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Penn State/Ohio State game on Satur-
day evening. We had a ceremony on the 
field of Beaver Stadium, 110,000 people. 
Of course Lieutenant Murphy is a Penn 
State alumnus and graduated from the 
university in political science, as I did 
about 17 years earlier. And we had a 
ceremony. It was touching to be with 
his parents, Dan and Maureen, to rec-
ognize his gallantry, his bravery. As 
Abraham Lincoln said, he had given 
that ‘‘last full measure of devotion.’’ 
But we joined his parents on the field, 
myself along with our colleagues, TIM 
MURPHY of Pennsylvania, BILL SHU-
STER of Pennsylvania and TODD PLATTS 
of Pennsylvania. We escorted them on 
the field, along with the president of 
the university, Graham Spanier. And 
just prior to the playing of the na-
tional anthem, which was dedicated in 
memory of Lieutenant Murphy, the 
university presented a certificate that 
read: ‘‘Pennsylvania State University 
recognizes Lieutenant Michael Murphy 
as the recipient of the Medal of Honor, 
for his gallantry and bravery, serving 
as a United States Navy SEAL while 
under enemy attack in Afghanistan. 
Lieutenant Murphy represents the 
highest ideal of the university as an 
alumnus and patriot.’’ 

And, again, I would just like to share 
with my colleagues from New York, 
and certainly all Americans, the sense 
of deep loss we feel for the Murphy 
family and so many others who have 
paid the ultimate price in this war, in 
both Afghanistan and Iraq. 

f 

LIEUTENANT MICHAEL MURPHY 

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

Mr. ISRAEL. Madam Speaker, I want 
to thank my good friend and colleague, 
Mr. BISHOP from Long Island, for ask-
ing several of us to pay tribute to Lieu-
tenant Michael Murphy, who received 
the Medal of Honor. 

Madam Speaker, I did not know Mi-
chael Murphy personally, but I knew of 
him. I have a love of history, and par-
ticularly military history. And I know 
that every generation of Americans has 
confronted challenge and threat, grave 
and great, with the heroism of Michael 
Murphy. Every generation has pro-
duced its Michael Murphys. 

In August of 1776, in the Battle of 
New York, there were men like Michael 
Murphy. They were surrounded by the 
most powerful navy in the world, the 
British Navy, And American democ-
racy could have been snuffed out at 
that point. But men like Michael Mur-
phy took risk, sacrificed their lives, 
fought on, and replaced British mon-
archy with American democracy. They 
fell, Madam Speaker, so that I could 
stand here in this body, the Congress of 
the United States, the people’s House 
of the oldest democracy on Earth. 

There were Mike Murphys in Gettys-
burg, in the Fighting 69th and other 
brigades, at Shiloh and Fredericksburg. 

There were plenty of Union generals 
who told President Lincoln that they 
didn’t really need to fight the Civil 
War; you could have slavery on one 
side of the line and we could have free-
dom on the other and that would be 
fine. But there were men like Michael 
Murphy who understood that slavery in 
the United States was not an option. 
They fought on; they refused to re-
treat. They would not surrender. They 
would not lose their ground. They fell 
so that my children could grow up in a 
country of liberty versus tyranny. 

Madam Speaker, there were Mike 
Murphys who grew up on Long Island. 
When Franklin Delano Roosevelt, 
Madam Speaker, stood where you are 
now and summoned America into the 
greatest battle of the 20th century, 
against Nazism and fascism, there were 
Mike Murphys from Long Island who 
stood up, who stormed beaches, who 
leapt hills, who ran through Europe, 
freed France, liberated concentration 
camps, went to the Pacific, freed the 
Pacific and came back, looked at the 
Moon and said, we could go there, too. 
Many of those heroes, Madam Speaker, 
are from Long Island, and we value and 
thank every one. Only 18 Long Island-
ers, Madam Speaker, have received the 
Medal of Honor, Mike Murphy and 17 
others. 

Madam Speaker, Mike Murphy fell in 
a long and noble tradition of those who 
made the ultimate sacrifice. He is 
linked in time with those I mentioned: 
in Afghanistan, in Iraq, in Vietnam, in 
Korea, in Normandy, and stretching 
back to the earliest battles and the 
first battlefield. 

