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House of Representatives

The House met at 2 p.m.

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

Almighty and eternal God, through
Your provident goodness, and guided
by Your Spirit, you have brought us to-
gether for this fall session of the 108th
Congress of the United States of Amer-
ica.

Keep us safe and healthy throughout
these days. May all our thoughts,
words, and actions be pleasing in Your
sight and serve the lasting interests of
this Nation, so that, as a people, we
may become a beacon of light and a
lesson in freedom to the rest of the
world.

This we pray, now and forever. Amen.

————
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

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

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Mrs. MILLER of
Michigan) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

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

————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

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

H.R. 663. An act to amend title IX of the
Public Health Service Act to provide for the

improvement of patient safety and to reduce
the incidence of events that adversely affect
patient safety, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H.R. 663), “An Act to amend
title IX of the Public Health Service
Act to provide for the improvement of
patient safety and to reduce the inci-
dence of events that adversely affect
patient safety, and for other purposes’,
disagreed to by the House, agrees to
the conference asked by the House on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and appoints Mr. GREGG, Mr.
FRrI1sT, Mr. ENZI, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr.
KENNEDY, Mr. DoODD, and Mr. JEFFORDS,
to be the conferees on the part of the
Senate.

H. Con. Res. 398. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the concern of Congress over Iran’s
development of the means to produce nu-
clear weapons.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed bills, a joint resolu-
tion, and concurrent resolutions of the
following titles in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested:

S. 720. An act to amend title IX of the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to provide for the im-
provement of patient safety and to reduce
the incidence of events that adversely affect
patient safety.

S. 2501. An act to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
73 South Euclid Avenue in Montauk, New
York, as the ‘“Perry B. Duryea, Jr. Post Of-
fice”.

S. 2640. An act to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
1050 North Hills Boulevard in Reno, Nevada,
as the ‘“‘Guardians of Freedom Memorial
Post Office Building” and to authorize the
installation of a plaque at such site, and for
other purposes.

S. 2682. An act to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
222 West 8th Street, Durango, Colorado, as
the ‘“‘Ben Nighthorse Campbell Post Office
Building”’.

S.J. Res. 41. Joint resolution commemo-
rating the opening of the National Museum
of the American Indian.

S. Con. Res. 81. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the concern of Congress over Iran’s

development of the means to produce nu-
clear weapons.

S. Con. Res. 106. Concurrent resolution urg-
ing the Government of Ukraine to ensure a
democratic, transparent, and fair election
process for the presidential election on Octo-
ber 31, 2004.

S. Con. Res. 109. Concurrent resolution
commending the United States Institute of
Peace on the occasion of its 20th anniversary
and recognizing the Institute for its con-
tribution to international conflict resolu-
tion.

S. Con. Res. 112. Concurrent resolution sup-
porting the goals and ideals of National Pur-
ple Heart Recognition Day.

S. Con. Res. 126. Concurrent resolution
condemning the attack on the AMIA Jewish
Community Center in Buenos Aires, Argen-
tina, in July 1994, and expressing the concern
of the United States regarding the con-
tinuing, decade-long delay in the resolution
of this issue.

S. Con. Res. 133. Concurrent resolution de-
claring genocide in Darfur, Sudan.

S. Con. Res. 135. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the printing of a commemorative
document in memory of the late President of
the United States, Ronald Wilson Reagan.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PENCE) laid before the House the fol-
lowing communication from the Clerk
of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, July 26, 2004.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Senate on July 23, 2004 at 4:10
p.m.:

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 3340.

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 3463.

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 4222.

[J This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., [] 1407 is 2:07 p.m.

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.

Printed on recycled paper.

H6709



H6710

That the Senate
ment H.R. 4327.

That the Senate
ment H.R. 4427.

That the Senate
ment H.R. 4417.

That the Senate
ment H.R. 4842.

That the Senate
ment H.R. 4916.

That the Senate passed
ment H. Con. Res. 308.

That the Senate passed
ment H. Con. Res. 439.

That the Senate passed
ment H. Con. Res. 479.

That the Senate agreed to conference re-
port H.R. 2443.

That the Senate agreed to conference re-
port H.R. 4613.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,

passed without amend-

passed without amend-

passed without amend-

passed without amend-

passed without amend-

without amend-

without amend-

without amend-

JEFF TRANDAHL,
Clerk of the House.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
clause 5(c) of rule XX, the Chair an-
nounces to the House, that, in light of
the resignation of the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER), the whole
number of the House is adjusted to 434.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON.
ROBERT MENENDEZ, CHAIRMAN,
DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS

The Speaker pro tempore laid before
the House the following communica-
tion from the Honorable ROBERT
MENENDEZ, Chairman, Democratic Cau-
cus:

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, August 9, 2004.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to clause
5(b)(1) of Rule X, I am writing to inform you
that Rep. Rodney Alexander has ceased to be
a member of the House Democratic Caucus.

Sincerely,
ROBERT MENENDEZ,
Chairman.

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
SPEAKER

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

OFFICE OF THE SPEAKER,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, August 16, 2004.
Hon. BOB GOODLATTE,
Chairman, Committee on Agriculture, House of
Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: This is to advise you
that Representative Rodney Alexander’s
election to the Committee on Agriculture
has been automatically vacated pursuant to
clause 5(b)(1) of rule X effective August 9,
2004.

Sincerely,
J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House.
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COMMUNICATION FROM THE
SPEAKER

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

OFFICE OF THE SPEAKER,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, August 16, 2004.
Hon. DUNCAN HUNTER,
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, House
of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: This is to advise you
that Representative Rodney Alexander’s
election to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices has been automatically vacated pursu-
ant to clause 5(b)(1) of rule X effective Au-
gust 9, 2004.

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

—————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 4 of rule I, Speaker pro
tempore ToM DAVIS of Virginia signed
the following enrolled bills on Wednes-
day, July 28, 2004:

H.R. 2443, to authorize appropriations
for the Coast Guard for fiscal year 2005,
to amend various laws administered by
the Coast Guard, and for other pur-
poses;

H.R. 3340, to redesignate the facilities
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 7715 and 7748 S. Cottage Grove
Avenue in Chicago, Illinois, as the
“James E. Worsham Post Office” and
the “James E. Worsham Carrier Annex
Building,” respectively, and for other
purposes;

H.R. 3463, to amend titles IIT and IV
of the Social Security Act to improve
the administration of unemployment
taxes and benefits;

H.R. 4222, to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 550 Nebraska Avenue in Kan-
sas City, Kansas, as the ‘‘Newell
George Post Office Building”’;

H.R. 4226, to amend title 49, United
States Code, to make certain con-
forming changes to provisions gov-
erning the registration of aircraft and
the recordation of instruments in order
to implement the Convention on Inter-
national Interests in Mobile Equipment
and the protocol to the Convention on
International Interests in Mobile
Equipment on matters specific to air-
craft equipment, known as the ‘‘Cape
Town Treaty’’;

H.R. 4327, to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 7450 Natural Bridge Road in
St. Louis, Missouri, as the ‘‘Vitilas
‘Veto’ Reid Post Office building’’;

H.R. 4417, to modify certain deadlines
pertaining to machine-readable, tam-
per-resistant entry and exit docu-
ments;

H.R. 4427, to designate the facility
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 73 South Euclid Avenue in
Montauk, New York, as the ‘“‘Perry B.
Duryea, Jr., Post Office’’;

H.R. 4613, making appropriations for
the Department of Defense for the fis-
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cal year ending September 30, 2005, and
for other purposes;

H.R. 4842, to implement the United
States-Morocco Free Trade Agreement;

H.R. 4916, to provide an extension of
highway, highway safety, motor car-
rier safety, transit, and other programs
funded out of Highway Trust Fund
pending enactment of a law reauthor-
izing the Transportation Equity Act
for the 21st Century; and

S. 2712, to preserve the ability of the
Federal Housing Administration to en-
sure mortgages under sections 238 and
519 of the National Housing Act.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE
ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN-
FRASTRUCTURE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the chairman of the
Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure, which was read and, with-
out objection, referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND
INFRASTRUCTURE,

Washington, DC, July 27, 2004.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Enclosed are copies of
resolutions adopted on July 21, 2004 by the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. Copies of the resolutions are being
transmitted to the Department of the Army.

Sincerely,
DON YOUNG,
Chairman.

Enclosures.

RESOLUTION, DOCKET 2729, LAKE ERIE

WATERFRONT, EUCLID, OHIO

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the United
States House of Representatives, That the
Secretary of the Army is requested to review
the report of the Chief of Engineers on the
Ohio Shoreline of Lake Erie, Euclid to Cha-
grin River, published as House Document 324,
83rd Congress, 2nd Session, and other perti-
nent reports to determine whether modifica-
tions to the recommendations contained
therein are advisable at the present time in
the interest of shoreline protection, storm
damage reduction, environmental restora-
tion and protection, recreation and other re-
lated purposes along the Lake Erie water-
front in Euclid, Ohio.

RESOLUTION, DOCKET 2730, CHERRY RIVER

BASIN, WEST VIRGINIA

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the United
States House of Representatives, That the
Secretary of the Army is requested to review
the report of the Chief of Engineers on the
Ohio river and tributaries, Pennsylvania,
Ohio and West Virginia, published as House
Document 306, 74th Congress, 1st Session,
and other pertinent reports to determine
whether modifications to the recommenda-
tions contained therein are advisable at the
present time in the interest of flood damage
reduction and other related purposes in the
Cherry River basin at Richwood, West Vir-
ginia and vicinity.

RESOLUTION, DOCKET 2731, MEADOW RIVER

BASIN, WEST VIRGINIA

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-

tation and Infrastructure of the TUnited
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States House of Representatives, That the
Secretary of the Army is requested to review
the report of the Chief of Engineers on the
Ohio river and tributaries, Pennsylvania,
Ohio and West Virginia, published as House
Document 306, 74th Congress, 1lst Session,
and other pertinent reports to determine
whether modifications to the recommenda-
tions contained therein are advisable at the
present time in the interest of flood damage
reduction and other related purposes in the
Meadow River basin at Richwood, West Vir-
ginia and vicinity.

RESOLUTION, DOCKET 2732, CLINTON RIVER AND

ANCHOR BAY, MICHIGAN

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the United
States House of Representatives, That the
Secretary of the Army is requested to review
the report of the Chief of Engineers, Red Run
Drain and Lower Clinton River, Michigan,
Rivers and Harbor Act of 1970, published as
House Document 431, 91st Congress, 2nd Ses-
sion, and other pertinent reports to deter-
mine whether modifications to the rec-
ommendations contained therein are advis-
able at the present time in the interest of
flood protection, environmental restoration
and protection, recreation and related pur-
poses for the Clinton River and Anchor Bay
watersheds within the counties of Macomb,
Oakland, and St. Clair, Michigan.

RESOLUTION, DOCKET 2733, CUYAHOGA RIVER &
TRIBUTARIES AT STOW, OHIO

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the United
States House of Representatives, That the
Secretary of the Army, acting through the
Chief of Engineers, is requested to review the
report on the Cuyahoga River published in
June 1975 entitled, ‘‘Second Interim Prelimi-
nary Feasibility Report on Cuyahoga River
Flood Control Study’”, and other pertinent
reports to determine whether modifications
to the recommendations contained therein
are advisable at the present time in the in-
terest of water quality, environmental res-
toration and protection, recreation, flood
damage reduction and other related purposes
within the City of Stow, Ohio.

There was no objection.

——————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE
ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN-
FRASTRUCTURE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Speaker pro tempore laid before the
House the following communication
from the chairman of the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure,
which was read and, without objection,
referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND
INFRASTRUCTURE,

Washington, DC, July 21, 2004.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Enclosed please find
the resolutions approved by the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure on
July 21, 2004, in accordance with 40 U.S.C.
§3307.

Sincerely,
DON YOUNG,
Chairman.
Enclosures.
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ALTERATION—J. EDGAR HOOVER BUILDING,
WASHINGTON, DC

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the U.S. House
of Representatives, That pursuant to 40
U.S.C. 3307, appropriations are authorized for
the alteration of the J. Edgar Hoover Build-
ing located at 935 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW,
in Washington, DC, at a design and review
cost of $689,000, an estimated construction
cost of $8,918,000, and management and in-
spection cost of $635,000 for a combined esti-
mated total project cost of $10,242,000, a pro-
spectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution.
ALTERATION—EISENHOWER EXECUTIVE OFFICE

BUILDING, WASHINGTON, DC

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the U.S. House
of Representatives, That pursuant to 40
U.S.C. 3307, appropriations are authorized for
the alteration of the Eisenhower Executive
Office Building located at Pennsylvania Ave-
nue and 17th Street, NW, in Washington, DC,
at a design and review cost of $454,000, an es-
timated construction cost of $4,092,000, and
management and inspection cost of $454,000
for a combined estimated total project cost
of $5,000,000, a prospectus for which is at-
tached to, and included in, this resolution.

ALTERATION—FEDERAL OFFICE BUILDING 6,

WASHINGTON, DC

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the U.S. House
of Representatives, That pursuant to 40
U.S.C. 3307, appropriations are authorized for
the alteration of Federal Office Building 6 lo-
cated at 400 Maryland Avenue, SW, in Wash-
ington, DC, at a design and review cost of
$622,000, an estimated construction cost of
$7,315,000, and management and inspection
cost of $330,000 for a combined estimated
total project cost of $8,267,000, a prospectus
for which is attached to, and included in,
this resolution.

ALTERATION—MARY E. SWITZER MEMORIAL

FEDERAL BUILDING, WASHINGTON, DC

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the U.S. House
of Representatives, That pursuant to 40
U.S.C. 3307, appropriations are authorized for
the alteration of the Mary E. Switzer Memo-
rial Federal Building located at 330 C St.,
SW, in Washington, DC, at an estimated con-
struction cost of $100,080,000 and manage-
ment and inspection cost of $7,525,000 for a
combined estimated total project cost of
$116,325,000 (design and review cost of
$8,720,000 was previously authorized), a pro-
spectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution.

ALTERATION—NEW EXECUTIVE OFFICE
BUILDING, WASHINGTON, DC

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the U.S. House
of Representatives, That pursuant to 40
U.S.C. 3307, appropriations are authorized for
the alteration of the New Executive Office
Building located at 725 17th St., NW, in
Washington, DC, at a design and review cost
of $451,000, an estimated construction cost of
$5,388,000, and management and inspection
cost of $423,000 for a combined estimated
total project cost of $6,262,000, a prospectus
for which is attached to, and included in,
this resolution.

ALTERATION—THEODORE ROOSEVELT
BUILDING, WASHINGTON, DC

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the U.S. House
of Representatives, That pursuant to 40

H6711

U.S.C. 3307, appropriations are authorized for
the alteration of the Theodore Roosevelt
Building located at 1900 E Street, NW, in
Washington, DC, at a design and review cost
of $570,000, an estimated construction cost of
$8,630,000, and management and inspection
cost of $530,000 for a combined estimated
total project cost of $9,730,000, a prospectus
for which is attached to, and included in,
this resolution.
ALTERATION—MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.
FEDERAL BUILDING, ATLANTA, GA

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the U.S. House
of Representatives, That pursuant to 40
U.S.C. 3307, appropriations are authorized for
Phase 1 of the alteration of the Martin Lu-
ther King, Jr. Federal Building located at 77
Forsyth St., in Atlanta, Georgia, at an esti-
mated construction cost of $13,436,000, and
management and inspection cost of $1,364,000
for a combined estimated total project cost
of $45,712,000 (design and review cost of
$2,351,000 was previously authorized; esti-
mated construction and management and in-
spection cost of $28,561,000 for Phase 2 will be
included in a future request), a prospectus
for which is attached to, and included in,
this resolution.

ALTERATION—U.S. COURT OF APPEALS,
ATLANTA, GA

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the U.S. House
of Representatives, That pursuant to 40
U.S.C. 3307, appropriations are authorized for
the alteration for adaptive reuse of historic
properties adjacent to the Elbert P. Tuttle
Court of Appeals Building in Atlanta, Geor-
gia, at an estimated construction cost of
$30,773,000, and management and inspection
cost of $1,231,000 for a combined estimated
total project cost of $49,239,000 (acquisition
cost of $9,100,000, relocation cost of $1,500,000
and design cost of $6,725,000 were previously
authorized), a prospectus for which is at-
tached to, and included in, this resolution.

ALTERATION—HILO FEDERAL BUILDING-POST

OFFICE, HiLo, HI

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the U.S. House
of Representatives, That pursuant to 40
U.S.C. 3307, appropriations are authorized for
the alteration of the Federal Building and
Post Office located at 154 Waianuenue Ave-
nue, in Hilo, Hawaii, at an estimated con-
struction cost of $4,528,000, and management
and inspection cost of $605,000 for a combined
estimated total project cost of $5,738,000 (de-
sign and review cost of $605,000 was pre-
viously authorized), a prospectus for which is
attached to, and included in, this resolution.
ALTERATION—HALE BOGGS FEDERAL BUILDING

AND COURTHOUSE, NEW ORLEANS, LA

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the U.S. House
of Representatives, That pursuant to 40
U.S.C. 3307, appropriations are authorized for
the alteration of the Hale Boggs Federal
Building and Courthouse located at 501 Mag-
azine Street and 500 Camp Street, in New Or-
leans, Louisiana, at an estimated construc-
tion cost of $20,525,000, and management and
inspection cost of $2,056,000 for a combined
estimated total project cost of $24,742,000 (de-
sign and review cost of $2,161,000 was pre-
viously authorized), a prospectus for which is
attached to, and included in, this resolution.
ALTERATION—JOHN MINOR WISDOM COURT OF

APPEALS, NEW ORLEANS, LA

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the U.S. House
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of Representatives, That pursuant to 40
U.S.C. 3307, appropriations are authorized for
the alteration of the John Minor Wisdom
Court of Appeals Building located at 600
Camp Street, in New Orleans, Louisiana, at
an estimated construction cost of $6,973,000,
and management and inspection cost of
$1,032,000 for a combined estimated total
project cost of $8,944,000 (design and review
cost of $939,000 was previously authorized), a
prospectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution.
ALTERATION—WASHINGTON NATIONAL RECORD
CENTER, SUITLAND, MD

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the U.S. House
of Representatives, That pursuant to 40
U.S.C. 3307, appropriations are authorized for
the alteration of the Washington National
Record Center, located at the Suitland Fed-
eral Center, in Suitland, Maryland, at an es-
timated construction cost of $6,840,000, de-
sign and review cost of $698,000 and manage-
ment and inspection cost of $451,000 for a
combined estimated total project cost of
$7,989,000, a prospectus for which is attached
to, and included in, this resolution.

NATIONAL HEAD-

BUILDING,

ALTERATION—SSA
QUARTERS—ALTMEYER
WOODLAWN, MD
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation

and Infrastructuer of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for the alter-
ation of the Altmeyer Building, located at
the Social Security. Administration’s Head-
quarters Campus, in Woodlawn, Maryland, at
an estimated construction cost of $5,250,000,
design and review cost of $525,000 and man-
agement and inspection cost of $525,000 for a
combined estimated total project cost of
$12,600,000 (includes authorization for
$6,300,000 to be contributed by the Social Se-
curity Administration), a prospectus for
which is attached to, and included in, this
resolution.

ALTERATION—WARREN E. BURGER FEDERAL
BUILDING AND UNITED STATES COURTHOUSE,
ST. PAUL, MN
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation

and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for the alter-
ation of the Warren. E. Burger Federal
Building and United States Courthouse, in
St. Paul, Minnesota, at an estimated con-
struction cost of $33,745,000 and management
and inspection cost of $2,899,000 for a com-
bined estimated total project cost of
$39,235,000 (design and vreview cost of
$2,591,000 was previously authorized), a pro-
spectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution.

