 2001 and 2003
tax cuts on the chopping block.

Why? Why in the world, Madam
Speaker, would you take something
that has proven success, this long pe-
riod of growth that has run 3 percent
and more for most of the last dozen
quarters or more, dozen and a half
quarters at least, and put them all on
the chopping block and chop them off
and let them go? Why? Why would that
be the case? Aren’t we looking forward
to a chairman of the Ways and Means
Committee that maybe is an economist
or at least a well-versed, well-read
amateur economist, and wouldn’t an
economist who is the chairman of the
Ways and Means Committee want to
have reasonable growth, maybe even
dynamic growth, here in the United
States of America? What would be the
merit in trying to kill the economy of
the country that you have sworn to de-
fend and that you love, and, in fact, in
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his case, has stood up and put his life
on the line and defended, to his credit?

It can only be one thing. I do not
think he really wants to destroy the
economy of the United States of Amer-
ica, but I think there is a political
agenda, Madam Speaker. And this will
be devastating to the economy of the
United States if these tax cuts from
2001 and 2003 are put on the chopping
block. And it isn’t that they have to be
put on the block and voted down. These
tax cuts sunset. They will need action
in the House and the Senate to be re-
newed. And they need to be renewed be-
cause we know what kind of growth
they have stimulated.

In fact, last September, and I believe
the date was September 15, under these
Bush tax cuts, the Federal Government
collected more money on that day than
any other day in the history of the
United States of America. September
15, 2006. That would be the last time
that happened under the Rangel plan.

So, Madam Speaker, I would submit
that these tax cuts do have a sunset
and that sunset for them, the date that
they expire, is 1,426 days from now;
1,426 from now, Madam Speaker, and if
this Congress does nothing, they ex-
pire.

Now, I would ask why would it be
that the chairman of the Ways and
Means Committee, Speaker PELOSI,
and the leadership on the Democrat
side of the aisle would want to see the
Bush tax cuts expire. Well, it is be-
cause if that does not happen, they
cannot balance their budget. They
can’t balance their budget without an
increase in taxes. And this brings
about, when those dates expire, a real
increase in taxes. Regardless of how it
is voted, regardless of how the bill is
brought forward, regardless of what
might be amended, in the end if these
tax cuts are not extended, the result is
a tax increase. A tax increase will tem-
porarily fund their spending increases,
and they will be able to claim that
they have a balanced budget for a little
while.

But that won’t last long, Madam
Speaker. But the temporary timing of
this comes together in such a way that
the expiration of the Bush tax cuts in
1,426 days is nice and handy because
they can use that to claim that they
are complying with PAYGO, the pay-
as-you-go plan, the not-going-to-spend-
any-more-money-than-you-have-com-
ing-in plan, the plan that says if we
want to spend more money, we will
just increase taxes on the backs of the
American people, the hardworking
American people. And I believe the
government takes enough out of their
paychecks, Madam Speaker.

I believe we have hardworking Amer-
icans who are still working hard and
struggling to make ends meet. They
have to have a budget. The American
people have to meet that budget. When
they look at what they need to do in
order to live within their means, they
make those decisions, Madam Speaker.
And they don’t have the option to de-
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cide in 1,426 days I am going to raise
taxes. I am going to kick that up to
the point where now I can raise spend-
ing.

No. The American people have to be
responsible. They have to look at the
paycheck they have coming in and
make decisions on what they can af-
ford, what standard of living they can
afford to have. And so they will decide
if they can have that cabin at the lake
or that new SUV or that boat or wheth-
er they are going to plastic their win-
dows and try to keep their heat bill
down so that they can live within their
means. We all have to make those
kinds of decisions to live within our
means, and when a decision is made to
take money out of the pockets of the
American people, those people that are
out there putting plastic over their
windows in one of the coldest winters
that we have had in a long, long time,
Madam Speaker, and we are taxing
them, raising their taxes so that this
government can spend more money to
buy more votes and influence more
people across this country, it is a trav-
esty of justice.

I have been with some of the Demo-
crats, Madam Speaker, and some of
them said they want to balance the
budget. And when they say that, you
can’t get them to admit that they want
to increase taxes to balance the budg-
et. Some of the Blue Dogs will say they
want to balance the budget in a respon-
sible way. I can’t get them to say they
would do so without increasing taxes.
In fact, whenever they have offered a
balanced budget here on the floor, it al-
ways has had an increase in taxes as
part of their balanced budget.

So I have taken a look at our budget,
Madam Speaker, and decided what
needs to happen. If we are going to bal-
ance the budget, the American people
ought to know what it takes to balance
the budget here in the United States of
America. About $2.8 trillion is our
budget, and we have a lot of revenue
coming in, and the revenue increase
has been double digits the last 2 to 3
years because this economy has been so
strong and the unemployment has been
so low and the new jobs created have
been so dynamic. All of this seems to
be a secret to the American people, but
that is all fact, Madam Speaker. But
still we have this growth in entitle-
ments. The entitlements of Medicare,
Medicaid, Social Security, and you add
to that the cost of interest that is
going up, and as interest goes up, of
course, the more national debt that we
have. No one in this Congress aside
from myself, Madam Speaker, is talk-
ing about how do you balance the budg-
et, how do you balance the budget
without increasing taxes.

I want this dynamic economy. I want
to see double-digit increase in our rev-
enue stream. I don’t want to kill the
goose that lays the golden egg. The
people on this side of the aisle, Madam
Speaker, have a belief that there is
something evil about that goose that
lays the golden egg, and they want to
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kill that goose by increasing taxes. But
as for me, I will submit that I am will-
ing to cut some spending. Let us take
this on down to the point where we can
balance this budget and then balance
the budget without increasing taxes,
Madam Speaker.

And I have done a little calculation
on this, and this is nothing but a little
napkin calculation with a calculator
off of my belt, and the final numbers
will be coming in in the next couple of
days, and if all goes well, I will be able
to introduce a bill and we can have a
debate on this floor on a real balanced
budget, Madam Speaker.
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But if we were to hold defense spend-
ing harmless, let defense spending grow
the way it needs to, because we have to
protect the American people, set that
part aside, and then put into it non-de-
fense discretionary spending, that is
the spending that is not including the
entitlements, being Social Security,
Medicare, Medicaid, also the necessity
to pay for the interest on the national
debt, those things all tied together,
plus non-defense discretionary, all of
that together, if we would look at the
2007 fiscal year budget and make ad-
justments in that for 2008, it would be
necessary for us to cut about 8 percent
across-the-board in all of those cat-
egories if we were going to balance the
budget.

So when the American people clamor
for a balanced budget, they need to un-
derstand what they are talking about.
They need to understand the impact on
their own budget, what happens to
their Social Security benefits, their
Medicaid and Medicaid benefits, and, of
course, we have to pay the interest bill,
and then how we have to shrink down
some of the discretionary spending in
this Federal budget.

All of that can happen with the sup-
port of the American people. An 8 per-
cent cut seems to me to be a bit Draco-
nian. But if we had frozen our Federal
spending when I came to this Congress
in 2003, we would have a balanced budg-
et today, Madam Speaker, with a mini-
mal amount of pain, and we would be
able to have a debate for the American
people that would be focused on what is
the future of this country going to be?

We can’t make these adjustments to
Social Security if we are not willing to
make those changes that were called
for by President Bush with personal re-
tirement accounts. If we can’t give peo-
ple a percentage of their Social Secu-
rity that they are contributing into
their own control so that they can have
some investment in their own destiny,
while we guarantee those benefits to
our seniors, if we can’t make those
changes, the inevitable result is,
Madam Speaker, we will have to cut
the benefits to our seniors.

I want to keep that pledge to our sen-
iors. Because of that, I want to con-
figure a kind of Social Security reform
that will allow for a measure of that to
go into personal retirement accounts
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so that we can get people with their
own accounts down the road a ways
that can be independent and stand up
and take care of their own retirement.
That an essential component of this.