Let me close, Madam Speaker, with a 
passage that could have been written 
about Michael Murphy, although it was 
uttered almost 2,500 years ago. This is 
what Pericles said at the funeral of 
fallen soldiers: 

‘‘In the fighting, they thought it 
more honorable to stand their ground 
and suffer death than to give in and 
save their lives. So they fled from the 
reproaches of men, abiding with life 
and limb the brunt of battle, and in a 
small moment of time, the climax of 
their lives, a culmination of glory, not 
of fear, they were swept away from 
us.’’ 

So and such they were, these men, 
worthy of their city. Madam Speaker, 
Michael Murphy went to Afghanistan 
to defend the City of New York, which 
was attacked out of Afghanistan on 9/ 
11. He joins a proud and noble tradition 
of history’s best. My thoughts, my 
prayers and my condolences go to him 
and his family. And he will always be 
remembered in this Congress as the 
citadel of freedom in the world, for 
fighting for that freedom. 

f 

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

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

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

(Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

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.) 

f 

OCCUPATION IN IRAQ SOAKING UP 
U.S. DOLLARS 

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, for 
the past 5 years, the administration 
has underfunded the No Child Left Be-
hind Act to the tune of more than $50 
billion. This has robbed millions of 
children of the education they will 
need to succeed in the 21st century, 
and it is robbing America of the brain 
power we need to stay competitive in 
the global economy. 

Those of us who believe it’s a bad 
idea to shortchange our kids and our 
Nation begged the administration to 
fully fund the No Child Left Behind 
Act, but our pleas were ignored. That 
is one of the reasons I was so outraged 
last week when the White House re-
quested $46 billion in supplemental 
funding for its occupation of Iraq. That 
$46 billion, Madam Speaker, is almost 
identical to the amount that the ad-
ministration has underfunded No Child 
Left Behind. In fact, the administra-
tion announced its request at a press 
conference. In that one short press con-
ference, they asked for virtually the 
same amount for Iraq that it has been 
denying to our Nation’s schools for 
nearly 6 years. 

And while the administration has de-
manded that every school in America 
show adequate yearly progress on its 
learning benchmarks or they will be 
punished, punished financially for the 
most part, it has allowed the Iraqi Gov-
ernment to show virtually no progress 
at all when it comes to meeting its 
benchmarks for peace. 

And education is not the only crying 
need that is being ignored. The oppor-
tunity costs of the occupation are ac-
tually incalculable. The occupation is 
soaking up dollars we need to meet so 
many of our domestic challenges. If we 
really want America to be secure, we 
must invest in child care, we must in-
vest in health care, sustainable energy, 
the environment, law enforcement, 
community and economic develop-
ment, medical research, real homeland 
security, et cetera, et cetera, et cetera. 

But the administration believes that 
policing a centuries-old civil war in 
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Iraq trumps all other needs. The Amer-
ican people do not agree with this ad-
ministration’s priorities. They want 
action, they want real solutions to our 
domestic problems, and they want to 
fight a real war on terrorism, not the 
phony war on terrorism the adminis-
tration is fighting in Iraq. 

When the President signed the No 
Child Left Behind Act, Madam Speak-
er, he said it was the most important 
piece of legislation most of us will ever 
work on. The education of our children 
is far more important to the future of 
our country than an endless and coun-
terproductive occupation of another 
country. 

That is why Congress must finally 
stand up to the administration and say 
no, no to supplemental funding that 
would bring our total spending in Iraq 
this fiscal year alone to $160 billion. 
Madam Speaker, that’s over $13 billion 
a month, or nearly $450 million per 
day. 

Almost exactly a year ago, the Amer-
ican people sent us to Congress to end 
the occupation of Iraq. It’s time that 
we do it. We must use our power of the 
purse to fully fund the safe, orderly 
and responsible redeployment of all of 
our troops out of Iraq, and that in-
cludes the withdrawal of all of our 
military contractors as well. 

As if one occupation army weren’t 
enough, these independent contractors 
comprise a second occupation army 
that is angering the Iraqi people and 
actually making life much harder for 
our very own troops. 

Madam Speaker, we can’t afford to 
keep throwing money into the bottom-
less pit of Iraq. That appears to be 
what our leaders in the White House 
want us to do. But their policy is bank-
rupting all of us politically, economi-
cally, and morally. It is time that we 
come to our senses; it is time to end 
this madness. 

f 

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

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

f 

DARFUR 

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

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, to-
night this House passed House Resolu-
tions 740, 573 and 726 with regard to 
Darfur and Sudan. 