AMENDED PROSPECTUS—ALTERATION—BAN-
NISTER FEDERAL COMPLEX, BUILDING 2,
KANsAS CITY, MO
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation

and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-

resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,

appropriations are authorized for the alter-

ation of the Bannister Federal Complex,

Building 2, in Kansas City, Missouri, at an

additional estimated design/build cost of

$3,384,000 (estimated design/build cost of
$2,641,000 was previously authorized), addi-
tional design and review cost of $221,000 (de-
sign and review cost of $243,000 was pre-
viously authorized), and additional manage-
ment and inspection cost of $113,000 (manage-
ment and inspection cost of $264,000 was pre-
viously authorized) for a combined estimated
total project cost of $6,866,000, a prospectus
for which is attached to, and included in,
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this resolution. This resolution amends a
Committeee resolution dated June 26, 2002
that authorized $3,148,000.

ALTERATION—RICHARD BOLLING FEDERAL
BUILDING, KANSAS CITY, MO

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for the alter-
ation of the Richard Bolling Federal Build-
ing located at 601 East 12th Street, in Kansas
City, Missouri, at an estimated construction
cost of $146,144,000 for Phases 2, 3, and 4, de-
sign and review cost of $8,108,000 for Phases 3
and 4, and management and inspection cost
of $14,853,000 for Phases 2, 3, and 4 for a com-
bined estimated total project cost of
$199,5683,000 (estimated construction cost of
$24,010,000 for Phase 1, design and review cost
of $4,663,000 for Phases 1 and 2, and manage-
ment and inspection cost of $1,805,000 for
Phase 1 were previously authorized), a pro-
spectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution.

ALTERATION—DANIEL P. MOYNIHAN UNITED

STATES COURTHOUSE, NEW YORK, NY

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for the alter-
ation of the Daniel P. Moynihan United
States Courthouse located at 500 Pearl
Street, in New York City, New York, at an
estimated construction cost of $2,338,000, de-
sign and review cost of $94,000 and manage-
ment and inspection cost of $73,000 for a com-
bined estimated total project cost of
$2,505,000, a prospectus for which is attached
to, and included in, this resolution.

ALTERATION—JOSEPH P. ADDABBO FEDERAL

BUILDING, JAMAICA, NY

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for the alter-
ation of the Joseph P. Addabbo Federal
Building located at One Jamaica Center
Plaza, in Jamaica, New York, at an esti-
mated construction cost of $4,896,000, design
and review cost of $353,000 and management
and inspection cost of $206,000 for a combined
estimated total project cost of $5,455,000, a
prospectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution.

ALTERATION—GEORGE H. FALLON FEDERAL

BUILDING, BALTIMORE, MD

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for the alter-
ation of the George H. Fallon Federal Build-
ing located at 31 Hopkins Street, in Balti-
more, Maryland, at an estimated construc-
tion cost of $42,473,000, additional design and
review cost of $1,079,000, and management
and inspection cost of $2,611,000 for a com-
bined estimated total project cost of
$49,737,000 (design and review cost of
$3,574,000 was previously authorized), a pro-
spectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution.

ALTERATION—POTTER STEWART UNITED
STATES COURTHOUSE, CINCINNATI, OH

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for the alter-
ation of the Potter Stewart United States
Courthouse located at 100 East Fifth Street,
in Cincinnati, Ohio, at an estimated con-
struction cost of $32,228,000, design and re-

September 7, 2004

view cost of $3,162,000 and management and
inspection cost of $2,5685,000 for a combined
estimated total project cost of $37,975,000, a
prospectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution.
ALTERATION—ANTHONY J. CELEBREZZE
FEDERAL BUILDING, CLEVELAND, OH

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for the alter-
ation of the Anthony J. Celebrezze Federal
Building located at 1240 East Ninth Street,
in Cleveland, Ohio, at an estimated construc-
tion cost of $34,418,000 and management and
inspection cost of $2,957,000 for a combined
estimated total project cost of $39,649,000 (de-
sign and review cost of $2,274,000 was pre-
viously authorized), a prospectus for which is
attached to, and included in, this resolution.
ALTERATION—WILLIAM K. NAKAMURA UNITED

STATES COURTHOUSE, SEATTLE, WA

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for the alter-
ation of the William K. Nakamura United
States Courthouse located at 1010 5th Ave-
nue, in Seattle, Washington, at an estimated
construction cost of $45,879,000 and manage-
ment and inspection cost of $4,331,000 for a
combined estimated total project cost of
$563,060,000 (design and review cost of
$2,850,000 was previously authorized), a pro-
spectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution.

ALTERATION—POST OFFICE-COURTHOUSE, HOT
SPRINGS, AR

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for the alter-
ation of the Post Office-Courthouse located
at Broadway and Reserve Streets, in Hot
Springs, Arkansas, at an estimated construc-
tion cost of $3,545,000, design and review cost
of $180,000 and management and inspection
cost of $248,000 for a combined estimated
total project cost of $3,973,000, a prospectus
for which is attached to, and included in,
this resolution.

ALTERATION—PAGE BELCHER FEDERAL
BUILDING, TULSA, OK

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for the alter-
ation of the Page Belcher Federal Building,
in Tulsa, Oklahoma, at an estimated con-
struction cost of $3,100,000, design and review
cost of $175,000 and management and inspec-
tion cost of $115,000 for a combined estimated
total project cost of $3,390,000; a prospectus
for which is attached to, and included in,
this resolution.

DESIGN—VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for the design
of projects scheduled for the Robert S. Vance
Federal Building and United States Court-
house, located in Birmingham, Alabama, at a
design cost of $1,739,000; Lafayette Building,
located in Washington, D.C., at a design cost
of $8,470,000; Eisenhower Executive Office
Building, located in Washington, D.C., at a
design cost of $4,788,000; Everett McKinley
Dirksen United States Courthouse, located
in Chicago, Illinois, at a design cost of
$8,152,000; Birch Bayh Federal Building and
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United States Courthouse, located in Indian-
apolis, Indiana, at a design cost of $2,413,000;
Peter W. Rodino Federal Building, located in
Newark, New Jersey at a design cost of
$4,700,000; Thurgood Marshall United States
Courthouse, located in New York City, New
York at a design cost of $13,500,000; and the
John W. Peck Federal Building, located in
Cincinnati, Ohio, at a design cost of
$2,687,000, for a total design cost of
$46,349,000, for which a prospectus is attached
to, and included in, this resolution.
LEASE—BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT, 1620
L STREET, NW, WASHINGTON, DC

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to title 40 U.S.C.
§3307, appropriations are authorized to lease
up to approximately 74,698 rentable square
feet of space for the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment currently located in leased space at
1620 1. Street, NW, in Washington, DC, at a
proposed total annual cost of $3,361,410 for a
lease term of 10 years, a prospectus for which
is attached to and included in this resolu-
tion.

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au-
thority to execute an interim lease for all
tenants, if necessary, prior to execution of
the new lease.

Provided, That the General Services Ad-
ministration shall not delegate to any other
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

LEASE—DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION, 555 NEW
JERSEY AVENUE, SW, WASHINGTON, DC

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to title 40 U.S.C.
§3307, appropriations are authorized to lease
up to approximately 82,191 rentable square
feet of space for the Department of Edu-
cation currently located in leased space at
555 New Jersey Avenue, SW, in Washington,
DC, at a proposed total annual cost of
$3,698,595 for a lease term of 5 years, a pro-
spectus for which is attached to and included
in this resolution.

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au-
thority to execute an interim lease for all
tenants, if necessary, prior to execution of
the new lease.

Provided, That the General Services Ad-
ministration shall not delegate to any other
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

LEASE—DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECU-

RITY, 425 EYE STREET, NW, WASHINGTON,

DC

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to title 40 U.S.C.
§3307, appropriations are authorized to lease
up to approximately 403,847 rentable square
feet of space for the Department of Home-
land Security currently located in leased
space at 425 Eye Street, NW, in Washington,
DC, at a proposed total annual cost of
$18,173,115 for a lease term of 10 years, a pro-
spectus for which is attached to and included
in this resolution.

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au-
thority to execute an interim lease for all
tenants, if necessary, prior to execution of
the new lease.

Provided, That the General Services Ad-
ministration shall not delegate to any other
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

LEASE—DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 1100 L
STREET, NW, WASHINGTON, DC

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation

and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
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resentatives, That pursuant to title 40 U.S.C.
§3307, appropriations are authorized to lease
up to approximately 182,264 rentable square
feet of space and 173 parking spaces for the
Department of Justice currently located in
leased space at 1100 L. Street, NW, in Wash-
ington, DC, at a proposed total annual cost
of $8,201,880 for a lease term of 10 years, ’a
prospectus for which is attached to and in-
cluded in this resolution.

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au-
thority to execute an interim lease for all
tenants, if necessary, prior to execution of
the new lease.

Provided, That the General Services Ad-
ministration shall not delegate to any other
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

LEASE—DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 1400 NEW

YORK AVENUE, NW, WASHINGTON, DC

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to title 40 U.S.C.
§3307, appropriations are authorized to lease
up to approximately 163,664 rentable square
feet of space and 79 parking spaces for the
Department of Justice currently located in
leased space at 1400 New York Avenue, NW,
in Washington, DC, at a proposed total an-
nual cost of $7,364,880 for a lease term of 10
years a prospectus for which is attached to
and included in this resolution.

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au-
thority to execute an interim lease for all
tenants, if necessary, prior to execution of
the new lease.

Provided, That the General Services Ad-
ministration shall not delegate to any other
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

LEASE—DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, VARIOUS

LOCATIONS, WASHINGTON, DC

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to title 40 U.S.C.
§3307, appropriations are authorized to lease
up to approximately 496,571 rentable square
feet of space for the Department of Justice
currently located in various leased locations
in Washington, DC, at a proposed total an-
nual cost of $22,345,695 for a lease term of 15
years, a prospectus for which is attached to
and included in this resolution.

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au-
thority to execute an interim lease for all
tenants, if necessary, prior to execution of
the new lease.

Provided, That the General Services Ad-
ministration shall not delegate to any other
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

LEASE—INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE, 950
L’ENFANT PLAZA, SW, WASHINGTON, DC

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to title 40 U.S.C.
§3307, appropriations are authorized to lease
up to approximately 110,570 rentable square
feet of space for the Internal Revenue Serv-
ice currently located in leased space at 950
L’Enfant Plaza, SW, in Washington, DC, at a
proposed total annual cost of $4,975,650 for a
lease term of 10 years, a prospectus for which
is attached to and included in this resolu-
tion.

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au-
thority to execute an interim lease for all
tenants, if necessary, prior to execution of
the new lease.

Provided, That the General Services Ad-
ministration shall not delegate to any other
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.
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LEASE—SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD,
1925 K STREET, NW, WASHINGTON, DC

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to title 40 U.S.C.
§3307, appropriations are authorized to lease
up to approximately 74,870 rentable square
feet of space and 2 parking spaces for the
Surface Transportation Board currently lo-
cated in leased space at 1925 K Street, NW, in
Washington, DC, at a proposed total annual
cost of $3,369,150 for a lease term of 10 years,
a prospectus for which is attached to and in-
cluded in this resolution.

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au-
thority to execute an interim lease for all
tenants, if necessary, prior to execution of
the new lease.

Provided, That the General Services Ad-
ministration shall not delegate to any other
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

LEASE—DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION, 111
NORTH CANAL STREET, CHICAGO, IL

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to title 40 U.S.C.
§3307, appropriations are authorized to lease
up to approximately 91,141 rentable square
feet of space and 8 parking spaces for the De-
partment of Education currently located in
leased space at 111 North Canal Street, in
Chicago, Illinois, at a proposed total annual
cost of $3,5564,499 for a lease term of 10 years,
a prospectus for which is attached to and in-
cluded in this resolution.

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au-
thority to execute an interim lease for all
tenants, if necessary, prior to execution of
the new lease.

Provided, That the General Services Ad-
ministration shall not delegate to any other
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

LEASE—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE, 1931 JEF-
FERSON DAVIS HIGHWAY, ARLINGTON, VIR-
GINIA
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation

and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to title 40 U.S.C.
§3307, appropriations are authorized to lease
up to approximately 372,826 rentable square
feet of space for the Department of Defense
currently located in leased space at 1931 Jef-
ferson Davis Highway, in Arlington, Vir-
ginia, at a proposed total annual cost of
$12,676,084 for a lease term of 10 years, a pro-
spectus for which is attached to and included
in this resolution.

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au-
thority to execute an interim lease for all
tenants, if necessary, prior to execution of
the new lease.

Provided, That the General Services Ad-
ministration shall not delegate to any other
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

LEASE—DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, BUREAU OF
PRISONS, 500 1ST STREET, NW, WASHINGTON,
DC
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation

and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-

resentatives, That pursuant to title 40 U.S.C.

§3307, appropriations are authorized to lease

up to approximately 112,970 rentable square

feet of space and 133 parking spaces for the

Department of Justice, Bureau of Prisons

currently located in leased space at 500 1st

Street, NW, in Washington, DC, at a pro-

posed total annual cost of $5,383,650 for a

lease term of 10 years, a prospectus for which

is attached to and included in this resolu-
tion.

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au-
thority to execute an interim lease for all
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tenants, if necessary, prior to execution of

the new lease.

Provided, That the General Services Ad-
ministration shall not delegate to any other
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

LEASE—EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF IMMIGRATION
REVIEW, DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECU-
RITY, M1AMI, FL
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation

and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-

resentatives, That pursuant to title 40 U.S.C.

3307, appropriations are authorized to lease

up to approximately 127,211 rentable square

feet of space and 32 parking spaces for the

Executive Office of Immigration Review and

Department of Homeland Security, Office of

the Chief Counsel currently located in var-

ious leased locations, in Miami, Florida, at a

proposed total annual cost of $3,802,211 for a

lease term of 15 years, a prospectus for which

is attached to and included in this resolu-
tion.

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au-
thority to execute an interim lease for all
tenants, if necessary, prior to execution of
the new lease.

Provided, That the General Services Ad-
ministration shall not delegate to any other
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

LEASE—UNITED STATES COURTS, NEW YORK

City, NY

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastrcucture of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to title 40 U.S.C.
§3307, appropriations are authorized to lease
up to approximately 205,500 rentable square
feet of space for the United States Courts
currently located in government owned
space, at a proposed total annual cost of
$10,994,250 for a lease term of 10 years, a pro-
spectus for which is attached to and included
in this resolution.

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au-
thority to execute an interim lease for all
tenants, if necessary, prior to execution of
the new lease.

Provided, That the General Services Ad-
ministration shall not delegate to any other
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

LEASE—DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURIT,

FREDERICK COUNTY, VA

Resolved by the Committee on
Transportationand and Infrastructure of the
U.S. House of Representatives, That pursuant
to title 40 U.S.C. 3307, appropriations are au-
thorized to lease up to approximately 155,864
rentable square feet of space and 734 parking
spaces for the Department of Homeland Se-
curity, currently located in government
owned space at the Mount Weather Emer-
gency Operations Center in Clarke County,
Virginia, at a proposed total annual cost of
$3,740,736 for a lease term of 15 years, a pro-
spectus for which is attached to and included
in this resolution.

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au-
thority to execute an interim lease for all
tenants, if necessary, prior to execution of
the new lease.

Provided, That the General Services Ad-
ministration shall not delegate to any other
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

LEASE—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE, 2511

JEFFERSON DAVIS HIGHWAY, ARLINGTON, VA

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to title 40 U.S.C.
3307, appropriations are authorized to lease
up to approximately 377,882 rentable square
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feet of space and 52 parking spaces for the
Department of Defense, currently located in
leased space at 2511 Jefferson Davis Highway,
in Arlington, Virginia, at a proposed total
annual cost of $12,847,988 for a lease term of
10 years, a prospectus for which is attached
to and included in this resolution.

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au-
thority to execute an interim lease for all
tenants, if necessary, prior to execution of
the new lease.

LEASE—BUREAU OF PUBLIC DEBT,
PARKERSBURG, WV

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to title 40 U.S.C.
3307, appropriations are authorized to lease
up to approximately 182,499 rentable square
feet of space for the Bureau of Public Debt
currently located in leased space in Parkers-
burg, West Virginia, at a proposed total an-
nual cost of $4,927,473 for a lease term of 15
years, a prospectus for which is attached to
and included in this resolution.

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au-
thority to execute an interim lease for all
tenants, if necessary, prior to execution of
the new lease.

Provided, That the General Services Ad-
ministration shall not delegate to any other
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

DESIGN—FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION,
1100 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD, LOS ANGELES, CA

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. 3307,
appropriations are authorized for design of a
1,357,000 gross square foot facility including
secure structured parking for 1,200 vehicles,
located in Los Angeles, California, at a de-
sign cost of $14,054,000, a prospectus for
which is attached to, and included in, this
resolution.

ADDITIONAL DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION—
UNITED STATES COURTHOUSE, LLOS ANGELES,
CA

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. 3307,
appropriations of $364,384,000 are authorized
for construction of a 1,016,300 gross square
foot United States Courthouse including 150
inside parking spaces, located in Los Ange-
les, California, including additional design
cost of $4,340,000, management and inspec-
tion cost of $11,936,000, and estimated con-
struction cost of $348,109,000, for an esti-
mated total project cost of $399,635,000 (site
cost of $20,600,000 and design cost of
$14,650,000 were previously authorized), a pro-
spectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution.

Provided, That any design shall, to the
maximum extent possible incorporate shared
or collegial space, consistent with efficient
court operations that will minimize the size
and cost of the building to be constructed.

Provided further, That any design shall in-
corporate changes in the 1997 United States
Courts Design Guide, including the imple-
mentation of a policy on shared courtrooms.

Provided further, That the Committee ex-
pects the General Services Administration,
in consultation with the Administrative Of-
fice of the United States Courts, to design
for, and configure for maximum utilization,
a courtroom sharing model for the courts in
Los Angeles, California, ensuring, to the
maximum extent practicable, continued use
of all existing courtrooms in the Roybal Fed-
eral Building for judicial proceedings.
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ADDITIONAL SITE AND DESIGN—UNITED
STATES COURTHOUSE ANNEX, SAN DIEGO, CA
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation

and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. 3307,
appropriations are authorized for additional
site and additional design of a 614,394 gross
square foot facility including 105 inside park-
ing spaces, located in San Diego, California,
at an additional site cost of $2,516,000 (site
cost of $29,400,000 was previously authorized)
and additional design cost of $5562,000 (design
cost of $11,441,000 was previously authorized),
a prospectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution.

Provided, That any design shall, to the
maximum extent possible incorporate shared
or collegial space, consistent with efficient
court operations that will minimize the size
and cost of the building to be constructed.

Provided further, That any design shall in-
corporate changes in the 1997 United States
Courts Design Guide, including the imple-
mentation of a policy on shared courtrooms.

BUILDING PURCHASE AND SITE ACQUISITION—10
WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD, CHICAGO, IL

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation

and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. 3307,
appropriations are authorized for acquisition
of the building located at 10 West Jackson
Boulevard and other proximate parcels adja-
cent to the Everett M. Dirksen Courthouse,
located in Chicago, Illinois, at an estimated
total project cost of $53,170,000, a prospectus
for which is attached to, and included in,
this resolution.