If we don’t do that, we are going to
have to look the American people in
the eye and say we didn’t have the will
to do the right thing. Now we are going
to have to do the necessary thing. The
necessary thing then would be to re-
duce benefits or increase contributions.
In either case, increasing contributions
at a time when we have fewer people
working and more people collecting, as
the baby-boomers come on line, and I
am one, Madam Speaker, it is no time
to put more burden on the workers in
America. That will be the inevitable
result if we are not able to bring re-
form to the Social Security plan.

So, 8 percent across-the-board, hold-
ing defense spending harmless, that
will get us pretty close to a balanced
budget. That is 8 percent plus or minus
about half a percent. Closer numbers
are coming in in the next few days.

Now, the question is, over here as I
listen to the people on the other side of
the aisle, they don’t seem to trust the
free markets. In fact, I don’t know that
they understand the free markets. But
the question for the American people,
Madam Speaker, is do you trust gov-
ernment or do you trust free markets?
Do you trust them when it comes to
who is going to do the best job of man-
aging and controlling your money?

I will submit that the people that
earn the money ought to have control
of the money, and they will spend it
better than government spends it al-
most every time. When it comes to
health care, they need control of their
own health care. They have to be able
to control their own destiny, to have
the freedom of choice to decide where
they want to invest their health care
dollars.

I appreciate the President coming
here to this floor and speaking from
the location where you are, Madam
Speaker, about the need to provide for
full deductibility for health insurance
premiums, at least for those with
under $15,000 in health insurance pre-
miums.

We have had a pretty good and
healthy history with employer-based
health care plans, but it is not enough.
We have too many American people
that are not insured for health care. If
we can give them full deductibility of
their health care benefits so they can
make that deduction and make the cal-
culation on their bottom line and de-
termine it is better for them to be in-
sured than not be insured, we will
have, instead of having 47 million peo-
ple uninsured, we will have far less un-
insured, and this country is better off
and people will be making more deci-
sions individually between them and
their doctor.

I want the American people to nego-
tiate with their doctor, every indi-
vidual American to have that personal
relationship and be able to control that
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account and have an insurance policy
that they know and understand and
one that is fully deductible and one
that is portable; one that even though
the employer may contribute to the
premium, they can take it with them
when they go from job to job, which
there is more job moving now than in
the history of this country.

I want the American people to have a
Health Savings Account, Madam
Speaker, that they can invest money
in; that goes in tax-free, and then as
the money rolls out that is spent back
into premiums, in major medical
health care and having regular annual
tests to monitor their health situation,
so that we have a healthy America
with all the right incentives that are
set up, rather than the perverse incen-
tives being set up.

Then one day, having those Ameri-
cans that are young today, they could
put a little over $5,000 into their Health
Savings Account annually and manage
their health care and get the tests
done, watch their weight, exercise, ab-
stain from tobacco, minimize their al-
cohol use and have a healthy lifestyle,
those Americans will arrive at retire-
ment with six figures times something
in their Health Savings Account.

Madam Speaker, it is my view and
my vision that that day will come
when there are hundreds of thousands
of dollars wrapped up in individual
Health Savings Accounts that haven’t
been used because they have a healthy
lifestyle, and they have been insured
for catastrophic insurance and had
enough money to take care of the de-
ductible in order to do that, and saved
hundreds and thousands of dollars in
their health insurance premiums. When
they arrive at 656 and qualify for Medi-
care, we can look at them and say,
well, Joe and Sally, you have done
pretty well. You have taken care of
your health and you have got this nice
nest egg in your Health Savings Ac-
count. And let’s just say it is half a
million dollars, just to put a big num-
ber up there on the board, and let’s just
say at age 656 they can negotiate for a
paid up health insurance plan, Madam
Speaker, for the balance of their life
that would substitute for Medicare.

Let’s just say the Federal Govern-
ment can step in there and say, you
know what we are going to help sub-
sidize that? We would like to buy you
down on that. We can get together on
that. Out of your $500,000 and our Fed-
eral Treasury, we will put together
some money so that we can provide a
paid health insurance plan, and that
paid up health insurance plan would
substitute for Medicare, and the rest of
your life you would be covered under
that, kind of like an annuity that
takes care of your health care.

Then, let’s just say that that takes
$250,000 out of the $500,000 that happens
to be in the Health Savings Account by
the time Joe and Sally, who are now at
the young age, arrive at 65 and qualify
for Medicare, now they have a quarter
of a million dollars left over. What we
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would they do that? My answer would
be whatever you so choose. You have
managed your lives well. You have
been fortunate. You have a strong
Health Savings Account. You provided
a paid up health insurance plan for the
rest of your life, you and our Medicare
funding has supplemented to create
that. Now we want to reward you and
let you take the money out of your
Health Savings Account, travel the
world, will it to your kids, do whatever
you would like to do.

Madam Speaker, who could be op-
posed to such a thing? I would submit
there will be many on this side of the
aisle that will be opposed to such a
thing because they don’t want inde-
pendence for the American people.
They don’t have confidence in the judg-
ment of the American people. They
want dependence for the American peo-
ple. They want the American people to
be dependent so they can come back to
Congress and say I need you. Set me up
a health care plan and tax my neigh-
bor, tax that rich person, punish them
for their productivity. Give me some of
the benefits of that. They set up this
class warfare which empowers them po-
litically. That is the side of the aisle,
the psychology that comes there.

Then, Madam Speaker, as I watch
this clock tick down, there are a few
other pieces of subject matter that
need to be addressed. One of them was
brought up by our group here in the
previous hour, and that was the issue
of energy.

I know that we have disagreed con-
sistently on what we should do to de-
velop American energy sources. My
view is we need to develop our Amer-
ican energy sources. Every place where
we can legitimately do so in an envi-

ronmentally friendly fashion, we
should open up American energy.
O 2350

We have at least 406 trillion cubic
feet of natural gas offshore, and most
of that is offshore around Florida and
some in the gulf that is not Florida. 406
trillion cubic feet of natural gas; and
yet we sit here, and last fall, last
minute in our lame duck session we
opened up a tiny little sliver of off-
shore drilling.

We have mineral rights out to 200
miles, and yet the idea is if we would
put a gas well down at 199 miles out,
somebody that was planning on going
to Florida to sit on the beach would
hear about that and decide, well, I
know I can’t see 199 miles out offshore,
but somehow I would know that was
out there so I don’t want to sit on a
beach that has somebody drawing nat-
ural gas off a platform that is invisible
to me and environmentally friendly.

And, by the way, there has been no
gas well that has ever polluted any-
thing anytime. If there has ever been a
gas well eruption, it went off into the
atmosphere. And so it is not an envi-
ronmental issue; and because they are
out so far from the shoreline it is not
a scenery issue, which is no excuse
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anyway, Madam Speaker. It is a polit-
ical issue.

Here in this country we have people
who are environmentalists who jump
on the environmental band wagon and
then they oppose anything that they
decide could have an argument that
would be against the environment, and
they do so so they can raise political
money and they can support political
candidates, and they do so in defiance
of rationale and they do so in defiance
of logic.

Again, they have set aside this West-
ern Civilization tenet of the age of rea-
son, deductive reasoning. Deductive
reasoning says, well, if you have a lot
of natural gas offshore in Florida and if
you can only see about 12 miles off-
shore, and even if you could see those
rigs out there, it doesn’t matter to me,
I could sit on the beach with a rig out
there, it is something to look at. But it
is beyond where they could see.

Would you not in a deductively rea-
soning way, Madam Speaker, go in
there and explore for that oil and the
gas and open that up and bring that
natural gas into the United States and
produce all the things we do, plastics
and fertilizer? I mean, the cost of our
fertilizer is the cost of our food. The ni-
trogen fertilizer that goes in, 90 per-
cent of the input comes from natural
gas. So you can’t grow anything with-
out nitrogen. And our corn that pro-
duces our ethanol is founded in a nitro-
gen base.