Madam Speaker, decades from now 
our children’s children will look back 
on these times as an ugly blemish on 
human history. They will remember a 
time when innocent people were sense-
lessly slaughtered in the Darfur region 
of Sudan. The question is whether they 
will look back and see that this Nation 
and this Congress stood up for what is 

right and just, or did we sit idly by and 
watch from the sidelines. 

Madam Speaker, we must be on the 
right side of this issue. That’s why I’m 
so glad that we have passed these reso-
lutions today. Although much work re-
mains to be done, they represent a step 
in the right direction. 

The passage of these bills rightfully 
pressures the Sudanese Government to 
end civil strife and ongoing human 
rights violations in Darfur, which 
threatens stability in the region and 
the very fabric of Sudanese life. 

As you know, Madam Speaker, 
Darfur remains in great peril. Hun-
dreds of thousands of Sudanese have 
lost their lives since the conflicts spi-
raled out of control in February of 2003. 
Over 2 million civilians have been in-
ternally displaced, and an estimated 
215,000 more persons have been exter-
nally displaced in such neighboring 
states as Chad. Even for those who are 
internally displaced persons, they have 
experienced anything but a safe haven 
outside of Darfur while ongoing killing, 
torture, rape, looting and the unlawful 
destruction of their property by all 
parties continues, mainly by the 
janjaweed, associated militia groups, 
and the institution that should be pro-
tecting them, the Sudanese Govern-
ment. 

Indeed, as House Resolution 726 
points out, it has become treacherous 
for women or young ladies in Darfur or 
eastern Chad to leave their villages to 
collect firewood or food from the mar-
ket. They are at risk of being raped 
and assaulted, which, unfortunately, to 
date is exactly what has occurred to 
thousands. 

Although some strides have been 
made in reducing the government’s 
participation in continued human 
rights abuses in Darfur, militia groups 
remain a very real and present threat 
for the civilians in Darfur and eastern 
Chad, despite peace negotiations. 

Particularly, as reported by the 
United Nations, these systematic 
human rights violations have been and 
continue to be committed with total 
impunity throughout Sudan, especially 
in Darfur. It is clear that the Govern-
ment of Sudan has taken to turning a 
blind eye to such atrocities, choosing 
instead to provide strikingly few pros-
ecutions, sentencing or even adequate 
examinations of war crimes or crimes 
against humanity, whether by criminal 
courts or those courts established to 
investigate the violations. 

These failures by the Sudanese Gov-
ernment to respect and abide by cus-
tomary international norms, inter-
national humanitarian and human 
rights laws embodied in the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights, Inter-
national Covenant on Civil and Polit-
ical Rights, Geneva Conventions and 
the Convention on the Rights of a 
Child that it is a party to demonstrates 
a lack of respect for international law 
and responsibility that it has to pro-
tect its citizenry from unacceptable 
levels of abuse. 

Meanwhile, this Bush administration 
has held tightly to a hands-off ap-
proach by failing to send any troops to 
Sudan, despite there clearly being a 
lack of an adequate and capable num-
ber of African Union troops, amounting 
to a mere 7,000. 

The President promised to not allow 
another Rwanda-style atrocity to 
occur; however, it appears to be hap-
pening once again, with little being 
done about it. Even the peace negotia-
tions that recently occurred in Libya 
appear to be faltering, with two key 
militia groups failing to show up for 
the meeting. 

As such, I congratulate my col-
leagues in passing these three vital res-
olutions this evening. And I thank the 
Congress, which has chosen to answer 
the pleas for help by the people of 
Darfur while the administration has 
failed to adequately respond. 

We must act with a great sense of ur-
gency. History will judge whether we 
have synchronized our conduct with 
our conscience. 

f 

b 1945 

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.) 

f 

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

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

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 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.) 

f 

THE PERU TRADE AGREEMENT 

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

Mr. MICHAUD. I thank Madam 
Speaker. This weekend, Senator John 
Edwards announced his opposition to 
the Peru Trade Agreement. The rea-
son? As his statement says, ‘‘All of 
these agreements replicate the terrible 
features of NAFTA.’’ Senator Edwards 
is right. It is more of the same old, 
same old. A leading Presidential can-
didate is saying it. The American peo-
ple are sick of it. And so why is Con-
gress pushing for it? Why would we 
push for a steady stream of lost jobs 
that gives incentives to multinational 
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