SITE ACQUISITION AND DESIGN—UNITED

STATES BORDER STATION, CALAIS, ME
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation

and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-

resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. 3307,

appropriations are authorized for site acqui-

sition and design of a 95,239 gross square foot
facility including 14 inside and 122 outside

parking spaces, located in Calais, Maine, at a

site acquisition cost of $332,000 and design

and review cost of $2,937,000, a prospectus for
which is attached to, and included in, this
resolution.

SITE ACQUISITION AND DESIGN—UNITED
STATES BORDER STATION, MADAWASKA, ME
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation

and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-

resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. 3307,

appropriations are authorized for site acqui-

sition and design of a 17,504 gross square foot
facility including 4 inside and 31 outside
parking spaces, located in Madawaska,

Maine, at a site acquisition cost of $500,000

and design and review cost of $1,260,000, a

prospectus for which is attached to, and in-

cluded in, this resolution.

SITE ACQUISITION AND DESIGN—UNITED

STATES BORDER STATION, WARROAD, MN
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-

resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,

appropriations are authorized for site acqui-

sition and design of a 34,785 gross square foot
facility including 5 inside and 37 outside
parking spaces, located in Warroad, Min-
nesota, at a site acquisition cost of $300,000

and design and review cost of $1,537,000, a

prospectus for which is attached to, and in-

cluded in, this resolution.

SITE  ACQUISITION AND DESIGN—UNITED
STATES BORDER STATION, ALEXANDRIA BAY,
NY
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation

and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-

resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
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appropriations are authorized for site acqui-
sition and design of a 131,520 gross square
foot facility and 203 parking spaces, located
in Alexandria Bay, New York, at a site ac-
quisition cost of $200,000 and design and re-
view cost of $8,684,000, a prospectus for which
is attached to, and included in, this resolu-
tion.
AMENDED CONSTRUCTION—UNITED STATES
BORDER STATION, MASSENA, NY

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
additional appropriations are authorized for
construction of a 58,950 gross square foot fa-
cility and 170 parking spaces, located in
Massena, New York, at an additional site ac-
quisition cost of $432,000 (site acquisition
cost of $100,000 was previously authorized),
additional design and review cost of $2,832,000
(design and review cost of $1,546,000 was pre-
viously authorized), management and inspec-
tion cost of $5,040,000, and estimated con-
struction cost of $48,938,000 for an estimated
total project cost of $58,888,000, a prospectus
for which is attached to, and included in,
this resolution. This resolution amends a
Committee resolution dated June 26, 2002.

SITE ACQUISITION AND DESIGN—UNITED
STATES BORDER STATION, DUNSEITH, ND

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for site acqui-
sition and design of a 58,672 gross square foot
facility including 4 inside and 29 outside
parking spaces, located in Dunseith, North
Dakota, at a site acquisition cost of $300,000
and design and review cost of $2,001,000, a
prospectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution.

CONSTRUCTION—UNITED STATES BORDER
STATION, PORTAL, ND

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for construc-
tion of a 72,125 gross square foot facility in-
cluding 22 inside and 90 outside parking
spaces, located in Portal, North Dakota, at
an additional site acquisition cost of $200,000
(site acquisition cost of $800,000 was pre-
viously authorized), additional design and re-
view cost of $552,000 (design and review cost
of $1,401,000 was previously authorized), man-
agement and inspection cost of $1,575,000, and
estimated construction cost of $20,024,000 for
an estimated total project cost of $24,552,000,
a prospectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution.

DESIGN—YSLETA BORDER STATION, EL PASO,
HDC

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for design of
the Ysleta Border Station, a 201,093 gross
square foot facility and 412 outside parking
spaces, located in El Paso, Texas, at a design
cost of $2,491,000, a prospectus for which is
attached to, and included in, this resolution.

CONSTRUCTION—PASO DEL NORTE BORDER

STATION, EL PAso, TX

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for construc-
tion of the Paso Del Norte Border Station, a
148,800 gross square foot facility and 372 out-
side parking spaces, located in El Paso,
Texas, at an additional design cost of $660,000
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(design cost of $2,200,000 was previously au-
thorized), management and inspection cost
of $3,019,000 and estimated construction cost
of $22,512,000 for an estimated total project
cost of $28,391,000, a prospectus for which is
attached to, and included in, this resolution.

ADDITIONAL SITE AND DESIGN AND CONSTRUC-
TION—UNITED STATES COURTHOUSE, EL
Paso, TX
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation

and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-

resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,

additional appropriations of $7,577,000 are au-

thorized for construction of a 239,600 gross
square foot United States Courthouse includ-
ing 60 inside parking spaces, located in El

Paso, Texas, including additional site cost of

$1,500,000, additional design cost of $1,214,000,

additional estimated construction cost of
$379,000, and management and inspection
cost of $4,484,000, for an estimated total
project cost of $74,655,000, a prospectus for
which is attached to, and included in, this
resolution. This resolution is in addition to
Committee resolutions that authorized
$8,473,000 for site and design of a 221,613 gross
square foot Courthouse, including 60 inside
parking spaces on July 26, 2000; $2,720,000 for
additional site and design of a 221,613 gross
square foot Courthouse, including 60 inside
parking spaces on July 18, 2001; and $1,673,000
for additional site and design, $4,285,000 for
management and inspection, and $49,927,000

for estimated construction cost of a 231,945

gross square foot Courthouse, including 60

inside parking spaces, on July 23, 2003.
Provided, That any design shall, to the

maximum extent possible incorporate shared

or collegial space, consistent with efficient
court operations that will minimize the size
and cost of the building to be constructed.
Provided further, That any design shall in-
corporate changes in the 1997 United States

Courts Design Guide, including the imple-

mentation of a policy on shared courtrooms.

SITE ACQUISITION AND DESIGN—UNITED
STATES BORDER STATION, RICHFORD, VT
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for site acqui-
sition and design of a 25,927 gross square foot
facility including 5 inside and 33 outside
parking spaces, located in Richford,
Vermont, at a site acquisition cost of $589,000
and design and review cost of $956,000, a pro-
spectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution.
SITE ACQUISITION AND DESIGN—UNITED
STATES BORDER STATION, NORTON, VT
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for site acqui-
sition and design of a 29,925 gross square foot
facility including 4 inside and 44 outside
parking spaces, located in Norton, Vermont,
at a site acquisition cost of $580,000 and de-
sign and review cost of $1,167,000, a pro-
spectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution.

SITE ACQUISITION AND DESIGN—UNITED
STATES BORDER STATION, DERBY LINE, VT
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation

and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for site acqui-
sition and design of a 43,809 gross square foot
facility including 5 inside and 67 outside
parking spaces, located in Derby Line,
Vermont, at a site acquisition cost of
$1,253,000 and design and review cost of
$2,095,000, a prospectus for which is attached
to, and included in, this resolution.
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ADDITIONAL DESIGN—UNITED STATES
COURTHOUSE, CEDAR RAPIDS, TA

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
additional appropriations are authorized for
construction of a 300,388 gross square foot
United States Courthouse including 40 inside
parking spaces, located in Cedar Rapids,
Iowa, at an additional design cost of
$1,541,000 (design cost of $5,167,000 was pre-
viously authorized), a prospectus for which is
attached to, and included in, this resolution.

Provided, That any design shall, to the
maximum extent possible incorporate shared
or collegial space, consistent with efficient
court operations that will minimize the size
and cost of the building to be constructed.

Provided further, That any design shall in-
corporate changes in the 1997 United States
Courts Design Guide, including the imple-
mentation of a policy on shared courtrooms.

AMENDED PROSPECTUS—UNITED STATES
COURTHOUSE, HARRISBURG, PA

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for site acqui-
sition and design of a 262,970 gross square
foot United States Courthouse including 40
inside parking spaces, located in Harrisburg,
Pennsylvania, within a delineated area ex-
panded from the Central Business District of
Harrisburg to the City of Harrisburg, a pro-
spectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution. This resolution
amends Committee resolutions dated July
24, 2002 and July 23, 2003 that authorized ap-
propriations for a Courthouse located within
the Central Business District.

Provided, That any design shall, to the
maximum extent possible incorporate shared
or collegial space, consistent with efficient
court operations that will minimize the size
and cost of the building to be constructed.

Provided further, That any design shall in-
corporate changes in the 1997 United States
Courts Design Guide, including the imple-
mentation of a policy on shared courtrooms.

ADDITIONAL SITE AND DESIGN—UNITED
STATES COURTHOUSE, JACKSON, MS

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
additional appropriations are authorized for
construction of a 430,293 gross square foot
United States Courthouse including 79 inside
parking spaces, located in Jackson, Mis-
sissippi, at an additional site cost of $210,000
and additional design cost of $2,216,000 (site
cost of $6,5600,000 and design cost of $6,731,000
were previously authorized), a prospectus for
which is attached to, and included in, this
resolution.

Provided, That any design shall, to the
maximum extent possible incorporate shared
or collegial space, consistent with efficient
court operations that will minimize the size
and cost of the building to be constructed.

Provided further, That any design shall in-
corporate changes in the 1997 United States
Courts Design Guide, including the imple-
mentation of a policy on shared courtrooms.

ADDITIONAL SITE AND DESIGN—UNITED
STATES COURTHOUSE, NASHVILLE, TN

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
additional appropriations are authorized for
construction of a 378,307 gross square foot
United States Courthouse including 55 inside
parking spaces, located in Nashville, Ten-
nessee, at an additional site cost of $5,399,000
and additional design cost of $1,614,000 (site
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cost of $13,601,000 and design cost of $7,095,000
were previously authorized), a prospectus for
which is attached to, and included in, this
resolution.

Provided, That any design shall, to the
maximum extent possible incorporate shared
or collegial space, consistent with efficient
court operations that will minimize the size
and cost of the building to be constructed.

Provided further, That any design shall in-
corporate changes in the 1997 United States
Courts Design Guide, including the imple-
mentation of a policy on shared courtrooms.

ADDITIONAL SITE AND DESIGN—UNITED
STATES COURTHOUSE, AUSTIN, TX

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
additional appropriations are authorized for
construction of a 229,483 gross square foot
United States Courthouse including 65 park-
ing spaces, located in Austin, Texas, at an
additional site cost of $3,000,000 and addi-
tional design cost of $759,000 (site cost of
$9,000,000 and design cost of $4,809,000 were
previously authorized), a prospectus for
which is attached to, and included in, this
resolution.

Provided, That any design shall, to the
maximum extent possible incorporate shared
or collegial space, consistent with efficient
court operations that will minimize the size
and cost of the building to be constructed.

Provided further, That any design shall in-
corporate changes in the 1997 United States
Courts Design Guide, including the imple-
mentation of a policy on shared courtrooms.

SITE—UNITED STATES COURTHOUSE, SAN
ANTONIO, TX

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
appropriations are authorized for site acqui-
sition for a 377,691 gross square foot United
States Courthouse including 37 inside park-
ing spaces, located in San Antonio, Texas, at
a site acquisition cost of $18,000,000, a pro-
spectus for which is attached to, and in-
cluded in, this resolution.

Provided, That any design shall, to the
maximum extent possible incorporate shared
or collegial space, consistent with efficient
court operations that will minimize the size
and cost of the building to be constructed.

Provided further, That any design shall in-
corporate changes in the 1997 United States
Courts Design Guide, including the imple-
mentation of a policy on shared courtrooms.

ADDITIONAL CONSTRUCTION—UNITED STATES
COURTHOUSE, RICHMOND, VA

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, That pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307,
additional appropriations of $7,403,000 are au-
thorized for construction of a 346,000 gross
square foot United States Courthouse includ-
ing 64 inside parking spaces, located in Rich-
mond, Virginia, including additional design
cost of $516,000, additional management and
inspection cost of $295,000, and additional es-
timated construction cost of $6,592,000, for an
estimated total project cost of $102,476,000
(site cost of $13,054,000, design cost of
$5,490,000, construction cost of $71,722,000, and
management and inspection cost of $4,807,000
were previously authorized), a prospectus for
which is attached to, and included in, this
resolution.

Provided, That any design shall, to the
maximum extent possible incorporate shared
or collegial space, consistent with efficient
court operations that will minimize the size
and cost of the building to be constructed.

Provided further, That any design shall in-
corporate changes in the 1997 United States
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Courts Design Guide, including the imple-
mentation of a policy on shared courtrooms.
There was no objection.

———————

REPORT ON H.R. 5006, DEPART-
MENTS OF LABOR, HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES, AND EDU-
CATION, AND RELATED AGEN-
CIES APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005

Mr. YOUNG of Florida, from the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, submitted a
privileged report (Rept. No. 108-636) on
the bill (H.R. 5006) making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Edu-
cation, and related agencies for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2005, and
for other purposes, which was referred
to the Union Calendar and ordered to
be printed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule XXI, all points of
order are reserved on the bill.

———
THE HOME-STRETCH AGENDA

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

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, as we re-
turn this week for the home stretch of
the 108th Congress, it bears repeating
that our focus for the remainder of this
legislative session will be the same
focus we have had for the last 2 years:
growing our economy, defending our
national security, and protecting the
American family.

The first order of business will be re-
forming the way that we secure our
homeland in the wake of the 9/11 Com-
mission’s investigation. When the com-
mission released its report, many
rushed to either condemn or rubber
stamp its conclusions, but we in the
majority took a very novel approach:
we actually read them. Six committees
held more than 20 hearings on the re-
port’s findings and are now in the proc-
ess of developing a comprehensive 9/11
Commission Implementation Act.

Considering the opportunity that the
9/11 Commission has given us, Congress
cannot in good conscience satisfy itself
with a watered-down, politically-con-
venient bill that just Scotch-tapes over
a few vulnerabilities.

We are the first Congress elected
after 9/11, and we were elected specifi-
cally to make the difficult, but nec-
essary, choices to protect our constitu-
ents. That is exactly what a com-
prehensive 9/11 Commission Implemen-
tation Act will force us to do, and I
hope everyone on both sides of the aisle
will rise to the occasion and support its
passage.

Secondly, Mr. Speaker, Congress can-
not adjourn before we finish our work
protecting American families from the
snap-back tax hikes that many Demo-
crats hope to foist upon our economy
before they skip town. Unless Congress
acts, the marriage penalty will return,
the $1,000 per child tax credit will dis-
appear, and the expanded 10 percent
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tax bracket will shrink, representing a
massive tax hike targeted directly at
married couples, parents and working
families, just in time for the holidays;
and we will not let that happen.

Over the last 2 years, the economy
has rebounded from recession, cor-
porate scandals and terrorism; 144,000
more new jobs were created just last
month, 1.7 million more since last Au-
gust.
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Congress did not create this growth;
the American people did. Our job now,
as they build our economy to ever
loftier heights, is to stay out of their
way and not spend too much of their
money while we are at it.

Toward that end, this week, the
House will continue to work on Federal
spending bills for 2005, according to the
common-sense budget that the House
passed this spring.

Our goals for the next several weeks
are clear, and as far as our Nation has
come in these last 2 years, we owe it to
the American people to work as they
have to protect our homeland, our
economy, and our families.

————
HIKE IN MEDICARE PREMIUMS

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, last
Thursday, President Bush promised in
his convention acceptance speech to
honor America’s seniors by giving
them immediate help. The very next
day, his administration announced the
largest Medicare premium increase in
the program’s history.

This year most Medicare bene-
ficiaries paid $66 a month for physician
services. Thanks to the President’s ac-
tion, these monthly premiums will rise
more than 17 percent, forcing seniors
with tight incomes to fork over about
$78 per month.

Now, President Bush tried to blame
the premium hike on rising health care
costs, but he ignores the fact that the
Medicare bill he and Republicans
fought so hard to make law is also re-
sponsible for these record increases.
That is because the law gives insurers
billions of dollars as an enticement to
keep seniors on their rolls.

Seniors deserve better than the
treatment they are receiving from
President Bush and congressional Re-
publicans. Democrats continue to sup-
port a prescription drug law that would
provide meaningful assistance without
forcing up Medicare premiums.

———

HONORING SECOND LIEUTENANT
JAMES MICHAEL GOINS

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

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in honor of one of America’s
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bravest, Second Lieutenant James Mi-
chael Goins, a Carroll County, Arkan-
sas, native who was recently killed in
action in Iraq.

Michael, a member of the Army’s 2nd
Battalion, 12th Cavalry Regiment, was
killed on August 15 when a militia
member in Najaf attacked his tank.

By all accounts, Michael was not
only a great soldier, but also a model
citizen. He was high school valedic-
torian, captain of his high school foot-
ball and basketball teams, and a recipi-
ent of the National Military Scholar
Award, an honor going to only 10 per-
cent of the ROTC cadets in the Nation.

He carried himself in a manner that
earned praise and admiration from
every person he touched. His ROTC
professor called Michael the ‘‘finest
soldier” he ‘“‘has ever known” and his
high school basketball coach said he
“‘learned more about life”” from Mi-
chael than he gave Michael.

Michael always wanted to be a sol-
dier. Almost immediately upon earning
his officer’s commission, he selflessly
put himself in harm’s way in a country
far away so that we could live free of
terror here at home.

Mr. Speaker, Second Lieutenant
James Michael Goins made the ulti-
mate sacrifice for his country. He is a
true American hero. I ask my col-
leagues to keep Michael’s family and
friends in their thoughts and prayers
during these difficult times.

——————

TERROR ATTACKS IN RUSSIA
PART OF GLOBAL WAR ON TER-
ROR

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, last week the world watched
in horror as militant terrorists mur-
dered hundreds of Russian school-
children. No one can doubt that we are
in a full-scale global war on terror.
Since September 11, the terrorists have
attacked in Tunis, Karachi, Bali, Ja-
karta, Casablanca, Bombay, Mombassa,
Najaf, Riyadh, Baghdad, Istanbul, Ma-
drid, and continued the campaign of
terror against Israel.

As British Prime Minister Tony Blair
has stated, the world was transformed
on September 11. We can no longer sim-
ply grieve for the victims of these evil
acts; we must join together and defeat
the terrorists before they can strike
again. This is why President George W.
Bush has brought together allies to lib-
erate millions from terrorist-spon-
soring regimes in Afghanistan and
Iraq. Together with our allies, we are
making major arrests of terrorists
throughout the world, cutting off their
financial assets, and increasing our in-
telligence capabilities.

We must realize that this war cannot
be won overnight. It requires persever-
ance and steadfastness. Yet, in the end,
freedom and liberty will triumph over
extremist hatred.
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In conclusion, may God bless our
troops, and we will never forget Sep-
tember 11.

U.S. ECONOMY KEEPS ON GROW-
ING AND CREATING NEW JOBS

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

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, the U.S. economy Kkeeps on
growing and creating new jobs. Last
month alone, 144,000 new jobs were cre-
ated. But if one were to listen to Sen-
ator JOHN KERRY, one would think we
were in the middle of another Great
Depression.

The U.S. economy has created jobs in
each of the last 12 months for a total of
nearly 1.7 million new jobs. The unem-
ployment rate has fallen to 5.4 percent,
which is about the same as in 1996 when
President Bill Clinton was running for
reelection. And thanks to the leader-
ship of our great President George W.
Bush and the majority of the Repub-
licans in Congress, our economy is
strong and getting stronger.

Senator KERRY, while flip-flopping on
a variety of issues, has been remark-
ably consistent on one issue, and that
one issue is raising taxes. Higher taxes
on hard-working Americans and job
providers have never created a job or
helped a family meet its needs.

My message to Senator KERRY is we
have turned the corner toward a
progrowth, projob, profamily economy,
and we are not turning back.