So if we are going to be able to re-
duce our dependency on foreign oil, we
have got to have more natural gas to
produce the fertilizer. And we can go
out there and explore for that and have
American energy coming up out of the
bottom of the ocean and pumping it
into the United States and turning it
into fertilizer and heating our homes
and our factories and using it to
produce all kinds of a myriad of prod-
ucts. But somehow the environmental-
ists have blocked that all down, not be-
cause it is rational, not because they
can deductively reason that it makes
sense, but simply because there is some
visceral instinct that says we think we
can raise some campaign dollars and
we can get some people to oppose that.

And, by the way, if we are emotional
about it, they won’t even stop and
think. Which is the truth, Madam
Speaker. They didn’t stop and think
about ANWR, either. And I did. And I
thought, well, if this is perhaps today’s
largest energy reserve that the United
States of America has, and if I am see-
ing commercials that show the Sierra
Club and they put out this commercial
that shows this pristine alpine forest
and they say don’t go up there and ex-
plore in ANWR because you will be de-
stroying this pristine alpine forest, and
I looked at that and I thought some of
that doesn’t add up so good for me,
Madam Speaker.

So I went up there to ANWR, the
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge,
ANWR, traveled all over it, flew over
it, down low, looked for everything,
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looked for wildlife, hours in the air at
the lowest altitude they let us fly look-
ing out the windows trying to find
massive caribou herd or maybe rein-
deer herd or a lot of polar bears or
maybe some seals swimming around
out there. And in all of that flight back
and forth and looking down and all of
us looking out the windows, Madam
Speaker, we saw two white birds and
four musk oxen. And those four musk
oxen were standing there with their
heads down doing nothing, of course it
was cold, and they weren’t disturbed by
anything going on.

Madam Speaker, I would submit that
some of the environmentalists on the
other side of the aisle, and one comes
to mind would perhaps be my friend
DENNIS KUCINICH from Ohio, go up
there with me sometime and let’s look
out the window of the plane and fly
along and see if you can point out the
oil fields that are there in the North
Slope, the North Slope that went
through all the court action back in
the early 1970s, the beginning of the
Alaska pipeline, and point out there on
the North Slope where are these oil
wells; where is this desecration to our
environment; where is the desecration
to the scenery. Show it to me.

I will fly you over the whole thing,
Madam Speaker, and look down. And I
can point them out now because I have
been there and I have been to school,
and I will tell you there is not a single
derrick sticking out of the air like you
imagine, no Texas o0il rig from the
1930s. There is not a single pump jack
sitting there cranking out the oil out
of the ground and leaking a little oil
back into the ground. It doesn’t exist.
The only thing you will see, and now I
will tip you off if you want to go, you
might be able to see it as I tell you
what you are going to be looking for,
and that is a rock workover pad maybe
50 feet wide by 100 feet long, maybe a
little longer, that sits up about 3 feet
above the arctic tundra, white stone
like limestone, probably is, a pad that
you can bring a workover rig on if you
need to work the well in the winter-
time.

And as they come in to work those
wells, they will come in on ice roads,
ice roads that will melt in the summer-
time that don’t damage the tundra,
and they will set the rig up. And the
pumps are all submersible. You can’t
see the well, you can’t see the casing,
you can’t see the pump, and you can’t
see the collection tubes.

That is all out of the sights and
minds of the people that are up there
because this is an environmentally
friendly development of the North
Slope.

Madam Speaker, we can do better in
the development, even better in the de-
velopment of the Arctic National Wild-
life Refuge. We have technology to do
directional drilling, and that will re-
duce our footprint considerably.

So why would we, the American peo-
ple, insist upon going over to the Mid-
dle East and buying oil from, some are
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friends, many are enemies, enriching
them, making us more dependent on
Middle Eastern oil while we have these
massive supplies of energy within our
own country? Why would we not,
Madam Speaker, develop American en-
ergy supplies. Why would we not go
down into the Gulf of Mexico and open
up the Chevron fields down there that
have been found that might increase
the supply of our energy by 50 percent,
just what is found offshore in the gulf
south and west of New Orleans, the
Chevron fields. Why would we not do
that?

Why would this Congress, Madam
Speaker, pass legislation that would
change the deal that these companies
have with the United States of Amer-
ica and say to our best friend oil com-
panies who are developing this energy:
we are going to have to renegotiate
your leases. We thought it was a good
deal when we made it, but now we
know something that we didn’t know
then. So we want to scrap and tear up
the leases that you had, the ones that
gave you enough profit that you put
some incentive into research and devel-
opment and the exploration, and we
want that money, we want that profit.
We as a Federal Government want to
tax your income more. And then if you
don’t do that, then we are not going to
let you ever sign another lease with
the Federal Government or the United
States.

What are you going to do, Madam
Speaker, if you are Chevron or if you
are Exxon or if you are Shell or any
other company that is one of those
great oil companies here in the United
States if you get that kind of message
from this Congress? I will submit,
Madam Speaker, that what you would
do is you would take your investments
over to foreign countries. You would go
offshore in Australia, you would go
somewhere else, you would go up in the
North Sea, you would go somewhere
offshore in West Africa and put your
investments there where they are
safer. They might be nationalized by
some tyrannical government, but they
are probably not going to come in and
change the deal. They are probably not
going to come in and confiscate your
investment like this legislation that
passed off the floor of this Congress
last week or the week before. When the
United States of America makes a deal,
Madam Speaker, they have got to keep
the deal.

We saw oil prices go up, we saw bar-
rel price go up to $75 a barrel. We
watched it now drop down to the low
$50 a barrel. The reason for that is be-
cause the supply has gotten greater on
the marketplace. The biggest reasons
for that is because there was profit in
it, that companies that were making
money were reinvesting that profit in
research and development and pro-
ducing more oil and putting more of it
on the market. We need to thank those
companies that have provided this sup-
ply for the United States, not punish
them for the extra taxes, because these
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American companies have made us less
dependent on Middle Eastern oil, not
more dependent. And the actions of
this Congress in this past month have
made the United States of America
more dependent on Middle Eastern oil,
not less dependent on Middle Eastern
oil. And that is the difference.

What we have passed has hurt Amer-
ica’s economy, and what we need to do
is allow the companies that invest in
research and development to make
some profit so they will do more of the
same. And if there is more energy on
the market, then energy will be cheap-
er.

So I will submit, Madam Speaker,
that we need more BTUs in the mar-
ketplace; we need to grow the size of
the energy pie. The more energy there
is in the marketplace, the cheaper it
all will be. And we have to have incen-
tives for business to step in and do the
right thing. That is the natural part
that we should understand when we un-
derstand free enterprise capitalism.

If anybody has a little difficulty han-
dling that, they should pick up a copy
of ‘“Wealth of Nations’” written by
Adam Smith published in 1776. He was
an economist at the University of Glas-
gow in Scotland, and he laid out the
principles of free enterprise capitalism,
free market economics, and he under-
stood human nature. And all of those
things have to be tied together to
make these work. We can’t defy human
nature, Madam Speaker. We must re-
spect and honor human nature.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas (at the re-
quest of Mr. HOYER) for today on ac-
count of official business.

Mr. ORTIZ (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today on account of official
business in the district.

Mr. BUYER (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for today and February 6 on
account of medical reasons.

Mr. HASTERT (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for today and the balance of
the week.

Mr. ROYCE (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for today on account of ill-
ness.

————————

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 Ms. SOLIS) to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material:)

Ms. PELOSI, for 5 minutes, today.

Mrs. CAPPS, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, for
5 minutes, today.

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, for 5 min-
utes, today.
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Mr. SNYDER, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. ALLEN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, for 5 min-
utes, today.

Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today.

Mrs. MALONEY of New York, for 5
minutes, today.

Ms. SoLis, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. FOXX) to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material:)

Mr. PAUL, for 5 minutes, February 6,
7, and 8.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes,
today and February 6, 7, and 8.

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon, for 5 minutes,
February 6.

Ms. Foxx, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DREIER, for 5 minutes, today and
February 6, 7, and 8.

Mr. DENT, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, today and
February 6, 7, and 8.

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, for 5
minutes, February 7.

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida,
for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Member (at his own
request) to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:)

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, for 5 min-
utes, today.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, 1
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at midnight), under its previous
order, the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Tuesday, February 6, 2007, at
10:30 a.m., for morning hour debate.

———————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

491. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting a report pursuant to Section 3
of the Arms Export Control Act, as amended;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

492. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting a report pursuant to Section
25(a)(1) of the Arms Export Control Act, as
amended; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

493. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting a report pursuant to Section
3(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, as
amended; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

494. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting a report pursuant to Paragraph
(5)(D) of the Senate’s May 1997 resolution of
advice and consent to the ratification of the
Conventional Armed Forces in Europe Trea-
ty Flank Document of May 31, 1996; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

495. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting a Memorandum of Justification
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under section 451 of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

496. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Executive & Political Personnel, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a report pur-
suant to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act
of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

497. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Executive & Political Personnel, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a report pur-
suant to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act
of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

498. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Executive & Political Personnel, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a report pur-
suant to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act
of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

499. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Executive & Political Personnel, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a report pur-
suant to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act
of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

500. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Executive & Political Personnel, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a report pur-
suant to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act
of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

501. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Executive & Political Personnel, Depart-
ment of the Air Force, transmitting a report
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

502. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Executive & Political Personnel, Depart-
ment of the Army, transmitting a report
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

503. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Executive & Political Personnel, Depart-
ment of the Army, transmitting a report
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

504. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Executive & Political Personnel, Depart-
ment of the Army, transmitting a report
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

505. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Executive & Political Personnel, Depart-
ment of the Army, transmitting a report
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

506. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Executive & Political Personnel, Depart-
ment of the Navy, transmitting a report pur-
suant to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act
of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

507. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Executive & Political Personnel, Depart-
ment of the Navy, transmitting a report pur-
suant to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act
of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

508. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Executive & Political Personnel, Depart-
ment of the Navy, transmitting a report pur-
suant to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act
of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

509. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Executive & Political Personnel, Depart-
ment of the Navy, transmitting a report pur-
suant to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act
of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee: Committee on
Science and Technology. H.R. 547. A bill to
facilitate the development of markets for al-
ternative fuels and Ultra Low Sulfur Diesel
fuel through research, development, and
demonstration and data collection; with an
amendment (Rept. 110-7). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred, as follows:

By Ms. BALDWIN (for herself, Mr.
B00zZMAN, Mr. FILNER, Mr. MILLER of
Florida, Ms. HERSETH, Ms. BERKLEY,
and Mr. HALL of New York):

H.R. 797. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to improve compensation bene-
fits for veterans in certain cases of impair-
ment of vision involving both eyes, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

By Mr. OBERSTAR (for himself, Mr.
MicA, and Ms. NORTON):

H.R. 798. A Dbill to direct the Administrator
of General Services to install a photovoltaic
system for the headquarters building of the
Department of Energy; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. OBERSTAR (for himself, Mr.
Mica, Ms. NORTON, Mr. GRAVES, Mr.
RAHALL, Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr.
HOLDEN, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. MICHAUD,
Mr. KUHL of New York, Mr. HIGGINS,
Mr. SPACE, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. WALZ of
Minnesota, Mr. SHULER, Mr. ARCURI,
Mr. CARNEY, Mr. COHEN, Mr. DOYLE,
Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr.
WILSON of Ohio, Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr.
LINCOLN DAvVIs of Tennessee, Mr.
MARSHALL, and Mr. ScoTT of Geor-
gia):

H.R. 799. A Dbill to reauthorize and improve
the program authorized by the Appalachian
Regional Development Act of 1965; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
(for himself, Mr. KING of New York,
Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. PETERSON of Min-
nesota, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. MURTHA, Mr.
OLVER, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Ms.
KILPATRICK, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. KILDEE, Mr.
BERMAN, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. WEXLER,
Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. NADLER, Mr.
ROTHMAN, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. HOLT,
Mr. CONYERS, Mr. ENGEL, Ms. BERK-

LEY, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. HARE, Mr.
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr.
CLAY, Mr. ROSS, Mr. BAIRD, Mr.
HOYER, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. CARSON,
Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. FARR, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Ms. MILLENDER-

MCDONALD, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. SHER-
MAN, Mr. RAHALL, Mrs. MALONEY of
New York, Ms. WATERS, Mr. PoM-
EROY, Mr. WU, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. WOOL-

SEY, Mrs. DAvis of California, Mr.
HINOJOSA, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr.
KIND, Mr. DAvVIS of Illinois, Mr.

HOLDEN, Ms. LEE, Mr. UDALL of New
Mexico, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Ms. McCoOL-
LUM of Minnesota, Ms. HOOLEY, Mr.
HoNDA, Mr. MILLER of North Caro-
lina, Mr. FILNER, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr.
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JOHNSON of Georgia, Mrs. MCCARTHY
of New York, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia,
Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. WYNN,
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. PRICE of

North Carolina, Mr. SPACE, Mr.
CLEAVER, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. GENE

GREEN of Texas, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr.
SCHIFF, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. MOLLOHAN,
Mr. STARK, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr.
DEFAZIO, Mr. COOPER, Mr.
RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. KAGEN, Mr.
BisHOP of New York, Ms. SLAUGHTER,
Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. WELCH of
Vermont, Ms. BEAN, Mr. OBEY, Ms.
SCHWARTZ, Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. BISHOP
of Georgia, Mr. BACA, Ms. VELAZQUEZ,
Mr. ALLEN, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr.
ORTIZ, Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr.
LANGEVIN, Mr. ELLSWORTH, Ms.
SoLis, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. HIiLL, Mrs.
JONES of Ohio, Mr. INSLEE, Mr. RUSH,
Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of
Pennsylvania, Mr. SHAYS, Mr.
BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr.
JEFFERSON, Mr. WATT, Mr. CUMMINGS,
Mr. PALLONE, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of
Texas, Mr. PASTOR, Mr. DELAHUNT,
Mr. SIRES, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. LARSON of
Connecticut, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Ms.
SUTTON, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. KAP-
TUR, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts,
Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr. LI-
PINSKI, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MEEK of
Florida, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. THOMP-
SON of Mississippi, Mr. VISCLOSKY,
Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. MOORE of Kansas,
Mr. BARROW, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr.
SHULER, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Flor-
ida, Mr. WILSON of Ohio, Mr. ARCURI,

Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr.
WALz of Minnesota, Mr. MARKEY, Mr.
SMITH of Washington, Mr.

PERLMUTTER, Mr. ScOTT of Virginia,
Mr. DICKS, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. REYES,
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. ED-
WARDS, Mr. UpALL of Colorado, Mr.
KENNEDY, Mr. DAVIS of Alabama, Ms.
ZOE LOFGREN of California, Ms. SHEA-
PORTER, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. LANTOS,
Mr. CARDOZA, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ
of California, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CARNEY,
Mr. COSTELLO, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr.
HODES, Mr. TOWwWNS, Mr. LINCOLN
DAVIS of Tennessee, Mr. WEINER, Ms.
HARMAN, Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut,
Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. GORDON, Mr.
MICHAUD, Mr. ETHERIDGE, Mr. MATHE-
SON, Mr. KLEIN of Florida, Mr. ACKER-
MAN, Mr. SESTAK, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr.
HALL of New York, Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mrs.
GILLIBRAND, Ms. NORTON, Mr. WAX-
MAN, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr.
ELLISON, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida,
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. JACKSON of
Illinois, Ms. ESHO00O, Mr. OBERSTAR,

Mr. SERRANO, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr.
LATOURETTE, Mr. BECERRA, Mr.
COURTNEY, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr.