—————

WEEKLY AWARD FOR WORST EX-
AMPLE OF BIASED LIBERAL
MEDIA REPORT

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

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
The New York Times has repeatedly
hammered Republicans for their get-
out-the-vote efforts involving church-
es, going so far as to suggest that their
tax-exempt status should be ques-
tioned. One reporter, David D. Kil-
patrick, has written four stories on
this topic in the past few months, im-
plying that Republicans’ relationship
with churches somehow is improper.
Yet when former President Bill Clinton
recently gave a politically motivated
anti-Republican speech at the River-
side Church in New York City, the
Times was not concerned.

As the election draws near, the lib-
eral bias of the media continues to
grow worse. The American people de-
serve to hear balanced and factual
news.

Beginning next week and continuing
until the November elections, I will an-
nounce a weekly award for the worst
example of a biased liberal media re-
port, whether print or electronic.
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EMERGENCY DISASTER FUNDS
NECESSARY FOR FLORIDA

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

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
when natural disasters occur around
the world, or especially in the United
States, we respond. But of all of these
natural disasters that we have experi-
enced, seldom has an entire State been
affected. But thanks to tropical storm
Bonnie, Hurricane Charley, and Hurri-
cane Frances, every section of Florida
has been affected.

President Bush, Governor Bush, Mike
Brown, the Director of FEMA, and our
State and local emergency responders
have done an outstanding job, and the
people of Florida have done an out-
standing job in beginning to put their
lives back together. But today FEMA,
who handles our disaster funding, is
running out of money, and by midnight
tonight their funds will be exhausted.

I have introduced a supplemental
bill, as requested by the President, and,
hopefully, we can pass it here in the
House this afternoon, and the Senate
will be able to take it up later this
evening. It is important because FEMA
is out of money. It is important to
make sure that everybody knows that
this is not going to be the total cost.
This is just emergency funding to keep
the cash flowing to those disaster areas
in my State of Florida.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PENCE). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the Chair will postpone further
proceedings today on motions to sus-
pend the rules on which a recorded vote
or the yeas and nays are ordered or on
which the vote is objected to under
clause 6 of rule XX.

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

———

GUARDIANS OF FREEDOM MEMO-
RIAL POST OFFICE BUILDING

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 4442) to des-
ignate the facility of the United States
Postal Service located at 1050 North
Hills Boulevard in Reno, Nevada, as the
“Guardians of Freedom Memorial Post
Office Building” and to authorize the
installation of a plaque at such site,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4442

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

SECTION 1. DESIGNATION OF GUARDIANS OF
FREEDOM MEMORIAL POST OFFICE
BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 1050
North Hills Boulevard in Reno, Nevada, shall
be known and designated as the ‘‘Guardians
of Freedom Memorial Post Office Building’.
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(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 ‘‘Guardians of Freedom
Memorial Post Office Building”’.

SEC. 2. INSTALLATION OF PLAQUE.

(a) AGREEMENT.—The Postmaster General
may enter into an agreement with the Office
of Veterans’ Services of the State of Nevada
under which the Office of Veterans’ Services
of the State of Nevada agrees—

(1) to install a plaque to be displayed at
the Guardians of Freedom Memorial Post Of-
fice Building referred to in section 1(a); and

(2) to maintain and update such plaque, as
appropriate and in accordance with sub-
sections (b) and (c).

(b) INSCRIPTIONS.—

(1) DEDICATION.—The plaque installed pur-
suant to subsection (a) shall bear the fol-
lowing inscription: ‘“This post office building
is dedicated in the memory of those men and
women of the State of Nevada who have lost
their lives while serving in the Armed Forces
of the United States in the Global War on
Terrorism and in Operation Iraqi Freedom.”’.

(2) ADDITIONAL INFORMATION.—The plaque
installed pursuant to subsection (a) shall
also include with respect to the men and
women of the Armed Forces referred to in
paragraph (1) inscriptions containing the
names, ranks, branches of service, home-
towns, and dates of death of such men and
women.

(c) EXPENDITURE OF COSTS.—The agreement
referred to in subsection (a) shall provide
that the Office of Veterans’ Services of the
State of Nevada shall have sole responsi-
bility for the expenditure of all costs associ-
ated with the installation, maintenance, and
updating of the plaque.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) and the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATSON)
each will control 20 minutes.

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

GENERAL LEAVE

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

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4442, introduced by
the gentleman from Nevada (Mr. GIB-
BONS), designates the Post Office in
Reno, Nevada, as the ‘“‘Guardians of
Freedom Memorial Post Office Build-
ing.” This post office intends to serve
as a memorial to our fellow Americans
whom we have lost in the war against
terror. Therefore, I strongly thank the
gentleman from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS)
for offering this legislation. I am going
to urge its passage and ask all of my
colleagues to do the same.

Since the attacks on New York and
Washington on September 11, 2001, our
Nation has been locked in a war on ter-
ror that we did not choose to enter.
But thanks to the work of our brave
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U.S. Armed Forces, this conflict is one
that we will win. Our loyal troops toil
and struggle every day in Afghanistan,
in Iraq, and other locations across the
globe defending America from ter-
rorism, hate, and extremism. We must
never forget their sacrifices.

Mr. Speaker, as President Bush made
clear during his Presidential nomina-
tion acceptance speech last week, we
have fought the terrorists across the
Earth not for pride, not for power, but
because the lives of our citizens are at
stake. During the war on terror, our
military men and women have ex-
tended the fight with terrorists to
where they live and plot, thus making
Americans safer here at home.

American troops continue to fight
terrorism in Iraq and in Afghanistan
during their critical efforts to stabilize
these two young nations. They are suc-
ceeding, and history will fondly re-
member their efforts to liberate mil-
lions of people. We think about our sol-
diers each and every day, we pray for
them, and we owe them the thanks of a
grateful Nation. This Post Office is one
small token of our boundless apprecia-
tion.

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

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

As a member of the House Committee
on Government Reform, I am pleased
to join my colleague in the consider-
ation of H.R. 4442, legislation naming a
postal facility in Reno, Nevada, after
“Guardians of Freedom.” This meas-
ure, which was introduced by the gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS) on
May 20, 2004, and unanimously reported
by our committee on July 8, 2004, en-
joys the support and cosponsorship of
the Nevada delegation.

The name, ‘“‘Guardians of Freedom,”
was chosen by the Nevada North Valley
High School Air Force Junior ROTC
cadets. The cadets chose the name to
honor Nevada men and women who
have fought and continue to fight the
war on terrorism, particularly those
Nevadans who have lost their lives to
protect our freedoms.

I commend my colleague for spon-
soring this bill, and I urge its quick

passage.
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.

Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. PORTER).

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 4442, legisla-
tion introduced by my fellow Nevadan,
the gentleman from Nevada (Mr. GIB-
BONS), to designate the United States
postal facility at 1050 North Hills Bou-
levard in Reno, Nevada, as the ‘‘Guard-
ians of Freedom Memorial Post Office
Building.”

I am proud to join with the gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS) in
honoring the brave men and women of
our Nation’s Armed Forces with the
dedication of this Post Office. It is im-
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portant for all of us to pause and re-
member those who have selflessly
stood in harm’s way as the guardians
of our most fundamental freedoms: life,
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.

Remembering those who have served
our country with the Guardians of
Freedom Memorial Post Office Build-
ing helps to preserve in the hearts and
lives of our citizens the spirit of patri-
otism, the love of country, and the
willingness to serve and sacrifice for
the common good.

This legislation recognizes not just
members of the military, but all men
and women and children who are com-
mitted to guarding the freedoms we
hold so dearly.

Recently our Nation has been faced
with threats from enemies who desire
to oppress rather than to liberate, who
advocate tyranny over democracy, and
who prefer terrorism to freedom. The
attacks of September 11, 2001, are fresh
in our memories, but we are reminded
that this is not the first time in the
history of our great Nation that we
have been faced with intimidation and
threats to our freedoms.

Mr. Speaker, while the names of
those who threaten us may be new, the
honor and courage with which our Na-
tion faces them is not.
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All of those who have worked to
guard our freedoms, our police and fire
departments, first responders and all
Americans who believe our country is
the greatest Nation in the world be-
cause of the freedoms we enjoy are
honored with this postal facility in
Reno, Nevada.

I would also like to take a moment
to thank the gentleman from Nevada
(Congressman GIBBONS) for his personal
dedication to our Nation. As many of
you know, prior to coming to Congress,
the gentleman from Nevada (Mr. GIB-
BONS) served our Nation as a combat
pilot and is a decorated veteran of both
the Vietnam and Persian Gulf wars.
Throughout his military service, the
gentleman from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS)
received 19 service medals including
the Legion of Merit and the Distin-
guished Flying Cross. He continues
protecting the freedom of Nevadans
and all Americans through his service
in Congress where he has distinguished
himself as a leader in homeland secu-
rity and intelligence issues.

Again, I urge all Members of the
House to support H.R. 4442 and pass
this legislation honoring those who
serve as guardians of our freedom.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of H.R. 4442, the Guardians of Free-
dom Memorial Post Office Building Designa-
tion Act.

It is my great honor and privilege to bring
before you this bill, which attempts to honor
Nevada’s military personnel who have made
the ultimate sacrifice during the Global War on
Terror, and Operation Iraqi Freedom.

Nevada’s families have lost precious loved
ones during these conflicts, and many mem-
bers of Nevada’s communities have come to
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me requesting some form of recognition for
these noble men and women.

This bill helps provide such recognition by
establishing the Guardians of Freedom Memo-
rial Post Office Building, in Reno, NV—a con-
secration of ground forever preserving the
memories of these valiant individuals.

To my knowledge, no other post office in
the United States serves with the distinction of
being the single location for recognizing and
honoring all those of a community who have
fallen in defense of our Nation’s liberty.

Upon passage of this bill into law, a plaque
will be placed at this site.

The plaque will bear the names of those
Nevadans who have given the ultimate sac-
rifice in fighting terrorism; the names of those
who have died defending America’s liberty.
The names, Mr. Speaker, of those Nevadans
who have fallen while liberating their brothers
and sisters in humanity from the barbarism of
a different age.

The names of these Nevadans will be per-
manently etched into this plaque and will
serve as an enduring reminder to future gen-
erations that freedom is never free, and those
who defend liberty will never be forgotten.

| urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting my fellow Nevadans who have lost
loved ones, by voting in favor of this special
bill, H.R. 4442.

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

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I urge all Members to support
the passage of H.R. 4442, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs.
MILLER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4442.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————————

HARVEY AND BERNICE JONES
POST OFFICE BUILDING

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 4381) to des-
ignate the facility of the United States
Postal Service located at 2811 Spring-
dale Avenue in Springdale, Arkansas,
as the ‘“Harvey and Bernice Jones Post
Office Building.”’

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4381

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

SECTION 1. HARVEY AND BERNICE JONES POST
OFFICE BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 2811
Springdale Avenue in Springdale, Arkansas,
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Har-
vey and Bernice Jones Post Office Building”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the Harvey and Bernice
Jones Post Office Building.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) and the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATSON)
each will control 20 minutes.

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

GENERAL LEAVE

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

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Com-
mittee on Government Reform, I am
pleased to rise in support of H.R. 4381.
The Congress names post offices after
numerous Americans, some famous,
some anonymous, who devote inordi-
nate time, energy, and resources to
constructive causes, to their commu-
nities, or to the greater public. And
today, through the consideration of
H.R. 4381, we recognize a couple that is
among the most deserving to be hon-
ored by Congress with a local post of-
fice.

Mr. Speaker, Harvey and Bernice
Jones dedicated literally a lifetime of
service to the people of Arkansas. The
Joneses gave away literally millions of
dollars to schools, to hospitals, to
charities, most of them in northwest
Arkansas, through the Harvey and Ber-
nice Jones Charitable Trust.

After Harvey died in 1989, Bernice es-
tablished the Harvey and Bernice Jones
Eye Institute at the University of Ar-
kansas Medical Center in Little Rock
in 1994. The next year Bernice opened
the Harvey and Bernice Jones Center
for Families and Children in Spring-
dale. The center, which features a
swimming pool and ice skating rink,
continues to positively mentor youths.
President Clinton took notice of Mrs.
Jones’s work in his home State and
awarded Bernice the Presidential Citi-
zens Medal for her benevolence to hu-
manity on February 22, 1996.

Bernice Jones passed away Sep-
tember 10, 2003. And I thank the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Congressman
BoozMAN) for advancing this legisla-
tion on behalf of Harvey and Bernice
Jones. This beloved couple deserves to
be remembered by the people of Spring-
dale forever. This post office should
serve as a wonderful memorial to their
compassion.

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

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, as a Member of the
House Committee on Government Re-
form, I am pleased to join with my col-
leagues in the consideration of H.R.
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4381, legislation naming a postal facil-
ity in Springdale, Arkansas, after Har-
vey and Bernice Jones. This measure,
which was introduced by the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Representative
B0O0OZMAN) on May 18, 2004, and unani-
mously reported by our committee on
July 8, 2004, enjoys the support and co-
sponsorship of the Arkansas delega-
tion.

As my colleagues have heard, the
late Harvey and Bernice Jones were
founders of a nonprofit organization,
the Jones Center for Families. The
mission of the center is to ‘‘serve fami-
lies, strengthen community, and glo-
rify God.” The organization, which pro-
vided a host of needed community serv-
ices including health, education, and
recreational facilities, was founded to
improve the lives of those in need of as-
sistance and guidance.

In 1996 President William Clinton
awarded Mrs. Bernice Young Jones the
Presidential Citizen Medal. Through-
out her life, Mrs. Jones donated mil-
lions of dollars to assist individuals
and families.

Mr. Harvey Jones, who built one of
the largest trucking companies in the
country, was also a generous contrib-
utor to charitable organizations.
Sadly, he passed in 1989, and Mrs. Jones
passed away last year.

I commend my colleagues for spon-
soring this bill, and I urge its quick

passage.
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.

Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Arkan-
sas (Mr. BOOZMAN), my distinguished
colleague.

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs.
MILLER) for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, today I am honored to
introduce legislation to my fellow col-
leagues to name the post office at 2811
Springdale Avenue in Springdale, Ar-
kansas, after Harvey and Bernice
Jones. Harvey and Bernice Jones are
known throughout Arkansas for their
amazing generosity and compassion for
their community. Harvey Jones first
started the Springdale Transportation
Company in 1919 and soon changed the
name to Jones Truck Lines, Incor-
porated, which later became one of the
largest privately owned trucking com-
panies in the United States. In 1938 the
couple married and together used their
success to further the improvement of
their community and their home State
of Arkansas.

The Joneses were instrumental in the
development of Springdale’s first hos-
pital, and in 1992 Bernice Jones contin-
ued their support for the hospital by
pledging $25 million to the Northwest
Medical Center of Washington County.
Furthermore, the couple provided a
wing of the hospital for family mem-
bers who want to stay close to their
loved ones.

Harvey Jones was chairman of the
Springdale Memorial Hospital Board,
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president of the Springdale School
Board, president of the Springdale
Chamber of Commerce, and chairman
of the board of the First National Bank
of Springdale.

After her husband’s death in 1989,
Bernice Jones continued the couple’s
philanthropic interests. She paid for
the computers and Internet access for
the entire Springdale School System
and was a lead supporter for the chil-
dren’s library fund. As an eye doctor in
Arkansas, I was gratified by her dona-
tion of $11.5 million for the 56,000
square foot Harvey and Bernice Jones
Eye Institute at the University of Ar-
kansas for the Medical Sciences in Lit-
tle Rock.

I could go on and on with the exten-
sive list of their contributions and
achievements, but probably their most
memorable gift to the community is
the Harvey and Bernice Jones Center
for Families in Springdale, Arkansas.
Established by Mrs. Jones in 1995, the
Jones Center is a 235,000 square foot fa-
cility dedicated to the intellectual,
cultural, and spiritual enhancement of
families throughout the community.

The center offers ice skating, swim-
ming, and numerous other sports ac-
tivities. There is a beautiful chapel for
services and weddings. An ever-wid-
ening array of family classes are of-
fered, including a senior center, a teen
arts program, CPR, cancer screening,
and many, many more. All of this is
free for the community use as long as
they behave like ladies and gentlemen.
This was Bernice’s only rule for the
center. The Joneses are still honored
extensively throughout the State for
their accomplishments. We can con-
tinue to honor them by naming the
Springdale Post Office after the
Joneses. They selflessly rose to answer
the call of their community time and
time again and will continue to be an
inspiration for Arkansas for years to
come.

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs.
MILLER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4381.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.
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ANTHONY I. LOMBARDI MEMORIAL
POST OFFICE BUILDING

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 4618) to des-
ignate the facility of the United States
Postal Service located at 10 West Pros-
pect Street in Nanuet, New York, as
the ‘“Anthony I. Lombardi Memorial
Post Office Building”’.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4618

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

SECTION 1. ANTHONY I. LOMBARDI MEMORIAL
POST OFFICE BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 10
West Prospect Street in Nanuet, New York,
shall be known and designated as the ‘“‘An-
thony I. Lombardi Memorial Post Office
Building”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNy 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 Anthony I. Lombardi
Memorial Post Office Building.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) and the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATSON)
each will control 20 minutes.

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

GENERAL LEAVE

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

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4618, introduced by
the gentleman from New York (Con-
gressman ENGEL) designates this postal
facility in Nanuet, New York, as the
“Anthony I. Lombardi Memorial Post
Office Building.” All 29 Members of the
New York State delegation have co-
sponsored this bill.

Mr. Speaker, Anthony Lombardi
spent his entire adult life as a re-
spected postal letter carrier in his
hometown of Nanuet, New York. In ad-
dition, he taught Sunday school and
worked as a custodial supervisor at
Nanuet High School. He was a fearless
Army sergeant, who served our Nation
during World War II, landing on Nor-
mandy during D-Day. He was twice
honored with the Bronze Star for brav-
ery. Interestingly, one of his Bronze
Stars was for rescuing a wounded sol-
dier in the battlefield, a man who safe-
ly returned home and became the fa-
ther to Gary Hart, who grew up to be a
United States Senator.

Mr. Speaker, this is a fitting tribute
to a lifelong postal employee, a man
who was beloved by his community,
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Anthony Lombardi. I certainly support
H.R. 4618. I would urge all my col-
leagues to do the same. I thank the
gentleman from New York for his com-
passionate work on this legislation.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, as a Member of the
House Committee on Government Re-
form, I am pleased to join my colleague
in the consideration of H.R. 4618, legis-
lation naming a postal facility in
Nanuet, New York, after Anthony
Lombardi. This measure was intro-
duced by the gentleman from New
York (Representative ENGEL) on June
18, 2004, and unanimously reported by
our committee on July 21, 2004; and it
enjoys the support and cosponsorship
of the New York delegation.

A native of Nanuet, New York, An-
thony Lombardi served in the TU.S.
Army. A dedicated serviceman, An-
thony participated in the ground force
that stormed Normandy in 1944. He was
later wounded in another battle. For
his valiant efforts, Anthony was award-
ed two Bronze Stars.

After the many battles, Anthony re-
turned home, taught Sunday school at
St. Joseph’s of Spring Valley, and
began a 30-year career with the U.S.
Postal Service.

As a letter carrier, Anthony
Lombardi walked over 100,000 miles de-
livering mail. His neighbors and friends
remembered him as a carrier who did
his job with a smile and a hug.

I commend my colleague for hon-
oring the memory of the late Anthony
Lombardi, and I urge the swift adapta-
tion of H.R. 4618.

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

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 4618. Mr.
Lombardi was a dedicated postal em-
ployee, and exemplary New Yorker,
and it is my honor to dedicate the U.S.
Post Office of Nanuet, New York, in

the mname of the late Anthony
Lombardi, retired Army Sergeant, 4th
Infantry.