MEEKS of New York, Mr. GONZALEZ,
Mr. ScoTT of Georgia, Ms. HIRONO,
Ms. WATSON, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia, Ms. GIFFORDS, Mr. MCHUGH,
Mr. FATTAH, Mr. CosTA, Mr. MCNUL-
TY, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr.
KANJORSKI, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. EMAN-
UEL, Ms. CLARKE, Ms. HERSETH, Mr.

CLYBURN, Mr. SKELTON, Mr.
FOSSELLA, Mr. RANGEL, Mr.
LOBIONDO, Ms. CASTOR, Mr.

MELANCON, Mrs. BoyDA of Kansas,

Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. LAMPSON, Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN, and Mr. DOGGETT):

H.R. 800. A bill to amend the National

Labor Relations Act to establish an efficient

system to enable employees to form, join, or
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assist labor organizations, to provide for

mandatory injunctions for unfair labor prac-

tices during organizing efforts, and for other

purposes; to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

By Mr. KIRK (for himself, Mr. EMAN-

UEL, Ms. WATSON, Ms. McCoLLUM of

Minnesota, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of

Texas, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Ms. WOOL-

SEY, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. HIGGINS,

Mr. ELLISON, Mr. EHLERS, Mr.
KUCINICH, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. KLINE of
Minnesota, Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr.
MCHUGH, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan,
Ms. BEAN, Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr.
McCOTTER, and Mr. WALSH of New
York):

H.R. 801. A bill to amend the Nonindige-
nous Aquatic Nuisance Prevention and Con-
trol Act of 1990 to require application to all
vessels equipped with ballast water tanks,
including vessels that are not carrying bal-
last water, the requirement to carry out ex-
change of ballast water or alternative ballast
water management methods prior to entry
into any port within the Great Lakes, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. OBERSTAR (for himself and
Mr. CUMMINGS):

H.R. 802. A bill to amend the Act to Pre-
vent Pollution from ships to implement
MARPOL Annex VI; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. CARNEY (for himself, Mr. ROG-
ERS of Alabama, Mr. THOMPSON of
Mississippi, Mr. KING of New York,
Mr. DICKS, Mr. SHAYS, Ms. HARMAN,

Mr. SOUDER, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr.
McCAUL of Texas, Ms. JACKSON-LEE
of Texas, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr.
ETHERIDGE, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr.
CUELLAR, and Mr. AL GREEN of
Texas):

H.R. 803. A bill to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to enhance the procure-
ment-related activities of the Department of
Homeland Security, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Homeland Security.

By Mr. DOGGETT (for himself, Mr.
ACKERMAN, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. ANDREWS,
Mr. BECERRA, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Ms. CARSON, Mr.
CLEAVER, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. DAVIS of
Illinois, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. DELAHUNT,
Ms. DELAURO, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr.
EMANUEL, Mr. FARR, Mr. FILNER, Mr.
FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. GON-
ZALEZ, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr.
GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA,
Mr. HoLT, Mr. INSLEE, Mr. JACKSON of
Illinois, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KUCINICH,
Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Ms. LEE,
Mr. LEVIN, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia,
Mrs. MALONEY of New York, Mr.
MARKEY, Ms. MATSUI, Mr.
MCDERMOTT, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr.
MCNULTY, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of
California, Mr. NADLER, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Mr. NEAL of Massachu-
setts, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr.
STARK, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. UDALL of
New Mexico, Mr. WAXMAN, and Ms.
WOOLSEY):

H.R. 804. A bill to amend the Lobbying Dis-
closure Act of 1995 to require certain coali-
tions and associations to disclose their lob-
bying activities, and to require reporting on
a quarterly basis; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. DOYLE (for himself,
TERRY, Mr. WAMP, and Mr. WYNN):

H.R. 805. A bill to provide incentives for
the use of hydrogen fuel, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means,
and in addition to the Committees on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, and Energy

Mr.
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and Commerce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mrs. EMERSON (for herself, Mr.
BERRY, Mr. WAMP, and Mr. MOORE of
Kansas):

H.R. 806. A bill to amend the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act to prohibit the mar-
keting of authorized generic drugs; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. GOHMERT:

H.R. 807. A bill to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to conduct a special resource
study to determine the feasibility and suit-
ability of establishing a memorial to the
Space Shuttle Columbia in the State of
Texas and for its inclusion as a unit of the
National Park System; to the Committee on
Natural Resources.

By Mr. KUCINICH (for himself, Mr.
ABERCROMBIE, Mr. ANDREWS, Ms.
BALDWIN, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Flor-
ida, Ms. CARSON, Mr. CLAY, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. DAVIS of Il-
linois, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr.
DEFAZIO, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. FARR, Mr.
FILNER, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr.
GRIJALVA, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. HOLT, Mr.
HONDA, Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Ms.
JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Ms. EDDIE
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mrs.
JONES of Ohio, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. KIL-
PATRICK, Ms. LEE, Mr. LEWIS of Geor-
gia, Mrs. MALONEY of New York, Mr.
MCDERMOTT, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr.
MEEKS of New York, Mr. GEORGE MIL-
LER of California, Ms. MOORE of Wis-
consin, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr.
NADLER, Ms. NORTON, Mr. PAYNE, Mr.
RANGEL, Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. RYAN of
Ohio, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCOTT of
Virginia, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. SHERMAN,
Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. TOWNS, Ms. WA-
TERS, Ms. WATSON, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr.
Wu, and Mr. WYNN):

H.R. 808. A bill to establish a Department
of Peace and Nonviolence; to the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform, and
in addition to the Committees on Foreign
Affairs, the Judiciary, and Education and
Labor, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. HINCHEY (for himself, Mr.
ARCURI, Mr. Tom DAVIS of Virginia,
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HALL of New York,
Mr. WoOLF, and Mr. MCHUGH):

H.R. 809. A bill to repeal section 216 of the
Federal Power Act (as added by the Energy
Policy Act of 2005) providing for the use of
eminent domain authority for the construc-
tion of certain electric power lines, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. HINCHEY (for himself, Mr.
ARCURI, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HALL of
New York, and Mr. MCHUGH):

H.R. 810. A bill to amend certain provisions
of the Federal Power Act added by the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005 relating to the use of
eminent domain authority for the construc-
tion of electric power lines, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Mr. HOLT (for himself, Mr. ToM
DAvVIs of Virginia, Mr. WEXLER, Mr.
EMANUEL, Mr. PETRI, Mr. WOLF, Mr.
LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr.
COOPER, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mr.
CLAY, Mr. SHAYS, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr.
ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, Mr.
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. RAMSTAD,
Mr. MEEK of Florida, Mr. ISSA, Mr.
CUMMINGS, Mrs. BIGGERT, Ms. LEE,
Mr. CASTLE, Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr.
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KUHL of New York, Ms. CORRINE
BROWN of Florida, Mr. MACK, Mr.
ScoTT of Virginia, Mr. ABERCROMBIE,
Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. ALLEN, Mr.
BECERRA, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. BERMAN,
Mr. BERRY, Mr. BisHOP of Georgia,
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. BOREN, Mr.
BOSWELL, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. BOYD of
Florida, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania,

Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr.
CARNAHAN, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr.

COHEN, Mr. CosSTA, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr.
COURTNEY, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. DAVIS
of Illinois, Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS of Ten-
nessee, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr.
DEFAZIO, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr.
DELAHUNT, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. DICKS,
Mr. DINGELL, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr.
DOYLE, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. ELLISON,
Mr. ENGEL, Ms. ESHOO, Mr.
ETHERIDGE, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. FILNER,
Mr. FORTUNO, Mr. FRANK of Massa-
chusetts, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. GON-
ZALEZ, Mr. GORDON, Mr. GENE GREEN
of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. GUTIER-
REZ, Mr. HALL of New York, Ms. HAR-
MAN, Ms. HERSETH, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr.
HINCHEY, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. HODES, Mr.
HOLDEN, Mr. HONDA, Ms. HOOLEY, Mr.
INSLEE, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas,
Mr. JEFFERSON, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia, Mr. KAGEN, Mr. KENNEDY,
Mr. KILDEE, Mr. KiND, Mr. KLEIN of
Florida, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. LANTOS,
Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr.
LOEBSACK, Mrs. LOWEY, Mrs. MCCAR-
THY of New York, Ms. McCoLLUM of
Minnesota, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr.
MCNULTY, Mrs. MALONEY of New
York, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. MATHESON,
Ms. MATSUI, Mr. MELANCON, Mr.
MICHAUD, Mr. MILLER of North Caro-
lina, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. MOLLOHAN,
Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mr. MORAN of
Virginia, Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of
Pennsylvania, Mr. NADLER, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Ms. NORTON, Mr. OBER-
STAR, Mr. OBEY, Mr. OLVER, Mr.
ORTIZ, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. PASTOR, Mr.
PAYNE, Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota,
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr.
REYES, Mr. ROTHMAN, Ms. ROYBAL-
ALLARD, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr.
SALAZAR, Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of
California, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of
California, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr.
SCHIFF, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. SCOTT of
Georgia, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. SHERMAN,
Mr. SHULER, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr.
SMITH of Washington, Ms. SoLIS, Mr.
SPRATT, Mr. STARK, Mr. STUPAK, Ms.
SUTTON, Mr. TANNER, Mrs. TAUSCHER,
Mr. TAYLOR, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr.
TowNs, Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr.
VAN HOLLEN, Mr. WALZ of Minnesota,
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. WA-
TERS, Ms. WATSON, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr.
WEINER, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. Wu, Mr.
WYNN, and Mr. ALTMIRE):

H.R. 811. A bill to amend the Help America
Vote Act of 2002 to require a voter-verified
permanent paper ballot under title III of
such Act, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration.

By Mr. KLINE of Minnesota (for him-
self, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. WALZ of Min-
nesota, Mr. RAMSTAD, Ms. McCOLLUM
of Minnesota, Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr.
PETERSON of Minnesota, and Mr.
OBERSTAR):

H.R. 812. A bill to provide for the convey-
ance of an A-12 Blackbird aircraft to the
Minnesota Air National Guard Historical
Foundation; to the Committee on Armed
Services.
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By Mr.
fornia:

H.R. 813. A bill to amend the Reclamation
Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Fa-
cilities Act to authorize the Secretary of the
Interior to participate in the Prado Basin
Natural Treatment System Project, to au-
thorize the Secretary to carry out a program
to assist agencies in projects to construct re-
gional brine lines in California, to authorize
the Secretary to participate in the Lower
Chino Dairy Area desalination demonstra-
tion and reclamation project, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Mr. MOORE of Kansas (for himself,
Mr. BACHUS, Mr. BURTON of Indiana,
Mr. CLAY, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. COBLE,
Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS of
Tennessee, Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. GUTIER-
REZ, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. HoLT, Ms.
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Ms.
KAPTUR, Mr. KENNEDY, Ms. ZOE
LOFGREN of California, Mrs. MCCAR-
THY of New York, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr.
MORAN of Virginia, Mrs. NAPOLITANO,
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr.
SHERMAN, and Mr. WYNN):

H.R. 814. A Dbill to require the Consumer
Product Safety Commission to issue regula-
tions mandating child-resistant closures on
all portable gasoline containers; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. PORTER:

H.R. 815. A bill to provide for the convey-
ance of certain land in Clark County, Ne-
vada, for use by the Nevada National Guard;
to the Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. PORTER:

H.R. 816. A bill to provide for the release of
certain land from the Sunrise Mountain In-
stant Study Area in the State of Nevada and
to grant a right-of-way across the released
land for the construction and maintenance of
a flood control project; to the Committee on
Natural Resources.

By Mr. PRICE of Georgia:

H.R. 817. A bill to provide for the establish-
ment of a working group to identify and ad-
vance the development and use of alter-
native sources for motor vehicle fuels; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. RANGEL:

H.R. 818. A bill to secure the Federal vot-
ing rights of certain qualified ex-offenders
who have served their sentences; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. SLAUGHTER (for herself, Ms.
DEGETTE, Mr. SHAYS, Ms. DELAURO,
Ms. HARMAN, Ms. LEE, Mrs. LOWEY,
Mr. ROTHMAN, Ms. SoLIS, Mr. WAX-
MAN, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. ACKER-
MAN, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. BACA, Ms. BALD-
WIN, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. BERMAN, Mr.

GARY G. MILLER of Cali-

BISHOP of New York, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Mr. BOUCHER, Ms.
CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mrs.

CAPPS, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. CLAY, Mr.
COHEN, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. CUMMINGS,
Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. DAVIS
of Illinois, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. DICKS,
Mr. DINGELL, Mr. EMANUEL, Mr.
ENGEL, Mr. FARR, Mr. FATTAH, Mr.
FILNER, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts,
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr.
GRIJALVA, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. HIG-
GINS, Mr. HINCHEY, Ms. HIRONO, Mr.
HoLT, Mr. HONDA, Ms. HOOLEY, Mr.
INSLEE, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. JACKSON of
Illinois, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas,
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. KIND, Mr.
LANGEVIN, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. LARSEN
of Washington, Mrs. MALONEY of New
York, Ms. MATSUI, Mrs. MCCARTHY of
New York, Ms. McCoLLUM of Min-
nesota, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. McGoOV-
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ERN, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr.
MEEKS of New York, Mr. GEORGE MIL-
LER of California, Mr. MILLER of
North Carolina, Ms. MOORE of Wis-
consin, Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mr.
MORAN of Virginia, Mr. PATRICK MUR-
PHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. NADLER,
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
OLVER, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. PRICE of
North Carolina, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD,
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California,
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms.
SCHWARTZ, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr.
SHERMAN, Mr. SIRES, Mr. STARK, Ms.
SUTTON, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr.
TIERNEY, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mr.
UDALL of Colorado, Mr. VAN HOLLEN,
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. WAT-
SON, Mr. WEINER, Mr. WEXLER, Ms.
WOOLSEY, Mr. WU, and Mr. WYNN):

H.R. 819. A bill to expand access to preven-
tive health care services that help reduce un-
intended pregnancy, reduce abortions, and
improve access to women’s health care; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committees on Ways
and Means, and Education and Labor, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. TOWNS:

H.R. 820. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for the cov-
erage of marriage and family therapist serv-
ices under part B of the Medicare Program,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. VAN HOLLEN (for himself, Mr.
FERGUSON, and Ms. HOOLEY):

H.R. 821. A bill to amend part B of the Indi-
viduals with Disabilities Education Act to
provide full Federal funding of such part; to
the Committee on Education and Labor.

By Ms. WATERS (for herself, Ms. LEE,
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. STARK, Ms.
CARSON, and Mr. TOWNS):

H.R. 822. A bill to amend the Public Health
Service Act, the Employee Retirement In-
come Security Act of 1974, the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986, and title 5, United States
Code, to require individual and group health
insurance coverage and group health plans
and Federal employees health benefit plans
to provide coverage for routine HIV/AIDS
screening; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, and in addition to the Commit-
tees on Education and Labor, Ways and
Means, and Oversight and Government Re-
form, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. WELCH of Vermont:

H.R. 823. A bill to authorize Federal agen-
cies and legislative branch offices to pur-
chase greenhouse gas offsets and renewable
energy credits, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform, and in addition to the Committees
on House Administration, and Energy and
Commerce, 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. WELLER:

H.R. 824. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to classify ethanol and bio-
diesel refining property as 7-year property
for purposes of the accelerated cost recovery
system; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.
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By Mr. WELLER:

H.R. 825. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend and expand tax
incentives for renewable fuels; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina (for
himself, Mr. SPRATT, Mr. NORWOOD,
and Mr. MILLER of Florida):

H.R. 826. A bill to amend title 32, United
States Code, to improve the readiness of
State defense forces and to increase military
coordination for homeland security between
the States and the Department of Defense; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina:

H.R. 827. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend bonus deprecia-
tion for 2 years; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. WOLF (for himself and Mr.
EHLERS):

H.R. 828. A bill to preserve mathematics-
and science-based industries in the United
States; to the Committee on Education and
Labor.