Anthony Lombardi, known to those
close to him as “Tony,” grew up in St.
Agatha’s Orphanage in Nanuet. When
Tony enlisted in the Army, the United
States was embroiled in the European
battles of World War II. Tony served in
the ground force that stormed Nor-
mandy in 1944 and was later awarded
the first of his two Bronze Stars for his
part in the battle’s success. Sixteen
days after D-Day, Tony volunteered for
a mission in the hills of a German
stronghold near Bretteville, France,
where he delivered food, ammunition,
and water under hostile conditions to
the needy frontline troops. During the
difficult Battle of Hurtgen Forest,
Tony’s company commander was
wounded by enemy fire. Tony came to
his commander’s aid and brought him
to safety.

Tony Lombardi could easily be hon-
ored on his military record alone but
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few in Nanuet had any knowledge that
he even served in the war until after
his death in 1987. His work in the com-
munity made Tony a household name
in Nanuet. He dedicated much of his
time to teaching Sunday school at St.
Joseph’s of Spring Valley. In 1978, the
students of Nanuet High School hon-
ored him for his dedication to the
school and its pupils in his efforts as
head night custodian for over 22 years.

Tony Lombardi is loved and remem-
bered most in Nanuet as a friendly and
caring mailman. During his 30-year ca-
reer, Lombardi estimated that he had
walked over 100,000 miles delivering
mail. He always greeted everyone with
a smile, a handshake and a hug and left
a life-long impression on all those who
came in contact with him.

The Nanuet Post Office will serve as
daily reminder to the community of

Mr. Lombardi’s contributions to
Nanuet.
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Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.

Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PENCE). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 4618.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

GENERAL WILLIAM CAREY LEE
POST OFFICE BUILDING

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 4556) to des-
ignate the facility of the United States
Postal Service located at 1115 South
Clinton Avenue in Dunn, North Caro-
lina, as the ‘‘General William Carey
Lee Post Office Building.”’

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4556

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

SECTION 1. GENERAL WILLIAM CAREY LEE POST
OFFICE BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 1115
South Clinton Avenue in Dunn, North Caro-
lina, shall be known and designated as the
“General William Carey Lee Post Office
Building™’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the General William Carey
Lee Post Office Building.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) and the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATSON)
each will control 20 minutes.

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

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on H.R. 4556, the bill under
consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself as much time
as I might consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise in
support of H.R. 4556. This bill des-
ignates the U.S. Postal Service facility
at 1115 South Clinton Avenue, in Dunn,
North Carolina, as the General William
Carey Lee Post Office Building.

General William Lee, also known as
the Father of the Airborne, was the
founder and original Commander of the
101st Airborne Division. This elite
paratrooper company was hailed for its
incredibly heroic efforts during the D-
Day invasion of the Second World War.
The 101st Airborne Division is fa-
mously portrayed in the television se-
ries Band of Brothers.

General Lee enlisted in the Army in
1917 and served during both World War
I and World War II. His combat honors
include the Distinguished Service
Medal, the American Defense Service
Medal, and the World War I and World
War II Victory Medals. He remains one
of America’s most decorated military
leaders, and since he passed away in
1948, this honor for such an authentic
American hero is long overdue. There-
fore, I would urge all Members to sup-
port the swift passage of this post of-
fice designation.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
ETHERIDGE) for his work on H.R. 4556.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
House Committee on Government Re-
form, I am pleased to join my col-
leagues in the consideration of H.R.
4556, legislation naming a postal facil-
ity in Dunn, North Carolina, after Gen-
eral William Carey Lee. This measure,
which was introduced by the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
ETHERIDGE) on June 14, 2004, and unani-
mously reported out by our committee
on July 21, 2004, enjoys the support and
cosponsorship of the North Carolina
delegation.

William Carey Lee was a native of
Dunn, North Carolina. He left college
to join the United States Army and
fought in World War I. He returned
home from the war and graduated from
North Carolina State University.

After a distinguished Army career,
William Carey Lee became Commander
of the Provisional Parachute Group
and the 502nd and 503rd Parachute Bat-
talions at Fort Benning. His enormous
enthusiasm for parachute and glider
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troops led him to develop and com-
mand the 101st Airborne Division, an
elite paratrooper company hailed for
its heroic participation in the D-Day
invasion.

Although his health would not allow
him to be there for the invasion, his
men respected and admired him so
much that as they jumped from their
planes into battle, they yelled his
name.

General Lee died in 1948, but he re-
mains a legend. Mr. Speaker, I com-
mend my colleague for seeking to
honor the legacy of General Lee by
sponsoring this bill, and I urge its
quick passage.

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

North Carolina (Mr. ETHERIDGE), the
sponsor of H.R. 4556.
Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I

thank the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia for yielding me the time, and let
me thank the committee for reporting
out favorably and unanimously this
important piece of legislation that, as
has been noted, was introduced and has
been agreed to by our delegation unani-
mously. And I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation as we name the
main post office in Dunn, North Caro-
lina, in honor of General William Carey
Lee, as has been noted today, who has
been, and it has been said is, the father
of the United States Airborne, and that
is absolutely correct.

William Carey Lee, as has been
noted, was born in Dunn, North Caro-
lina, on March 12, 1895. So he is a na-
tive of a previous century. He attended
Wake Forest and NC State Univer-
sities, but left the latter, NC State, to
enroll as a second lieutenant in the
United States Army.

After serving 18 months in HEurope
during the First World War and earn-
ing the rank of captain, he returned
stateside where he graduated from NC
State University and was so enthralled
and felt so much for the military serv-
ices that he went on to United States
Officers Candidate School 2 years later,
and his enthusiasm led him to make a
career out of the military.

His enthusiasm for parachutists and
glider troops that he had seen in Ger-
many during World War I led him to
develop the Parachute Test Platoon,
and he had been doing a lot of work on
it. Finally, in 1942, the President,
President Roosevelt, assigned as the
Provisional Paratroop Group, only a
year old, that was then to be led by
Lieutenant Colonel Lee, and it was re-
constituted as the Airborne Command.
Within the year, three parachute regi-
ments were added to the Army’s Air-
borne forces, and the Airborne Com-
mand headquarters were relocated to
what was then called Camp Fort Bragg,
as we know today Fort Bragg, with
Brigadier General Lee in command,
who had moved up very quickly in the
ranks of the military.

In August of 1942, the 82nd and the
101st Airborne Divisions were formed.
Major General Lee was put in com-
mand of the new 101st Airborne, and
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they, of course, at that point were sta-
tioned at Fort Bragg. After a year of
rigorous training, General Lee and his
men departed for England.

In 1944, General Lee suffered a heart
attack that forced him to step down as
the commanding officer of the 101st
Airborne Division, just as that division
was making its final preparations for
the invasion in Normandy, of which the
General had been a major planner with
General Eisenhower and others. As a
tribute to their former commander,
each of the men, as my colleagues
heard this evening, of the 10lst Air-
borne Division yelled ‘“Bill Lee” as
they jumped from the plane into the
dark into combat.

The men of the 101st who had been
under General Lee’s command have
since been immortalized in a best-sell-
ing book by the historian Stephen Am-
brose and in the miniseries Band of
Brothers. They were an elite rifle com-
pany that parachuted into France on
D-Day, that fought in the Battle of the
Bulge. They captured Hitler’s Hagle’s
Nest, and they were also a unit that
suffered 150 percent casualties and
whose lives have become legendary.
One could say how could a company,
how could a division suffer 150 percent
casualties? Easy. As one was lost, oth-
ers joined the group.

Mr. Speaker, as the Nation pauses
this year to honor the World War II
veterans and to mark the 60th anniver-
sary of D-Day, it is appropriate that we
honor General Lee, a Dunn, North
Carolina, native and the father of the
United States Airborne. This General
from a small town was a big-time lead-
er. He represented the can-do attitudes
and the patriotism embodied by the
people of Dunn and Harnett County in
North Carolina and America.

Today, in Dunn, there is a museum of
his homeplace. The effort to turn that
home into a museum was led by a
member of his staff, Hoover Adams,
who was a captain who served under
General Lee. That museum is now open
to the public and had a lot of memora-
bilia from World War II and other Air-
borne divisions around the world.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation and today to
honor a true American hero, General
William Carey Lee.

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

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I would urge all Members to
support H.R. 4556, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs.
MILLER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4556.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.
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The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

TROPICAL FOREST CONSERVATION
ACT REAUTHORIZATION

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 4654) to reauthorize the Trop-
ical Forest Conservation Act of 1998
through fiscal year 2007, and for other
purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4654

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

SECTION 1. REDUCTION OF DEBT UNDER THE
FOREIGN ASSISTANCE ACT OF 1961
AND TITLE I OF THE AGRICULTURAL
TRADE DEVELOPMENT AND ASSIST-
ANCE ACT OF 1954.

Section 806(d) of the Tropical Forest Con-
servation Act of 1998 (22 U.S.C. 2431d(d)) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraphs:

““(4) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2005.

““(5) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2006.

“(6) $30,000,000 for fiscal year 2007.”".

SEC. 2. USE OF FUNDS TO CONDUCT PROGRAM
AUDITS AND EVALUATIONS.

Section 806 of the Tropical Forest Con-
servation Act of 1998 (22 U.S.C. 2431d) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘“(e) USE OF FUNDS TO CONDUCT PROGRAM
AUDITS AND EVALUATIONS.—Of the amounts
made available to carry out this part for a
fiscal year, $200,000 is authorized to be made
available to carry out audits and evaluations
of programs under this part, including per-
sonnel costs associated with such audits and
evaluations.”.

SEC. 3. AUTHORITY TO ALLOW FOR PAYMENTS
OF INTEREST AND PRINCIPAL IN
LOCAL CURRENCIES.

(a) AUTHORITY UNDER THE FOREIGN ASSIST-
ANCE ACT OF 1961.—Section 806(c) of the Trop-
ical Forest Conservation Act of 1998 (22
U.S.C. 2431d(c)) is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),
by striking ‘‘The following” and inserting
‘(1) The following’’;

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2)
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively;
and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(2) In addition to the application of the
provisions relating to repayment of principal
under section 705 of this Act to the reduction
of debt under subsection (a)(1) (in accordance
with paragraph (1)(A) of this subsection), re-
payment of principal on a new obligation es-
tablished under subsection (b) may be made
in the local currency of the beneficiary coun-
try and deposited in the Tropical Forest
Fund of the country in the same manner as
the provisions relating to payment of inter-
est on new obligations under section 706 of
this Act.”.

(b) AUTHORITY UNDER TITLE I OF THE AGRI-
CULTURAL TRADE DEVELOPMENT AND ASSIST-
ANCE ACT OF 1954.—Section 807(c) of the Trop-
ical Forest Comnservation Act of 1998 (22
U.S.C. 2431le(c)) is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),
by striking ‘‘The following’ and inserting
‘(1) The following’’;

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2)
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively;
and
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(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘(2) In addition to the application of the
provisions relating to repayment of principal
under section 605 of the Agricultural Trade
Development and Assistance Act of 1954 to
the reduction of debt under subsection (a)(1)
(in accordance with paragraph (1)(A) of this
subsection), repayment of principal on a new
obligation established under subsection (b)
may be made in the local currency of the
beneficiary country and deposited in the
Tropical Forest Fund of the country in the
same manner as the provisions relating to
payment of interest on new obligations
under section 606 of such Act.”.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
810(a) of the Tropical Forest Conservation
Act of 1998 (22 U.S.C. 2431h(a)) is amended by
inserting ‘‘and principal’’ after ‘‘interest’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) and the
gentlewoman from Minnesota (Ms.
McCoLLuM) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. RoOS-
LEHTINEN).

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 4654, the bill under consider-
ation.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

This bill reauthorizes the Tropical
Forest Conservation Act of 1998, TFCA,
through fiscal year 2007. The current
authorization for this important pro-
gram expires at the end of fiscal year
2004. H.R. 4654 authorizes appropria-
tions for debt reduction for eligible
countries through fiscal year 2007 at
$20 million in fiscal year 2005, the
President’s budget request; at $25 mil-
lion in fiscal year 2006; and $30 million
in fiscal year 2007.

The bill adds a new section to the un-
derlying statute which authorizes the
use of funds for audits and evaluations
of this program. In addition, the bill al-
lows for TFCA debt reduction agree-
ments to redirect reduced principal
payments for forest conservation ac-
tivities. Current law allows only the
redirection of reduced interest pay-
ment into forest conservation funds.

Ensuring fiscal and programmatic ac-
countability requires the ability to
contract for independent audits. While
it is the intent of H.R. 4654 to maxi-
mize the amount of funds going to new
TFCA agreements, a modest authoriza-
tion level is provided as a good man-
agement procedure to ensure that some
audits be undertaken each year.

O 1500

The $200,000 authorized by the bill to
be made available to carry out audits
and evaluations of programs is not in-
tended as a limit on expenditures for
these important functions.
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The bill would allow principal on
debt incurred before January 1, 1998, to
be eligible for treatment under the
straight debt reduction option. Cur-
rently, only interest can be treated.
The benefit of also treating principal
in this matter is that the U.S. Govern-
ment can generate more funds for for-
est conservation.

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

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume,
and I rise in strong support of this leg-
islation.

This legislation continues a vitally
important environmental initiative
started in the Clinton administration.
With the extension of this program,
millions of acres of endangered tropical
forests around the world will be saved,
and the biological diversity of our
world will be further preserved.

I would first like to recognize the ef-
forts of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
PORTMAN), who worked closely with
our former colleague and former chair
of the Committee on International Re-
lations, the Honorable Lee Hamilton,
in crafting this innovative measure in
1998.

Mr. Speaker, the Tropical Forest
Conservation Act has become one of
the most effective foreign policy tools
designed to encourage developing na-
tions to protect and preserve tropical
forests. Already the U.S. has entered
into bilateral agreements with seven
countries: Bangladesh, Belize, El1 Sal-
vador, Panama, Peru, the Philippines,
and Colombia.

This innovative program has been a
tremendous success. It has given the
people of developing countries the op-
portunity to protect and invest in their
local ecosystems, thus preserving our
global environment while at the same
time paying down interest on debt
owed to the United States.

The current bilateral agreements
under the Tropical Forest Conservation
Act will generate $70 million for trop-
ical forest preservation. The most re-
cent agreement has produced a pledge
by Colombia to invest $10 million over
12 years to protect the nearly 11 mil-
lion acres of this tropical forest.

Among the areas that will be pre-
served in Colombia as a result is the
Tuparo National Park. This unique for-
est contains a rich diversity of species,
including jaguars, river dolphins, and
the endangered giant armadillo. This
also includes a threatened crocodile,
which is found only in this part of
South America. This area is also being
protected because it serves as a base
for migrating birds from North Amer-
ica.

The bill before us would expand the
Tropical Forest Conservation Act by
allowing developing countries not only
to service their debt by making pay-
ments to forest conservation funds, but
also to pay down the principal on these
debts. Right now, there are several
debtor countries that are potentially
eligible for the program but cannot
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participate because of the way in which
the language was originally written.
This new authority in this reauthoriza-
tion would remedy this situation and
increase the number of countries eligi-
ble to participate in the program.

Mr. Speaker, the Tropical Forest
Conservation Act is a shining example
of good policy mixed with strong envi-
ronmental protections. It is my hope
that in the future we will be able to
promote and support additional meas-
ures that balance economic stability
and environmental sustainability both
for these countries.

Again, I strongly support the passage
of this legislation to reauthorize the
Tropical Forest Conservation Act, and
I urge my colleagues to do so as well.

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

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
am pleased to yield 6 minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. PORTMAN),
the prime sponsor and the author of
this bill.

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank my colleague, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. RoOs-
LEHTINEN), who is chair of the Sub-
committee on the Middle East and
South Asia of the Committee on Inter-
national Relations. I want to thank her
for her good work in the committee,
and particularly her help with regard
to this legislation and her willingness
to be one of the original cosponsors and
to help to promote this.

I also want to thank my colleague
from Minnesota (Ms. McCoLLUM). I
thought that statement was eloquent,
and I think she well stated what we are
trying to do with this reauthorization,
which is to continue a good program
and also to expand it so that more
countries can be eligible.

I rise today in very strong support of
this legislation. It was introduced,
along with my colleague and ranking
member, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS), of the Committee
on International Relations, by 32 of our
colleagues to reauthorize this Tropical
Forest Conservation Act through fiscal
year 2007. This is a bipartisan and mar-
ket-based conservation incentive pro-
gram which helps to protect the
world’s most valuable tropical forests
using the so-called debt-for-nature
mechanisms.

H.R. 46564 was developed with the
Bush administration, with the Nature
Conservancy, World Wildlife Fund,
Conservation International, and the
Wildlife Conservation Society. The ad-
ministration and these highly re-
spected environmental organizations
are to be commended for their good
work on the Tropical Forest Conserva-
tion Act and on this legislation before
us today.

This legislation comes out of a cou-
ple of Congresses ago, the 105th Con-
gress, when I, along with my colleagues
Lee Hamilton, mentioned earlier, and
John Kasich, introduced legislation
that established the Tropical Forest
Conservation Act, or TFCA. It was
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overwhelmingly approved by the
House, the Senate, and enacted in 1998.
It was then reauthorized in 2001, until
the end of this current year.

The TFCA is based on the previous
Bush administration’s Enterprise for
the Americas Initiative, also known as
EAI. That initiative allowed the Presi-
dent to restructure debt in exchange
for certain conservation efforts in
Latin America. We took that basic phi-
losophy, broadened it, we expanded on
it, and we now allow protection of
threatened tropical forests worldwide.

A conservative estimate is that, be-
cause of the agreements that have been
signed to date, 41 million acres of trop-
ical forests are being protected. The
United States has a significant na-
tional interest in this. Tropical forests
provide a wide range of benefits. They
harbor 50 to 90 percent of the Earth’s
terrestrial biodiversity. They act as
“carbon sinks,” absorbing massive
quantities of carbon dioxide from the
atmosphere, thereby reducing so-called
greenhouse gases. Therefore, the qual-
ity of the air we breathe here in this
country is affected by the health of
these dense forests.

They also regulate rainfall on which
agriculture and coastal resources de-
pend, and they are of great importance
to regional and global climate. Fur-
thermore, tropical forests are breeding
grounds for new medicines. Twenty-
five percent of prescription drugs come
from tropical forests. The TUnited
States National Cancer Institute has
identified over 3,000 plants that they
believe are active against cancer. Sev-
enty percent of them can be found in
these tropical rain forests.

Regrettably, tropical forests are rap-
idly disappearing. It is now estimated
that 30 million acres, an area larger
than the State of Pennsylvania, or my
State of Ohio, are now being lost each
year. The heavy debt burden of many
of these countries in the tropics is a
contributing factor because they have
to resort to exploitation of their nat-
ural resources, particularly the extrac-
tion of timber, oil, and precious met-
als, to be able to generate revenue to
service their external debt. At the
same time, these poorer governments
tend to have fewer resources available
to set aside and protect tropical for-
ests.

The TFCA, which is part of the cur-
rent Bush administration’s global cli-
mate change policy, addresses these
economic pressures by authorizing the
President to allow eligible countries to
engage in debt swaps, in buybacks, and
in reduction and restructuring of debt
in exchange for protecting threatened
tropical forests on a sustained basis. So
the program gets at some of the under-
lying causes for the disappearing trop-
ical forests because it gets at some of
the economic reasons some of the coun-
tries must exploit this resource.