By Mr. WOLF (for himself, Mr. HIN-
CHEY, Mr. ToM DAVIS of Virginia, Mr.
GRIJALVA, Mr. ARCURI, and Mr. HALL
of New York):

H.R. 829. A Dbill to amend the Federal
Power Act to make certain changes in provi-
sions relating to National Interest Trans-
mission Corridors, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska:

H.R. 830. A bill to authorize the exchange
of certain lands in Denali National Park in
the State of Alaska; to the Committee on
Natural Resources.

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska:

H.R. 831. A bill to provide for the convey-
ance of certain Forest Service land to the
city of Coffman Cove, Alaska; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska:

H.R. 832. A bill to provide that Federal
property reversions on land deeded to the
Municipality of Anchorage be conveyed to
the Municipality in order to unencumber the
Municipality’s title; to the Committee on
Natural Resources.

By Mr. BLUMENAUER:

H. Con. Res. 53. Concurrent resolution cele-
brating the contributions of the architec-
tural profession during National Architec-
ture Week; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

By Mr. BOUSTANY:

H. Con. Res. 54. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the support of Congress for the cre-
ation of a National Hurricane Museum and
Science Center in Southwest Louisiana; to
the Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina (for
himself, Mr. CROWLEY, Ms. JACKSON-
LEE of Texas, and Mr. TOWNS):

H. Con. Res. 55. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing that the plight of Kashmiri Pandits
has been an ongoing concern since 1989 and
that their physical, political, and economic
security should be safeguarded by the Gov-
ernment of India and the state government
of Jammu and Kashmir; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. MORAN of Kansas (for himself,
Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. MOORE of Kansas,
and Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas):

H. Res. 124. A resolution congratulating
the Department of Agronomy in the College
of Agriculture at Kansas State University
for 100 years of excellent service to Kansas
agriculture; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN (for herself,
Mr. KLEIN of Florida, Mr. PENCE, Mr.
BURTON of Indiana, Mr. MANZULLO,
Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. CHABOT, Mr.
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. SHERMAN,
and Mr. FORTUNO):
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H. Res. 125. A resolution expressing deep
concern over the use of civilians as ‘‘human
shields‘‘ in violation of international human-
itarian law and the law of war during armed
conflict, including Hezbollah’s tactic of em-
bedding its forces among civilians to use
them as human shields during the summer of
2006 conflict between Hezbollah and the
State of Israel; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

By Ms. WATSON (for herself, Mrs.
BoONO, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Ms. HAR-
MAN, Ms. SoLIS, Mr. HELLER, and Mr.
CAMPBELL of California):

H. Res. 126. A resolution commending the
University of Southern California Trojan
football team for its victory in the 2007 Rose
Bowl; to the Committee on Education and
Labor.

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska:

H. Res. 127. A resolution recognizing and
celebrating the 50th anniversary of the entry
of Alaska in the Union as the 49th State; to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

————
ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 25: Mr. WELDON of Florida, Mr. KEL-
LER, Mr. CARTER, and Mr. FRANKs of Arizona.

H.R. 63: Mr. TtM MURPHY of Pennsylvania,
Mr. PITTS, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. TIBERI, Mr.
JONES of North Carolina, Mr. RENzI, Mr.
EHLERS, Mr. HALL of Texas, Mr. HAYES, Mr.
SHIMKUS, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. SUL-
LIVAN, Mr. HENSARLING, and Mr. TERRY.

H.R. 73: Mr. MANZULLO.

H.R. 111: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr.
ROTHMAN, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr.

ISRAEL, Mr. ORTIZ, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr.
GUTIERREZ, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. AN-
DREWS, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Ms. ZOE

LOFGREN of California, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, and
Mr. TURNER.

H.R. 119: Mr. FILNER and Mr. BURTON of In-
diana.

H.R. 156: Mr. POE, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. BISHOP
of Georgia, and Mrs. JONES of Ohio.

H.R. 161: Mr. SMITH of Washington.

H.R. 201: Ms. CLARKE and Mr. ENGEL.

H.R. 211: Mr. JEFFERSON.

H.R. 237: Ms. HERSETH.

H.R. 296: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr.
BERMAN, Mr. STARK, Mr. FARR, Mr. HONDA,
Ms. LEE, Mr. BECERRA, Ms. SOLIS, Mr. COSTA,
Mr. CARDOZA, and Mr. FILNER.

H.R. 349: Ms. McCoLLUM of Minnesota, Mr.
EHLERS, Mr. WAMP, Mr. KUHL of New York,
and Mr. BIsSHOP of Georgia.

H.R. 353: Mr. BIsHOP of New York.

H.R. 358: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. MILLER of
Florida, and Mr. REHBERG.

H.R. 359: Mr. KILDEE, Ms. CARSON, and Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia.

H.R. 365: Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. CRAMER, Mr.
HALL of New York, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Ms. SUT-
TON, Mr. BOREN, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. BERMAN,
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr.
FILNER, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr.
OBERSTAR, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. SESTAK, Mr.
SALAZAR, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr.
MEEHAN, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of
California, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. COSTA, Mr.
ENGEL, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. ETHERIDGE, Mr.
VAN HOLLEN, Mr. BOUCHER, Ms. CORRINE
BrROWN of Florida, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. LINCOLN
DAvVIS of Tennessee, Mr. COOPER, Mr. AL
GREEN of Texas, Mr. SHULER, Mr. WALZ of
Minnesota, Mr. INSLEE, Mr. KIND, Mr. DOYLE,
Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. HOLT, Mr. UDALL of New
Mexico, Mr. WELCH of Vermont, Ms. SHEA-
PORTER, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. CUMMINGS,
Mr. BARROW, Mr. BAcA, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr.
CLEAVER, Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. GONZALEZ, Ms.
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BORDALLO, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, Mr. KAGEN, Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. WAT-
SON, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. WILSON of Ohio, Mrs. MALONEY of
New York, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. PETERSON
of Minnesota, and Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas.

H.R. 368: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina,
Mr. SAXTON, Mr. DUNCAN, Mrs. NAPOLITANO,
Mrs. CUBIN, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr.
HIGGINS, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. SMITH of New
Jersey, Mr. MCINTYRE, and Mr. MORAN of
Kansas.

H.R. 372: Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. LAMPSON, Mr.
MARSHALL, Mr. HODES, Mrs. BoYDA of Kan-
sas, Mr. SHULER, and Mr. KAGEN.

H.R. 380: Mr. BOUCHER, Ms. SOLIS, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr.
GEORGE MILLER of California, and Mr. MORAN
of Virginia.

H.R. 402: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr.
REICHERT, Ms. DEGETTE, and Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas.

H.R. 437: Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr.
PAUL, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. MCCAUL
of Texas, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. GONZALEZ,
Ms. GRANGER, Mr. POE, Mr. BRADY of Texas,
Mr. BURGESS, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr.

DOGGETT, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. BARTON of
Texas, Mr. CARTER, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr.
CULBERSON, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. HALL of

Texas, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Ms. EDDIE
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. SAM JOHNSON
of Texas, Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr.
NEUGEBAUER, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. REYES, Mr.
RODRIGUEZ, Mr. SMITH of Texas, and Mr.
THORNBERRY.

H.R. 440: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas and Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia.

H.R. 455: Mr. SERRANO, Mr. OLVER, and Mr.
TOWNS.

H.R. 464: Mr. ACKERMAN.

H.R. 468: Mr. GRIJALVA and Mr. WAXMAN.

H.R. 473: Mr. CoLE of Oklahoma and Mr.
EHLERS.

H.R. 477: Mr. PLATTS, Mr. GERLACH, Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. MATHESON, Mr.
LANGEVIN, Mr. WYNN, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr.
BOREN, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. TANNER, and Mr.
MCINTYRE.

H.R. 491: Mr. KIND and Mr. CLEAVER.

H.R. 493: Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. SESTAK, Mr.
KIND, and Mr. COSTELLO.

H.R. 508: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas, Mr. TOwNS, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia,
and Mr. WELCH of Vermont.

H.R. 511: Mr. GRAVES, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr.
SALI, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida,
Mr. BARTON of Texas , Mr. FORTENBERRY, and
Mr. PEARCE.

H.R. 512: Mr. ACKERMAN , Ms. BERKLEY, Mr.
BisHOP of Georgia, Ms. CARSON, Ms. CASTOR,
Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. EMANUEL, Mr.
FATTAH, Mr. HARE, Ms. HARMAN, Ms.
HERSETH, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. LEWIS
of Georgia, Mrs. MALONEY of New York, Mr.
MCDERMOTT, Mr. MCKEON, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr.
MEEK of Florida, Mr. MEEKS of New York,
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. RANGEL,
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SHAYS, Mr. STARK, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mrs. JONES of Ohio,
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and Mr. WEINER.

H.R. 522: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas.

H.R. 539: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MEEKS of New
York, Mr. MCNERNEY, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of
California, Mr. FORTUNO, Mr. Ross, and Mrs.
TAUSCHER.

H.R. 547: Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr.
McCAUL of Texas, Mr. MELANCON, Mr. UDALL
of Colorado, and Mr. LIPINSKI.

H.R. 548: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.

H.R. 550: Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. CARTER, Mr.
CosTA, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. UPTON, Mr.
MCHUGH, Mr. KUHL of New York, Mr. BISHOP
of New York, Mr. HONDA, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of
Texas, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. CALVERT, Mrs.
MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. ROHRABACHER, and
Mr. McCAUL of Texas.
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H.R. 552: Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. PLATTS, and
Mr. MCCOTTER.

H.R. 556: Mr. SHAYS and Ms. GINNY BROWN-
WAITE of Florida.

H.R. 563: Mr. MARCHANT.

H.R. 566: Mr. ScoTT of Virginia and Mr.
RUSH.

H.R. 579: Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. MCDERMOTT, and
Mr. YOUNG of Florida.

H.R. 589: Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. DICKS, Mr.
MCNERNEY, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. BAIRD, and Mr.
MORAN of Virginia.

H.R. 590: Mr. McCAUL of Texas.

H.R. 617: Mr. MACK.

H.R. 618: Mr. COLE of Oklahoma.

H.R. 620: Mr. CoSTA, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr.
ACKERMAN, Mr. SMITH of Washington, and
Ms. WATSON.

H.R. 621: Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. ACKERMAN,
Mr. ALLEN, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr.
OLVER, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr.
CUMMINGS, Mr. HINCHEY, and Mr. COBLE.

H.R. 650: Mr. MILLER of Florida.

H.R. 6561: Mr. REICHERT.

H.R. 652: Ms. Foxx, Mr. POE, Mr.
MCCOTTER, Mr. GINGREY, and Mrs.
MUSGRAVE.

H.R. 653: Mr. POE, Mr. COHEN, and Mr. HIG-
GINS.

H.R. 661: Mr. BAIRD and Mr. NEAL of Massa-
chusetts.

H.R. 677: Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. HARE, and Mr.
MICHAUD.

H.R. 683: Mr. POE.

H.R. 695: Mr. MARKEY and Ms. BERKLEY.

H.R. 713: Mr. KUHL of New York and Mr.
HINCHEY.

H.R. 714: Mr. ScoTT of Georgia and Mr.
WILSON of Ohio.

H.R. 718: Mr. WELCH of Vermont, Mr.
LAHOOD, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. GOODE, Mr.
HOLDEN, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr.

DEFAZzIO, Mr. ETHERIDGE, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr.
McDERMOTT, Mr. WALZ of Minnesota, Mr.
Dicks, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. DELAHUNT.

H.R. 723: Mr. PLATTS, Mr. BILBRAY, Mr.
FOSSELLA, and Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Flor-
ida.

H.R. 728: Mr. KENNEDY, Ms. CORRINE BROWN
of Florida, Mr. KUHL of New York, and Mr.
HASTINGS of Florida.

H.R. 729: Mr. PASTOR, Mr. MCCAUL of
Texas, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. BAIRD, Mr.
MORAN of Virginia, and Ms. WOOLSEY.

H.R. 743: Mr. FLAKE and Mr. McCAUL of

Texas.
H.R. 746: Mr. CAPUANO.
H.R. 748: Mr. PAUL, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr.

BUTTERFIELD, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. ENGEL, Mr.
ACKERMAN, Mr. KIRK, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Mr. WICKER, Ms. WASSERMAN
ScHULTZ, Mr. CLAY, Mr. McCNULTY, Mr.
WEINER, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. HINCHEY, and Mr.
BOUSTANY.

H.R. 759: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. WAXMAN, and
Mr. MEEKS of New York.

H.R. 787: Ms. MATSUL.

H.J. Res. 1: Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mrs. MILLER of
Michigan, Mr. MELANCON, Mr. SALAZAR, Mr.
SHUSTER, Mr. BOUSTANY, Ms. GRANGER, and
Mr. COSTA.

H.J. Res. 15: Mr. CAMP of Michigan.

H.J. Res. 16: Mr. MILLER of Florida.

H.J. Res. 21: Mr. PUTNAM.

H. Con. Res. 21: Mr. ELLISON, Mr. POE, Mr.
FOSSELLA, Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. HODES.

H. Con. Res. 30: Mr. McCAUL of Texas.

H. Con. Res. 33: Mr. BOUCHER, Ms. BALDWIN,
Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. WU, Mrs. MALONEY of New
York, Mr. BOSWELL, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.

H. Con. Res. 35: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Mr.
ScoTT of Virginia, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON of Texas, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr.
CONYERS, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. MEEK of
Florida, Mr. ELLISON, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. BUR-
GESS, Mr. WATT, and Mr. COHEN.
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H. Con. Res. 47: Mr. YOUNG of Florida.

H. Res. 37: Mr. FILNER.

H. Res. 41: Ms. SHEA-PORTER and Mr.
PALLONE.

H. Res. 63: Mr. MCCOTTER.

H. Res. 79: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina,
Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina, Mr.
FORTUNO, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. FEENEY, Mr.
BisHOP of Utah, Mr. AKIN, Mr. RYAN of Wis-
consin, and Mrs. MUSGRAVE.

H. Res. 84: Mr. ToM DAVIS of Virginia, Mr.
FoRTUNO, and Ms. HERSETH.

H. Res. 87: Mr. GINGREY and Mr. BRADY of
Pennsylvania.
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H. Res. 94: Mr. KANJORSKI, Ms. JACKSON-
LEE of Texas, and Mr. WILSON of Ohio.

H. Res. 97: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr.
MCNERNEY, Mr. MITCHELL, and Mr. ALLEN.

H. Res. 98: Mr. CROWLEY.

H. Res. 100: Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. WEXLER, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. BLUMENAUER, and Ms. WOOL-
SEY.

H. Res. 101: Mr. SERRANO, Mr. GEORGE MIL-
LER of California, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Ms. LoO-
RETTA SANCHEZ of California, and Mr.
BLUMENAUER.

H. Res. 102: Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. MCCOTTER,
and Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey.
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H. Res. 106: Mr. ELLISON, Mr. MCNERNEY,
Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr. GENE
GREEN of Texas, and Mr. MCCARTHY of Cali-
fornia.

H. Res. 113: Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. GEORGE
MILLER of California, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. AL
GREEN of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. WYNN,
Mr. McNULTY, Mrs. CAPPS, and Ms. SHEA-
PORTER.

H. Res. 120: Mr. WATT, Mr. DAvIs of Illi-
nois, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, Mr.
GEORGE MILLER of California, Ms. KIL-
PATRICK, Ms. HERSETH, and Ms. WATSON.
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