The debt-for-nature mechanism in
the TFCA has proven to be an effective
market-oriented means to leverage
scarce funds available for international
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conservation. The host country places
local currency in its tropical forest
fund that typically exceeds the cost to
the U.S. Government of the debt reduc-
tion agreement. So we are leveraging
funds.

Furthermore, because these tropical
forest funds have integrity, are broadly
supported within the host country, we
have found that conservation organiza-
tions are interested in placing their
own money in these tropical forest
funds, which of course produce addi-
tional leverage of the Federal con-
servation dollars that we are providing.

There have been eight TFCA agree-
ments included to date: Bangladesh, El
Salvador, Belize, Peru, the Philippines,
Colombia, and actually two now with
Panama. $49.3 million in Federal con-
tributions have gone into these agree-
ments and $6.3 million in private con-
tributions from these conservation
NGOs under these eight agreements.
Through this we have generated $81.4
million in long-term income commit-
ments for tropical forest conservation,
so the leverage is out there and is
working.

The second Panama deal actually
was just signed last month. Under this
agreement, the U.S. Government con-
tributed $6.5 million to reduce debt,
and the Nature Conservancy contrib-
uted $1.3 million in a second round of
agreements now that will generate
nearly $11 million for tropical con-
servation over the next 12 years.

This agreement with Panama, along
with the previous one, now provides
over $21 million in total funds avail-
able for conservation purposes. This is
a great agreement that helps protect
the biologically rich forest of Darien
National Park.

Active deals are also being nego-
tiated with Jamaica and Sri Lanka.
Other countries that have expressed in-
terest in the program and who have eli-
gible debt include Guatemala, Ecuador,
Paraguay, St. Vincent, Botswana,
Costa Rica, the Dominican Republic,
India, Indonesia, Brazil, and Kenya.

H.R. 4654 will improve and refine the
Tropical Forest Conservation Act, as
was discussed earlier, by better funding
audits to ensure the program is oper-
ating as expected and as intended and
by broadening the governments that
can participate by allowing principal,
not just interest, to be reduced and to
be redirected into these conservation
funds.

The bill does have an authorization
here of $20 million in fiscal year 2005,
which is included in the President’s
budget request.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take a
moment, if I could, to just thank all
those who have gotten us to this point
and worked so hard on this reauthor-
ization bill. I want to thank those peo-
ple like Bill Millan and Steve McCor-
mick of the Nature Conservancy;
Randy Snodgrass, Melissa Moye and
Estrelitta Fitzhugh of the World Wild-
life Fund; Kelly Keenan Aylward with
the Wildlife Conservation Society; and
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Nicholas Lapham with Conservation
International.

From the administration, I want to
thank the Council on Environmental
Quality; also Joel Kaplan and Robin
Cleveland of OMB; Bill Schuerch and
Katie Berg of the Treasury Depart-
ment; Claudia McMurray, Stephanie
Caswell and Teresa Hobgood of the
State Department; Jim Hester with
USAID; Scott Lampman and others.

In Congress, I want to be sure and
thank Kristen Gilley and David Killon
of the Committee on International Re-
lations, minority and majority staff;
and Mark Synnes of the House Legisla-
tive Counsel for helping us to draft the
bill; and at CRS we got some great help
from Pervaze Sheikh. For his excellent
analysis of the program, I want to
thank him. And, finally, I want to
thank Tim Miller of my staff and Jus-
tin Louchheim, who have taken a per-
sonal interest in this and their com-
mitment to it over the years.

Again, this is a good program, it is
working well, and worthy of reauthor-
ization. I urge all Members to support
strongly this market-based approach
that is working to conserve the world’s
most threatened tropical forest.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, the legislation
before the House continues a vitally important
environmental initiative begun during the Clin-
ton Administration. The Tropical Forest Con-
servation Act has already resulted in the fund-
ing of programs to conserve over 40 million
acres of endangered tropical forests around
the globe. These preservation efforts are crit-
ical to long-term U.S. interests as the tropical
forest being saved are estimated to contain
50-90 percent of the earth’s terrestrial bio-
diversity.

Mr. Speaker, | am proud to have had the
opportunity to co-sponsor this reauthorization
with Congressman ROB PORTMAN. Congress-
man PORTMAN deserves credit for having the
foresight to initiate this program with the origi-
nal authorization he crafted in partnership with
the former chairman of the International Rela-
tions Committee, Mr. Lee Hamilton, in 1998.

Mr. Speaker, the Tropical Forest Conserva-
tion Act has been a tremendous success. It
has allowed the governments of developing
countries to get the benefit of improving their
local ecosystem when paying down interest
owed on debt to the United States. It is sup-
ported by a broad spectrum of environmental
advocacy organizations led by the Nature
Conservancy and the World Wildlife Fund.

This program inspires more prompt debt
servicing and gives foreign governments a
greater sense of responsibility for preserving
the global environment.

Already the U.S. has entered into binding bi-
lateral agreements with seven countries: Ban-
gladesh, Belize, El Salvador, Panama, Peru,
the Philippines and Colombia. These agree-
ments will generate $70 million for tropical for-
est preservation.

The most recent agreement has produced a
pledge by Colombia to invest $10 million over
12 years to protect nearly 11 million acres of
its tropical forest.

Among the areas that will be preserved in
Colombia as a result is the Tuparo National
Park. This unique forest contains a rich diver-
sity of species including jaguars, river dol-
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phins, the endangered giant armadillo and the
critically threatened Orinoco crocodile, which
is found only in this part of South America.
The area is also a major winter base for mi-
grating bird species from the United States.

Mr. Speaker, the rapid disappearance of
tropical forests is a threat to our national secu-
rity. We need these forests to regulate the
global environment. They act as critical “car-
bon sinks”, absorbing massive quantities of
carbon dioxide that otherwise would contribute
to global warming. They also regulate rainfall,
which is critical to maintaining sustainable ag-
ricultural production across the globe. In addi-
tion, their diverse plants provide a large per-
centage of life-saving medicines. Therefore, as
the forests disappear, some of our opportuni-
ties to cure debilitating illnesses also vanish.

Mr. Speaker, | strongly support passage of
this legislation, and urge my colleagues to do
so as well.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests at this time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
also have no further requests for time,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PENCE). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentlewoman from Flor-
ida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 4654.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
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.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 13 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 (Mr. KLINE) at 6 o’clock and 30
minutes p.m.

———————

REPORT ON HOUSE RESOLUTION
700, DIRECTING THE ATTORNEY
GENERAL TO TRANSMIT DOCU-
MENTS IN THE POSSESSION OF
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL RE-
LATING TO TREATMENT OF
PRISONERS AND DETAINEES IN
IRAQ, AFGHANISTAN, AND GUAN-
TANAMO BAY

Mr. SENSENBRENNER, from the
Committee on the Judiciary, submitted
a privileged report (Rept. No. 108-658)
on the resolution (H. Res. 700) directing
the Attorney General to transmit to
the House of Representatives docu-
ments in the possession of the Attor-
ney General relating to the treatment
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of prisoners and detainees in Iraq, Af-
ghanistan, and Guantanamo Bay,
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

——————

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.R. 4381, by the yeas and nays; and

H.R. 4556, by the yeas and nays.

Both will be 15-minute votes.

————

HARVEY AND BERNICE JONES
POST OFFICE BUILDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 4381.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs.
MILLER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4381, on
which the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 382, nays 0,
answered ‘‘present’ 1, not voting 50, as
follows:

[Roll No. 422]

YEAS—382

Abercrombie Calvert Doggett
Ackerman Camp Dooley (CA)
Aderholt Cantor Doolittle
AKkin Capito Doyle
Alexander Capps Dreier
Allen Capuano Duncan
Andrews Cardin Dunn
Baca Cardoza Ehlers
Bachus Carter Emanuel
Baird Case Emerson
Baldwin Castle English
Barrett (SC) Chabot Eshoo
Bartlett (MD) Chandler Etheridge
Barton (TX) Chocola Evans
Bass Clay Everett
Beauprez Clyburn Farr
Becerra Coble Fattah
Bell Cole Feeney
Berkley Collins Ferguson
Berman Conyers Filner
Berry Cooper Foley
Biggert Costello Forbes
Bishop (GA) Cox Ford
Bishop (NY) Cramer Fossella
Bishop (UT) Crane Frank (MA)
Blackburn Crenshaw Frelinghuysen
Blumenauer Crowley Garrett (NJ)
Blunt Cubin Gerlach
Boehlert Culberson Gibbons
Boehner Cummings Gilchrest
Bonilla Cunningham Gillmor
Bonner Davis (AL) Gingrey
Bono Davis (CA) Gonzalez
Boozman Davis (IL) Goode
Boswell Davis (TN) Goodlatte
Boucher Davis, Jo Ann Gordon
Boyd Davis, Tom Goss
Bradley (NH) Deal (GA) Granger
Brady (PA) DeFazio Graves
Brown (OH) DeGette Green (TX)
Brown (SC) Delahunt Green (WI)
Brown, Corrine DeLauro Greenwood
Brown-Waite, DeLay Gutknecht

Ginny DeMint Hall
Burgess Deutsch Harman
Burns Diaz-Balart, L. Harris
Burton (IN) Diaz-Balart, M. Hart
Butterfield Dicks Hastings (FL)
Buyer Dingell Hastings (WA)

Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hunter
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Kline
Knollenberg
Kucinich
LaHood
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lynch
Maloney
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCotter
McCrery

McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Ryan (WI)
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Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Sandlin
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stupak
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Turner (OH)
Turner (TX)
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Vitter
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Waters
Watson
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Young (FL)

ANSWERED “PRESENT”"—1

Baker
Ballenger
Bilirakis
Brady (TX)
Burr
Cannon
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Davis (FL)
Edwards
Engel
Flake
Franks (AZ)
Frost

McCollum

NOT VOTING—50

Gallegly
Gephardt
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hoeffel
Hulshof
John
Jones (OH)
Kolbe
Lampson
Latham
Lipinski
Lucas (OK)
Majette

MecInnis
Mollohan
Murtha
Nethercutt
Nunes
Oberstar
Owens
Putnam
Regula
Renzi
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Schrock
Sessions
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Simpson Towns Wexler
Stark Watt Young (AK)
Tauzin Weldon (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KLINE) (during the vote). Members are
advised there are 2 minutes remaining
in this vote.
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So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

GENERAL WILLIAM CAREY LEE
POST OFFICE BUILDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 4556.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs.
MILLER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4556, on
which the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 380, nays 0,
answered ‘‘present’ 1, not voting 52, as
follows:

[Roll No. 423]

YEAS—380

Abercrombie Camp Doyle
Ackerman Cantor Dreier
Aderholt Capito Duncan
Akin Capps Dunn
Alexander Capuano Edwards
Allen Cardin Ehlers
Andrews Cardoza Emanuel
Baca Carter Emerson
Bachus Case English
Baird Castle Eshoo
Baldwin Chabot Etheridge
Barrett (SC) Chandler Evans
Bartlett (MD) Chocola Everett
Barton (TX) Clay Farr
Bass Coble Fattah
Beauprez Cole Feeney
Becerra Collins Ferguson
Bell Conyers Filner
Berkley Cooper Foley
Berman Costello Forbes
Berry Cox Ford
Biggert Cramer Fossella
Bishop (GA) Crane Frank (MA)
Bishop (NY) Crenshaw Frelinghuysen
Bishop (UT) Crowley Garrett (NJ)
Blackburn Cubin Gerlach
Blumenauer Culberson Gibbons
Blunt Cummings Gilchrest
Boehlert Cunningham Gillmor
Boehner Davis (AL) Gingrey
Bonilla Davis (CA) Gonzalez
Bonner Dayvis (IL) Goode
Bono Dayvis (TN) Goodlatte
Boozman Davis, Jo Ann Gordon
Boswell Davis, Tom Goss
Boucher Deal (GA) Granger
Boyd DeFazio Graves
Bradley (NH) DeGette Green (TX)
Brady (PA) Delahunt Green (WI)
Brown (OH) DeLauro Greenwood
Brown (SC) DeLay Gutknecht
Brown, Corrine DeMint Hall
Brown-Waite, Deutsch Harman

Ginny Diaz-Balart, L. Harris
Burgess Diaz-Balart, M. Hart
Burns Dicks Hastings (FL)
Burton (IN) Dingell Hastings (WA)
Butterfield Doggett Hayes
Buyer Dooley (CA) Hayworth
Calvert Doolittle Hefley



H6726

Hensarling McGovern Sabo
Herger McHugh Sanchez, Linda
Herseth MeclIntyre T.
Hill McKeon Sanchez, Loretta
Hinchey McNulty Sanders
Hinojosa Meehan Sandlin
Hobson Meek (FL) Saxton
Hoekstra Meeks (NY) Schakowsky
Holden Menendez Schiff
Holt Mica Scott (GA)
Honda Michaud Scott (VA)
Hooley (OR) Millender- Sensenbrenner
Hostettler McDonald Serrano
Houghton Miller (FL) Shadegg
Hoyer Miller (MI) Shaw
Hunter Miller (NC) Shays
Hyde Miller, Gary Sherman
Inslee Miller, George Sherwood
Isakson Moore Shimkus
Israel Moran (KS) Shuster
Issa Murphy Simmons
Istook Musgrave Skelton
Jackson (IL) Myrick Slaughter
Jackson-Lee Nadler Smith (MI)
(TX) Napolitano Smith (NJ)
Jefferson Neal (MA) Smith (TX)
Jenkins Neugebauer Smith (WA)
Johnson (CT) Ney Snyder
Johnson (IL) Northup Solis
Johnson, E. B. Norwood Souder
Johnson, Sam Nussle Spratt
Jones (NC) Obey Stearns
Kanjorski Olver Stenholm
Kaptur Ortiz Strickland
Keller Osborne Stupak
Kelly Ose Sullivan
Kennedy (MN) Otter Sweeney
Kennedy (RI) Oxley Tancredo
Kildee Pallone Tanner
Kilpatrick Pascrell Tauscher
Kind Pastor Taylor (MS)
King (IA) Paul Taylor (NC)
King (NY) Payne Terry
Kingston Pearce Thomas
Kirk Pelosi Thompson (CA)
Kleczka Pence Thompson (MS)
Kline Peterson (MN) Thornberry
Knollenberg Peterson (PA) Tiahrt
Kucinich Petri Tiberi
LaHood Pickering Tierney
Langevin Pitts Toomey
Lantos Platts Turner (OH)
Larsen (WA) Pombo Turner (TX)
Larson (CT) Pomeroy Udall (CO)
LaTourette Porter Udall (NM)
Leach Portman Upton
Lee Price (NC) Van Hollen
Levin Pryce (OH) Velazquez
Lewis (CA) Quinn Visclosky
Lewis (GA) Radanovich Vitter
Lewis (KY) Rahall Walden (OR)
Linder Ramstad Walsh
LoBiondo Rehberg Wamp
Lofgren Reyes Waters
Lowey Reynolds Watson
Lucas (KY) Rodriguez Waxman
Lynch Rogers (AL) Weiner
Maloney Rogers (KY) Weldon (PA)
Manzullo Rogers (MI) Weller
Markey Rohrabacher Whitfield
Marshall Ros-Lehtinen Wicker
Matheson Ross Wilson (NM)
Matsui Rothman Wilson (SC)
McCarthy (MO) Roybal-Allard Wolf
McCarthy (NY) Royce Woolsey
McCotter Ruppersberger Wu
McCrery Ryan (WI) Wynn
McDermott Ryun (KS) Young (FL)
ANSWERED “PRESENT”’—1
McCollum
NOT VOTING—52
Baker Grijalva Nethercutt
Ballenger Gutierrez Nunes
Bilirakis Hoeffel Oberstar
Brady (TX) Hulshof Owens
Burr John Putnam
Cannon Jones (OH) Rangel
Carson (IN) Kolbe Regula
Carson (OK) Lampson Renzi
Clyburn Latham R
. . . ush
Davis (FL) Lipinski Ryan (OH)
Engel Lucas (OK) v
Flake Majette Schrock
Franks (AZ) McInnis Sfesswns
Frost Mollohan Simpson
Gallegly Moran (VA) Stark
Gephardt Murtha
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Watt
Weldon (FL)

Wexler
Young (AK)

Tauzin
Towns
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KLINE) (during the vote). There are 2
minutes remaining in this vote.
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So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday Sep-
tember 7, 2004, | was attending a funeral and
missed the day’s votes. Had | been present, |
would have voted as follows:

(1) On motion to suspend the rules and
pass H.R. 4381—Harvey and Bernice Jones
Post Office Building Designation Act, | would
have voted “yea.”

(2) On motion to suspend the rules and
pass H.R. 4556—General William Carey Lee
Post Office Building Designation Act, | would
have voted “yea.”

—————

ANNOUNCEMENT OF INTENTION TO

OFFER MOTION TO INSTRUCT
CONFEREES ON H.R. 1308, TAX
RELIEF, SIMPLIFICATION, AND
EQUITY ACT OF 2003

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to
rule XXII, clause 7(c), I hereby an-
nounce my intention to offer a motion
to instruct on H.R. 1308, Tax Relief,
Simplification, and Equity Act of 2003.

The form of this motion is as follows:

I move that the managers on the part of
the House at the conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
House amendment to the Senate amendment
to the bill H.R. 1308 be instructed to agree, to
the maximum extent possible within the
scope of conference, to a conference report
that

(1) extends the tax relief provisions
which expire at the end of 2004; and

(2) does not increase the Federal
budget deficit.

————

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 any additional 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.

Any record vote will be taken tomor-
Tow.

———

EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL AP-
PROPRIATIONS FOR DISASTER
RELIEF ACT, 2004
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,

I move to suspend the rules and pass

the bill (H.R. 5005) making emergency

supplemental appropriations for the
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fiscal year ending September 30, 2004,
for additional disaster assistance.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 5005

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the following sums
are appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2004, to pro-
vide emergency supplemental appropriations
for additional disaster assistance, namely:

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS AND RESPONSE

DISASTER RELIEF

For an additional amount for ‘‘Disaster
Relief”’, $2,000,000,000, to remain available
until expended, of which up to $30,000,000
may be transferred to ‘‘Small Business Ad-
ministration—Salaries and Expenses’’, for
administrative expenses to carry out the dis-
aster loans program authorized by section
T(b) of the Small Business Act: Provided,
That the amounts provided herein are des-
ignated as an emergency requirement pursu-
ant to section 402 of S. Con. Res. 95 (108th
Congress), as made applicable to the House
of Representatives by H. Res. 649 (108th Con-
gress) and applicable to the Senate by sec-
tion 14007 of Public Law 108-287.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Emergency
Supplemental Appropriations for Disaster
Relief Act, 2004”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. YOUNG) and the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) each will
control 20 minutes.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that I be allowed to yield
5 minutes of my time to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOUNG).

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG) is
recognized and will control 25 minutes
of the debate.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on the bill H.R. 5005, making emer-
gency supplemental appropriations for
the fiscal year ending September 30,
2004, for additional disaster assistance.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, first I want to thank
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
OBEY) for yielding me the additional
time because, as you might expect,
many Members of the Florida delega-
tion would like to be heard on this bill.

Mr. Speaker, Congress has responded
many, many times to natural disasters
in different parts of the country; but I
cannot remember any time when an en-
tire State, and I mean everybody in the
State, was actually affected by a series
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of natural disasters in one way or an-
other. Unfortunately, thanks to Trop-
ical Storm Bonnie and Hurricane Char-
lie and Hurricane Frances, that is ex-
actly what has happened to Florida in
the last couple of weeks, and we are
still feeling the effects.

As a matter of fact, our sister States
to the north, Georgia and the Caro-
linas, and probably Virginia, sometime
tonight are all going to feel some of
the effects of Hurricane Frances.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to com-
pliment the President of the United
States, the Governor of Florida, the di-
rector of FEMA, and the State and
local emergency disaster responders for
the tremendous way they have all
worked together to help the people of
Florida recover.

O 1915

Mr. Speaker, the damage has been se-
vere. If Members have watched the tel-
evision screens, they know what I am
talking about. It has been total dis-
aster in some parts of our State.

This supplemental bill is a bill for $2
billion. It is an emergency declaration.
The reason we have tried to move this
bill as quickly as we can, FEMA, which
is handling basically the Federal re-
sponse, runs out of money probably by
midnight tonight. Rather than inter-
rupt the cash flow to the emergency
workers in Florida, we are trying to
move this bill. Hopefully our brothers
and sisters in the other body will move
it quickly tonight, and it will be on the
President’s desk so there is no inter-
ruption in the cash flow to the people
who need it in Florida.

This is not going to cover all of the
costs of the natural disasters that we
are dealing with and have been dealing
with, but we will take that up at a
later date. This is an emergency meas-
ure to keep the cash flow moving into
Florida and FEMA.

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

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 2% minutes.

Mr. Speaker, I am confident we will
find overwhelming support in the
House for this measure. I am certain it
will be bipartisan to a very great de-
gree. I certainly expect to be voting for
it.

I would simply make one observation
in the process, however. We should not
be surprised that FEMA is at this point
running out of money, because in the
conference on the legislative appro-
priation bill last year when additional
supplemental funding for FEMA was
being attached, a number of us on this
side of the aisle warned at that time, I
know the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. Dicks) did, I know I did, we
warned at that time that because we
were appropriating $800 million less
than the historical average of the last
5 years, we would not have enough
money without additional funding. And
now because of that shortfall, it is ob-
vious we have no choice but to move
tonight.
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I would simply say I hope in the fu-
ture any administration, regardless of
party, will request the amount that
represents their full expectations of na-
tional need in terms of dealing with
disasters.

I would also hope in the long run we
can come up with a better way to fi-
nance national disasters, because it
seems to me that there ought to be
some kind of a self-insurance fund es-
tablished between the States, backed
up and guaranteed by the Federal Gov-
ernment so we do not have to keep
funding this on a horseback basis every
time there is another problem. We
ought to be able to fund this program
much the way we fund worker’s com-
pensation, with an insurance fund into
which States buy on an experience-
rated basis. That would be much more
fiscally responsible than the way we go
about it these days.

Having said that, I urge support on
both sides of the aisle for this request.
I know the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. YouNG) is most concerned about
it. These storms have affected his dis-
trict significantly. I have been to his
district, and it is a beautiful place. As
soon as we can get this money down to
those folks who need it, the better.

There are a lot of my neighbors in
Wisconsin who spend their winters in
areas of Florida hit by these two
storms, and we fully expect yet an-
other storm to be hitting the South-
eastern region of the country within a
very short period of time. I think we
have no choice tonight but to act on
this measure.

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

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. SHAW), and just note
the last time we spoke was on the tele-
phone as Hurricane Frances was com-
ing ashore right over his house.

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG)
for yielding me this time, and I thank
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
OBEY), the ranking member.

When a disaster happens in America,
we are not Democrats and Republicans,
we are Americans, and we care about
each other. We suffer with each other,
we cry with each other, and we pray
with each other.

I was taken by a photograph which
was in this morning’s Fort Lauderdale
Sun Sentinel of a woman who had just
lost her entire home, and she was on
her way to get in line for some ice and
water. This tells us how quickly we can
lose everything in this world, and how
important it is that we as a Nation pull
together and come forward with some
relief which is so badly needed.

Up in the central part of the State,
we had Hurricane Frances following
Charley, which was described on tele-
vision as big as the State of Texas. It
covered the entire State of Florida, as
the chairman correctly pointed out.

I also want to be sure that we give
proper credit to the gentleman from
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Florida (Mr. YOUNG), the chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations, who
started putting together this appro-
priation bill even as the hurricane was
still coming ashore, and maybe before
that because of Hurricane Charley and
the losses we sustained. I know my
daughter in DeLand, Florida, ancient,
gorgeous oak trees in her back lawn,
gone. My son in Orlando, a huge oak
tree fell on his house. These things can
change lives in no time.

I think it is remarkable when we see
the expedited process that has been
used here, and this has been done be-
cause we have got good cooperation on
both sides of the aisle. The Speaker has
been great to bring this up. Over in the
Senate, we will pass this very clean bill
in record time, and it will go to the
President. This bill will become signed
into law before Hurricane Frances has
even left the continental United
States. In fact, we may be feeling the
winds of this storm right here in Wash-
ington, D.C., while the President is
signing the bill which will give us a
bridge to the relief we need.

On behalf of all of the people of Flor-
ida and the Florida delegation, I thank
this House, I thank the Senate and the
President of the United States for this
expedited procedure. This is remark-
able, and it does show that we as Amer-
icans deeply care.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. HASTINGS).

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) for yielding me
this time. I thank he and the gen-
tleman from Florida (Chairman YOUNG)
for their steadfast support for the vic-
tims of Charley and Frances. The gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. SHAW) has
put in immeasurable time and work, as
have others of us who have been di-
rectly impacted.

I rise tonight in strong support of
this emergency supplemental appro-
priations measure. I also echo the
words of the chairman when he stated
earlier today that this bill must mere-
ly be a down payment of disaster as-
sistance to Florida’s hurricane victims.
I know that all of our colleagues join
me in expressing sympathy and under-
standing to those who lost their homes,
their belongings, and in some cases
their loved ones who were either killed
or injured to Charley and Frances. We
stand united in our efforts to help
those who have lost so much.

In the district that I am privileged to
represent, the wrath and strength of
Frances is clear and evident. Hundreds
of homes have literally been destroyed
and all but scraps of wood remain. Our
citrus, sugar and tomato fields are
flooded, and more than 2 million homes
remain without electricity days after
the storm has passed and for some days
to come. For the millions who have
been affected, life has come to a stand-
still.

As a fifth-generation Floridian, I
know firsthand that hurricanes and
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tropical storms are part of life in south
Florida. But if Andrew, and most re-
cently Charley and Frances, taught us
anything, it is that the resilience of
our community to recover and rebuild
is stronger than anything Mother Na-
ture will ever throw our way. With
time and the necessary resources, I am
confident we will recover.

I am deeply grateful to the full lead-
ership of both sides in this instance,
and our hearts go out to those that
have lost so much. The gentleman from
Florida (Mr. YOUNG), the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. SHAW), all of us in
Florida really have a lot of work to do
in the future. Like the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) spoke about es-
tablishing an appropriate relief fund, it
is something long overdue in this Con-
gress, and this may be a good first step
for us to be reminded that it is time for
us to have a disaster fund in Congress.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. CANTOR), who had
floods of 6 to 7 feet in Virginia streets
from Tropical Storm Gaston.

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Florida (Chairman
YouNG) and the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. OBEY), the ranking mem-
ber, for bringing this bill forward in
such an expedited fashion.

As the chairman suggested, many
States in this country, especially in
the Southeast, have felt the effects of
devastating hurricanes and tropical
storms. On August 30, which was Tues-
day of last week, Tropical Storm Gas-
ton unleashed 10 to 14 inches of rain on
Richmond, Virginia, over the span of
only 4 hours. This massive rainfall was
responsible for the loss of eight lives,
heavy flooding, and millions of dollars
of property damage.

As Richmonders began the long
clean-up, the costs are beginning to
mount. The storm caused 20 blocks in
Richmond to be condemned as uninhab-
itable and did what is expected to be
$60 million to $80 million of damage.
Business owners and residents in Rich-
mond lost their homes, companies and
cars because of the rapid flooding. One
of the hardest-hit areas, Shockoe Bot-
tom, is a busy commercial area of
Richmond, and its destruction will dra-
matically affect the area’s economy.

Last week I wrote the President to
ask that Virginians affected by Trop-
ical Storm Gaston be given immediate
Federal assistance. Friday, President
Bush responded swiftly by declaring
these hard-hit areas of central Virginia
Federal disaster areas, allowing them
to be eligible for loans and grants
through FEMA and the Small Business
Administration.

Mr. Speaker, that is why I am here in
support of the chairman’s bill for the
supplemental funding for FEMA and
SBA to respond to the storm. Disaster
relief and emergency aid that FEMA
and SBA are providing in Richmond is
one of the best and most appropriate
functions of government, and one in
which Congress should fully invest.
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These additional grants will allow
these individuals, homeowners, busi-
ness owners and local governments,
who are, again, as the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. YOUNG) has said, now as
we speak, are facing the damaging and
flooding rains of Hurricane Frances, to
quickly get back on their feet. That is
why I am here to support its swift pas-
sage.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. MEEK), a member of the com-
mittee.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it
is an honor to be on the floor not only
with the gentleman from Wisconsin,
but also with the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

Mr. Speaker, I think it is very impor-
tant not only for Members of Congress,
but the rest of the United States to un-
derstand that Florida has gone through
quite a bit, and there are other States
that are affected as relates to the
flooding and some of the aftermath of
the hurricanes.
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But I also want to add, and I want
the Members and I know it is not in
this bill, I know we have $2 billion that
is going to FEMA. We have, I believe,
$30 million going to the Small Business
Administration. But I think it is im-
portant to remember that the VA was
also hit in this storm. In Palm Beach,
I know some of the Members can attest
to it, that it is important that we have
emergency funding in a bill, not in this
particular bill, but in another supple-
mental coming up for the losses that
the Department of Veterans Affairs
was not included in this bill.

The VA in West Balm Peach and in
the middle of this storm, clinics in
Brevard and also Port Charlotte re-
ceived lesser damage than their main
facility in West Palm Peach. In the
middle of the storm, it was flooded.
They had to move people to the second
floor. That is something that we defi-
nitely need to think about, and I know
it is something we will include, hope-
fully, in the future for these patriots
that have laid it down for the very de-
mocracy that we celebrate today.

But I am excited about the fact that
not only Floridians but also others can
count on the Congress responding in
the way that we are, because we are
spending their tax dollars. It is not like
we are giving them something. This is
something that they have invested in
our government, rightfully so; and we
are responding to them in their time of
need.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage, like I know
that Members will, when they open the
board up to allow an opportunity to
vote on this emergency supplemental, I
am pretty sure that every Member of
this Congress will be in support of that.
I would like to commend the local gov-
ernments and their response to our re-
cent natural disasters and their contin-
ued support and commitment. Also to
those Floridians that have lost time
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and wages from their jobs and small
businesses. This is very timely. I want
to thank the ranking member for al-
lowing me to have time, but let us also
remember our veterans and VA hos-
pitals.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself 30 seconds. I want to as-
sure my very distinguished friend and
colleague from Florida that we under-
stand that there are many expenses
that will need to be covered, but we do
not know exactly what they are yet; so
this is really a stopgap to keep the
cash flowing to Florida today. But we
will revisit this and the President has
acknowledged that he would be asking
for an additional supplemental once
those figures are available to us. We
are going to move quickly. I appreciate
the gentleman’s comments.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, if
the gentleman will yield, I know a wise
man such as himself is fully aware of
what I just shared with the other Mem-
bers. I want to thank the gentleman
for sharing that with the rest of us.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. FOLEY), who experienced
not only Frances but Charley as well.

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to take this moment to thank the
wonderful hardworking and dedicated
employees of the emergency operating
centers of Charlotte County, High-
lands, Palm Beach, Martin, St. Lucie,
Okeechobee, Glades, and Hendry. I
would like to thank Mike Brown and
his capable staff at FEMA. I would like
to thank President Bush for visiting
our citizens in the storm-ravaged com-
munities of Punta Gorda and, tomor-
row, Fort Pierce. I would like to thank
Governor Bush for his tireless commit-
ment to our State’s fragile citizens, the
United Way, and the Red Cross.

It is amazing to me how beautiful
this Nation is when our fellow citizens
have been found wanting and hurting.
You have all heard the plea from Flor-
ida’s citizens for help, and you have an-
swered that plea today, not just with
money but with prayers, not just with
prayers but with help, and not just
with help but with hope. We will re-
build. We will be stronger and better
than ever. I ask my citizens in Florida
to be patient. I know you are under
great stress, but help is on the way.
This bill will provide it. This Congress
will respond. And our President is
doing all he can with the help of FEMA
to make certain this misery and pain is
short-lived.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. DEUTSCH).

Mr. DEUTSCH. Mr. Speaker, there is
an expression those of us in Florida oc-
casionally use that there are two types
of Americans, those that live in Flor-
ida and those that want to live in Flor-
ida. And if people live long enough,
generally that might be where they end
up.

I remember the first year I came to
this Chamber, and I see many of my
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colleagues who joined me that first
year, Congressman DIAZ-BALART, Con-
gressman HASTINGS, and others. Right
after Hurricane Andrew was the last
time our State experienced something
of the magnitude of what we are expe-
riencing today. My colleague from
West Palm Beach just used the words
that were the catch words after Hurri-
cane Andrew: we will rebuild. In fact,
we rebuilt and we rebuilt stronger and
we rebuilt more significantly and a
better community after the disaster of
Hurricane Andrew. I am confident that
we will do the same after Frances and
Charley.

One of the advantages and disadvan-
tages of literally living in paradise is
that we actually are a location on the
planet Earth where hurricanes find
their way on a pretty regular basis. I
am proud of the response of the people
of Florida during this last disaster. I
look forward to the continued effort
and prayers and specific things of ev-
eryone in this country. The President
is planning on coming back to Florida
tomorrow, an unexpected visit sooner
than after the Charley disaster. Unfor-
tunately, at this point I do not expect
to be able to join him because I hope to
be on this floor passing this, as has
been mentioned, hopefully unani-
mously, the $2 billion.

In the 12 years since Andrew, we have
had many supplementals of disasters
that have faced this country. I think it
is really part of the greatness and the
really shining moments of this Con-
gress when we acknowledge our debt
and our relationship to every other cit-
izen of the United States as we pass
this supplemental tomorrow. I urge its
adoption.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the very distin-
guished gentlewoman from Florida
(Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE).

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, in Florida we have
lived through Charley and Frances, and
my area has been hard hit by both
storms. All eight of my counties have
sustained damage, both from wind and
from storm surge. Myself, my own
property has sustained some damage
due to it. We have had the hopes of
many Floridians dashed. Businesses
have been harmed, agriculture, homes.
Yet the spirit of the average citizen
living in Florida is upbeat. They know
that they will rebuild and that Florida
will again be a great, healthy, and vi-
brant State. Neighbors have been help-
ing neighbors, and that is the good
news.

There are groups out there such as
the Christian Contractors Association
who have been helping people, seniors
without a lot of funds repair their
homes, take down trees, et cetera. Cer-
tainly the Red Cross, the Salvation
Army and FEMA, along with a myriad
of other agencies, are out there assist-
ing people. Florida will survive Charley
and Frances; and for all of the citizens
out there, they need to be in touch
with FEMA. That is what this emer-
gency funding is all about.
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Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. CORRINE BROWN).

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida.
Mr. Speaker, I stand here before you in
support of this bill. My district has
been devastated by the record number
of storms that have made landfall this
hurricane season. Many people in my
district are still without power. I want
to thank Chairman YOUNG and the
ranking member.

In 1992, FEMA was in shambles. To-
night I want to send a special thanks
to President Clinton and to Director
Witt whose leadership was instru-
mental in getting this organization
working and back on track. And I want
to thank all of the volunteers who
worked together to bring relief to the
victims of Bonnie, Charley, and now
Hurricane Frances. Working side by
side and neighborhood to neighbor-
hood, they have helped all of us weath-
er the storms. We are truly blessed
that no further lives were taken during
this latest storm.

We need a dedicated method of fund-
ing, not piecemeal dollars here and
there, to adequately meet the needs of
Florida and any other disaster that oc-
curs in this country. I hope that we
will have a clean bill, one that is not
loaded or loved to death with amend-
ments that do not pertain to the sup-
port and help of people who truly need
the relief these funds promise. Thanks
again for the support.

I also want to mention all of the or-
ganizations, FEMA, but under that the
Army Corps have worked extremely
hard and many community organiza-
tions and groups, the Red Cross. They
are too numerous to name, so I want to
make sure I revise and extend my re-
marks so I can thank all of these peo-
ple that have come together, the fire
departments, the mayors, local govern-
ments, the Federal agencies. Senator
NELSON has been on the ground from
day one. I want to thank everybody
and all of the Florida delegation and
all of the people that worked together
to make things better for the people of
Florida.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1%2 minutes to the very distin-
guished gentleman from Florida (Mr.
Goss), former chairman of the Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence.

(Mr. GOSS asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, this funding
is real money that will bring real relief
to the people in Florida who have been
devastated by Hurricanes Charley and
Frances and who need help. As Gov-
ernor Bush said to us, we have devel-
oped a case, perhaps, of “hurricane am-
nesia’ in recent years in Florida. We
certainly no longer have that. In my
district alone, Charley severely dam-
aged homes, four hospitals, cut a bar-
rier island in two, left thousands with-
out power, left thousands without em-
ployment, changing life forever for
some people.
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Just 3 weeks later, another massive
hurricane slammed many of the same
areas that had already been wrecked by
Charley. Charlotte Harbor was hit
twice hard. As I took stock of the dev-
astation one day after Hurricane Char-
ley hit, I found remarkable the terrible
damage, the scale of destruction, and
how people’s lives were affected. But I
was more impressed by the response,
local, State and Federal, all working
together; and it was hot, and it was
miserable. It was amazing to see how
well they were doing.

And they are still there. This ordeal
has consumed the entire State of Flor-
ida, and Governor Bush has been stead-
fast in these times of crisis and we
thank him. I commend and thank him
especially for his strong leadership not
once but twice; and I pray not for a
third time, and hope Ivan will go else-
where. Our Senators BoB GRAHAM and
BILL NELSON also have done a fabulous
job. They have met the challenges di-
rectly on the ground and, working as
legislators, they have served our State
and our country with great distinction.

Hurricanes are a part of life in Flor-
ida. It comes with the territory. But
the past 4 weeks have been extraor-
dinary. Not since 1950 have two power-
ful hurricanes hit Florida in the same
year, let alone the same month.
FEMA’s relief funds need to be replen-
ished now, and this funding will do just
that. Appropriations Chairman BILL
YOUNG, a great Floridian, has given us
the leadership response that has been
effective and instantaneous. Delega-
tion Chairman CLAY SHAW has orga-
nized us to work together. We are
grateful. I urge support for the bill.

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

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the very distin-
guished gentlewoman from Florida
(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN).

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
am privileged to be part of this Florida
delegation. We are working in unison
and in a very strong bipartisan manner
through the good times and the bad
times. After Hurricane Andrew hit my
district so strongly 12 years ago, we
learned valuable lessons about emer-
gency preparedness and responses to
devastation such as that. After that,
building codes were strengthened so
that structures could withstand these
winds that were so devastating. So we
learned our lesson in Hurricane An-
drew. But Floridians are resilient peo-
ple. We have to keep learning new les-
sons as every hurricane season rolls
around, and we are going to come back
stronger than ever. We have faith in
each other. We have faith as a people,
as a community; and we know that no
hurricane can knock Floridians off our
feet for very long.

We thank individuals like Chairman
YoUuNG and Congressman SHAW, the
dean of our delegation. With their lead-
ership, they have made sure that this
appropriations will be spent in a wise
way and will be given to FEMA for this
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disaster emergency. And we want to
thank Governor Jeb Bush who has been
coordinating this emergency response
and President Bush who is going to be
touring in the Miami National Hurri-
cane Center. FEMA and the Red Cross
volunteers, Salvation Army, faith-
based organizations, all Floridians
have come together in this moment of
crisis.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from Florida (Ms. HARRIS).

(Ms. HARRIS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-

marks.)
Ms. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, during
the last month, the worst cir-

cumstances have summoned the best of
humanity. Having endured the unre-
lenting fury of two major hurricanes,
Floridians from all walks of life have
linked arms in their determined effort
to rescue, recover, and rebuild. More-
over, the generous and compassionate
soul of America has once again become
manifest through the hearts and hands
of the volunteers who have traveled
hundreds, sometimes thousands, of
miles to assist our local first respond-
ers.

Even before the storms hit, Governor
Bush had marshaled the resources nec-
essary to provide victims with rapid as-
sistance. During the grueling after-
math, his reassuring presence through-
out the State has served as an essential
source of comfort and hope.
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President Bush and FEMA have like-
wise delivered a quick and effective re-
sponse from the Federal level. I par-
ticularly wish to commend U.S. Agri-
culture Secretary Ann Veneman for
her swift approval of disaster relief for
our farmers and growers.

Finally, I wish to thank the gen-
tleman from Florida (Chairman YOUNG)
and the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
SHAW), our delegation Chair, for their
leadership in requesting the Presi-
dent’s $2 billion for additional disaster
relief funding and look forward to
working with our entire State delega-
tion to provide our constituents with
the help they so desperately need and
deserve.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the distinguished
gentleman from Florida (Mr.
CRENSHAW), a member of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the chairman for yielding me
this time, and I thank the chairman for
his leadership in this area.

This is money, Mr. Speaker, that will
go to help people who are hurting right
now, and, believe me, there are a lot of
people in Florida who are hurting.
Even in my area in northeast Florida
where we did not suffer any direct
brunt of the hurricane, thousands of
people are without electricity. Their
homes have been damaged. And while
State, local, and Federal officials did a
great job of doing everything they
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could to prepare for this disaster, one
can only do so much.

So I urge my colleagues to support
this so that we can once again get the
money to the people that are hurting
now and come back and help those at a
later time. I urge the adoption of this
bill.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, would the
Speaker be kind enough to inform me
how much time I have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KLINE). The gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. OBEY) has 4% minutes remaining,
and the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
YOUNG) has 11 minutes remaining.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I at this
point have no further requests for
time. There may be one other Member
coming. So if the gentleman from Flor-
ida needs more time, I would be happy
to yield him 2% additional minutes.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I appreciate the gentleman’s gen-
erosity, and that may be the case. We
will deal with our speakers and then
see where we stand. I thank him for
yielding me the time.

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

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART).

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
chairman of the Committee on Appro-
priations and the ranking member for
bringing forth this legislation so quick-
ly to make certain that there is no
interruption in the assistance that
FEMA and the Small Business Admin-
istration are providing to the victims
of the two hurricanes that have caused
so much damage in Florida in recent
weeks.

I have been very proud of, just like
today, the response that we see from
the Congress. Obviously the Speaker
and the leadership have demonstrated
tremendous solidarity with the people
of Florida today. I have also been very
pleased to see the promptness and the
seriousness and the leadership of the
President and the Governor, who, even
before the first hurricane, Charley, hit
Florida, there had been a major dis-
aster area declared by the President
pursuant to the request of the Gov-
ernor.

So everything that can be done is
being done. It is important for the peo-
ple to know that we will continue to do
everything that we can to alleviate
their need in this very difficult mo-
ment. I thank again the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOUNG) for bringing
this forward with such promptness.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the distinguished
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MARIO
DI1AZ-BALART).

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, I, too, want to thank
the chairman for the quickness of this
measure, this important measure.

As we have heard before, when tough
things happen, when the American peo-
ple are suffering, is when the country
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truly shines. And we are seeing another
example. We are seeing unity. We are
seeing how the ranking member has
been so generous with his time and also
working with the chairman to make
sure that this is a reality. The people
who deserve and need the help get it as
soon as possible.

But I have to take this opportunity,
Mr. Speaker, to thank a number of peo-
ple. President Bush, who from day one
has been incredibly supportive and has
led the relief effort. Governor Bush and
his cabinet have done an incredible job.
They have been on the field. The people
from FEMA have been amazing. We run
into them all over in Florida. I was
with a group of them in Miami recently
where the Governor was there as well.
The Small Business Administration,
the first responders, Mr. Speaker, po-
lice officers, firefighters, everybody
who has come together to make sure
that the suffering is minimized as
much as possible, and I just want to
thank everybody. And, of course, our
guardian angel always, the chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations from
our great State of Florida, who is al-
ways there leading every single fight
for the people of Florida.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 2 minutes to the very distin-
guished gentleman from Florida (Mr.
Mica).

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding me this time.

I want to spend a second and also
echo my appreciation to the gentleman
from Florida (Chairman YOUNG), to
both sides of the aisle, for bringing for-
ward this legislation; to the leadership
of President Bush and his administra-
tion, who have acted, in advance of
both this latest storm and the previous
storm we had; for the leadership, the
fantastic assistance provided Governor
Bush. He has just been on the job work-
ing day and night. And I would be re-
miss if I did not mention all of the
local officials. I represent some six
counties, and many of those people
have been through two disasters now,
and they have worked nonstop. So,
again, my congratulations.

This money that we are sending from
Washington is part of the great
strength of our Nation, part of the
strength of a Federal system, and it is
the people’s money, the taxpayers’
money. And when we have a need, it is
appropriate that we do provide assist-
ance from the country to an area that
is hard hit, whether it is Florida; Rich-
mond, Virginia; or other parts of the
Nation. So it is one of the great
strengths of our Nation and our people.

Finally, I want to say that Florida is
open for business. I chair the Aviation
Subcommittee. All of our major air-
ports are open. I want to thank Marion
Blakey, the head of FAA, she worked
nonstop, and Woody Woodward, our na-
tional airports administrator, to make
certain that Florida, which depends on
travel and aviation, is open for busi-
ness.

But we are open for business. There
are some pockets in the southwest and
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some in the southeast, but our major
attractions are open. All of our inter-
states and our roads, I have reports
back as a member of the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure, are
open. And we want people to do us a
favor by not canceling their plans to
visit Florida. We will dust ourselves
off. We will clean up a bit. But people
can help Florida by not canceling their
plans, but coming to Florida. We are
open for business, and we will prevail.

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

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself the balance of my time.

First let me say that I am so proud
to be a part of this Florida delegation
that has come together so strongly as
we do when matters affect our State.
All of our Members on both sides of the
aisle have just been dynamic in sup-
porting each other in the problems
that we might experience in our dis-
tricts because of this one tropical
storm and two hurricanes.

I want to especially thank the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) for
working with me as we moved ahead
with this bill to decide how we are
going to do it, what the bill was going
to look like, and the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) was very sup-
portive, and I have to say I just really
appreciate the support that he gave us.

After Hurricane Charley, I went to
south Florida with President Bush,
where he announced that he would be
asking for this supplemental to make
sure that the cash flow continued, and
I was there to assure him that we
would move this bill as expeditiously
as we could. The House convened at 2
o’clock today after the summer district
work period, and at 2 o’clock I intro-
duced this supplemental appropriations
bill. And thanks to the support of the
gentleman from Illinois (Speaker
HASTERT) and the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. DELAY), our majority lead-
er, and the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. BLUNT), our majority whip, every-
one came together to help us move this
legislation that is so important.

I want to thank the President of the
United States for recognizing the needs
of Florida. I want to thank Governor
Bush, who has done really a dynamic
job in helping to manage not only as
we led up to the hurricanes, but during
the hurricanes and following the hurri-
canes for recovery. He has just been an
amazing manager, and he has worked
with everyone at the State and local
level just to do the very best we could
to help the people of our State that
were hurt so bad.

FEMA, we have talked about FEMA
this afternoon, and FEMA has done an
outstanding job. There are numerous
other Federal agencies that have also
been involved, and they have all just
really turned to and helped our State
as we recover from these disasters. The
Florida National Guard, I talked to
General Burnett early as Charley was
approaching, and General Burnett had
mobilized the Guard, ready to move in
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to protect property, to protect lives, to
do whatever was necessary; and they
just deserve a tremendous vote of con-
fidence and vote of gratitude from
Florida.

All in all, as one of my colleagues
from Florida said, this has been a great
experience of coming together when
people need help. As I said earlier in
my remarks, all of Florida was affected
one way or another, which was very un-
usual. We have an earthquake or a fire
or a flood or whatever that might be,
we respond quickly, and usually it is in
a part of a State or a community, but
in this case the entire State of Florida
was affected. So as chairman of this
committee and as the introducer of
this bill, I appreciate the way that the
House is moving to move this bill over
to the Senate, which I believe will
deem it passed tonight and get it to the
President.

Mr. KELLER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of this emergency supplemental ap-
propriations bill to provide $2 billion to FEMA
to help the citizens of Florida recover from
Hurricanes Charley and Frances.

| am sensitive to the fact that these two hur-
ricanes have had a devastating impact on the
lives of several hundred thousand Central Flo-
ridians. My own mom, Lora Keller, completely
lost her home in Hurricane Charley.

Despite these temporary heartaches, | am
optimistic about Florida’s future. Congress, es-
pecially those of us from Florida, will work
very closely with President Bush and Gov-
ernor Bush over the next few days to help re-
build Florida quickly, and even stronger than
before.

This $2 billion will be able to help Central
Florida families with things like temporary
lodging, food and water supplies, medical care
and will allow roofs to be repaired.

| urge my colleagues to vote “yes” on this
important legislation.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. 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 Florida (Mr.
YouNG) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5005.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 5006, DEPARTMENTS OF
LABOR, HEALTH AND HUMAN
SERVICES, AND EDUCATION, AND
RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2005

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio (during consider-
ation of H.R. 5005) from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 108-66) on the resolution (H.
Res. 754) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 5006) making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Edu-
cation, and related agencies for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2005, and
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for other purposes, which was referred
to the House Calendar and ordered to
be printed.

————
O 2000

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KLINE). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 7, 2003, and under a
previous order of the House, the fol-
lowing Members will be recognized for
5 minutes each.

————

SAUDI ARABIA AND TERRORISM:
THE PAINFUL TRUTH

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. Mr. Speak-
er, a tragedy occurred in Russia this
past week. Thirty Chechen rebels took
control of a schoolhouse on the first
day of school, and they killed at least
338 people, half of them children who
were going to school for their first day.
According to the reports, 10 of those
people who were terrorists were Arabs;
and we believe that they were probably
from Saudi Arabia.

One of the problems that we have had
in the past is a lot of the terrorist ac-
tivity has been emanating and origi-
nating from Saudi Arabia, ostensibly
friends of the United States of Amer-
ica. Osama bin Laden is a Saudi. Fif-
teen of the 19 terrorists that flew the
planes into the World Trade Center and
the Pentagon and the plane that went
down in Pennsylvania were Saudi Ara-
bians.

The Saudis have been funding for
many, many years madrassas where
Wahhabism is taught. Wahhabism is a
radical fundamentalist Muslim religion
that is being taught in the schools that
teaches the children to hate Christians
and Jews and teaches them to per-
petrate violent acts.

Well, the Saudis today said that they
are going to try to change the edu-
cational system over there so no rad-
ical fundamentalism can be taught
that would lead to this kind of ter-
rorist activity.

I would just like to say tonight, Mr.
Speaker, that it is high time, high
time, that the Saudis, whom we have
been supporting with our dollars, buy-
ing our oil from them, for many, many
years, it is high time that they stopped
this terrorist activity which has been
originating in their country.

The Saudi royal family has been giv-
ing money to radical organizations.
They have been giving money to fami-
lies of people whose children blew
themselves up while killing people in
Israel and the West Bank and in what
is called Palestine. The Saudi Govern-
ment has been giving money to al-
Qaeda in the past.

Mr. Speaker, all I can say tonight is
that the Saudis continue to tell us that
they are our friends. They tell us they
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want to stop terrorism. Yet, time after
time after time, we see terrorist activ-
ity taking place, and who has been in-
volved? It is the Saudi people, and it is
people who have been taught in the
madrassas, who have been taught that
radical fundamentalism that is called
Wahhabism.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to say to
my colleagues tonight that this gov-
ernment, the Government of the
United States through the State De-
partment, must continue to tell the
Saudis that they must take these peo-
ple on, they have to stop this terrorist
activity emanating and originating in
their country, and they have to stop
this type of teaching of the children.
They have been allowing this teaching
to go on for 25 to 30 years now.

It is high time that this stopped, be-
cause the children who are growing up
today are going to be the terrorists of
tomorrow; and if they continue to let
that happen in their schools, we are
going to have to face this not only
now, but our children and our grand-
children are going to be facing this
kind of terrorist activity down the
road.

Osama bin Laden, al-Qaeda, the
Taliban, all of them have to be de-
feated. We are in a world war against
terrorism, and we need every govern-
ment of the world that believes in free-
dom and democracy and the things we
believe in to be on our side. That in-
cludes the Saudis. They are going to
have to take a hard line.

—————

MEDICARE PREMIUM INCREASE
SQUEEZES SENIORS’ BUDGETS

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

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Speaker, last
Thursday President Bush got up on his
$2.5 million podium and crowed about
how his Medicare reform bill was mak-
ing health care more affordable for sen-
iors. But less than 24 hours later, this
administration announced the largest
increase in Medicare premiums in his-
tory.

Beginning in January, retirees and
the disabled will see their Medicare
premiums rise by $11.60 per month, to
$78.20. That is an increase of 17 percent.
It comes on the heels of last year’s
whopping 14 percent increase. The Bush
administration deliberately tried to
bury this bad news, releasing the infor-
mation late on Friday in the midst of
a hurricane and leading up to a long
holiday weekend. They did that in the
hopes that seniors would not notice.

The Social Security COLA will not be
generous either. That is why the Bush
administration needed to stifle news
coverage about the Medicare premium
increase. The Social Security trustees
have predicted a 1.3 percent COLA for
2005. For a retiree receiving the aver-
age benefit of $895, that amounts to a
monthly increase of $11.64.

After Medicare’s premiums go up,
seniors will be left with an additional 4
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cents per month to handle rising ex-
penses. Seniors have increasing hous-
ing costs, high gas prices, rising gro-
cery bills and the prospects of record
heating bills this winter, just like ev-
eryone else. Does 4 cents a month
sound like enough of a cost-of-living
increase to cover inflation and ex-
penses?

The retirees I know pay very close
attention to information about their
health insurance costs because they
need to watch every dime. But the
same cannot be said of President Bush
and the Republican Congress. The so-
called Medicare reform bill that they
are so quick to praise is largely to
blame for the premium increases and
Medicare’s ongoing financial difficul-
ties.

The Medicare reform bill, with a
price tag of $5649 billion, spends more
money to pad the pockets of corporate
executives than it does to pay for pre-
scription drugs or for more comprehen-
sive medical coverage for seniors. More
than 60 percent of the bill’s cost is at-
tributable to $139 billion in overpay-
ments to pharmaceutical companies,
$70 billion in subsidies to corporations
and $130 billion in overpayments to
Medicare HMOs. These expenses do
nothing to improve the quality of
health care that seniors receive, but
they certainly have a negative impact
on the affordability of that care.

Today’s retirees will not be the only
ones to pay the price for the short-
sighted, irresponsible agenda of Presi-
dent Bush and the Republican Con-
gress. We all will, in today’s budget
deficits and tomorrow’s skyrocketing
Medicare costs.

None of the Medicare bill’s $549 bil-
lion price tag was paid for, which
means it only adds to the Federal
budget deficit. The growing budget def-
icit in turn means that we will not be
able to put any money aside to shore
up Medicare’s finances for the impend-
ing retirement of the baby boom gen-
eration. Under this leadership, today’s
seniors and tomorrow’s retirees can ex-
pect many years of outrageously high
increases.

This is just another example of the
Bush administration and the Repub-
lican Congress saying one thing and
doing another. It sounds nice to say
that you have added a comprehensive,
guaranteed prescription drug benefit;
but you did not. It sounds nice to say
that you have made seniors’ health
care better and more affordable, but
you have not done that either. Presi-
dent Bush and the Republican leader-
ship have done just the opposite.

When seniors get their Social Secu-
rity checks in January and those
checks are only 4 cents more than what
they got last January, they will know
the difference between your words and
your deeds.

September 7, 2004

HONORING THE FIRST RESPOND-
ERS OF THE ELEVENTH DIS-
TRICT OF GEORGIA

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

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, in the
short time that I have been a Member
of this Congress, of this body, the
House of Representatives, I have come
to expect a good measure of partisan-
ship and partisan rhetoric that occurs
on the floor of the House, especially
during this, a Presidential election
year. I have come to expect that, but
not to enjoy it.

But I want to say, Mr. Speaker, to
my colleagues, that the past hour I
have sat here in this Chamber and seen
a great measure of bipartisanship as
our chairman of the Committee on Ap-
propriations, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. YOUNG), and the ranking mem-
ber, the gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. OBEY), came together to bring us
this emergency supplemental appro-
priation to help the people in Florida
who have been devastated by Hurri-
canes Charlie and Frances with this $2
billion stopgap measure to get money
to FEMA, the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Administration, to help the
people of Florida in a bipartisan way,
and to have us have this discussion led
by the delegation from Florida, both
Republicans and Democrats.

This is the kind of bipartisanship
that the people of this country and the
great State of Florida deserve to see
more of. In fact, it reminded me that
we are coming up pretty soon, this Sat-
urday, in fact, on the third anniversary
of a tragic event in this country. Of
course, I am speaking of 9/11, when this
body again was at its finest moment
when they came together and there
was not that level of partisanship, and
we pulled together for the benefit of all
Americans.

So, Mr. Speaker, tonight I want to
rise and pay tribute to the first re-
sponders whose selfless service and
hard work keep the citizens of the Na-
tion, but particularly Georgia and my
eleventh district, safe and secure each
and every day.

Just as the moniker suggests, our
Nation’s first responders are the first
to arrive at the scene and usually the
last to leave. They are the brave souls
risking their lives to prevent catas-
trophe and healing the wounded and
broken when disaster strikes, just as
they are doing in Florida today. They
are always vigilant and ever ready, and
they deserve our heartfelt thanks.

Since the tragic events of September
11, we have all learned that terrorists
are not just looking at New York City
and Washington, D.C. Rather, they
have undertaken a vast effort to survey
potential targets across this country.
Should Metro Atlanta, the capital of
the South, suffer an attack, you and I
know that the brave first responders
from West Georgia’s Eleventh Congres-
sional District will be among the many
who will answer the call to duty.
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I also know how much new equip-
ment and technology means to the first
responders of the Eleventh Congres-
sional District of Georgia, and we in
Congress are working hard to continue
to provide it.

Mr. Speaker, I recently had the privi-
lege of visiting with the volunteer fire
department in Woodland, Georgia, in
Talbot County, to inspect their new
fire truck; and I left very impressed
with their operation. I was also struck
by how much of a difference a piece of
equipment like a new fire truck can
have on a great community like Wood-
land.

So whether it is a fire truck,
HAZMAT equipment for biological
threats, or a communications network
upgrade in northwest Georgia, I remain
committed to doing everything I can to
ensure that Georgia’s first responders
receive the necessary funding to ensure
the safety and security of our commu-
nities in Georgia.

We must never take for granted the
bravery and commitment of our true
first responders. We in Congress must
provide them with the tools necessary
to conduct their vital service.

Mr. Speaker, the eleventh district’s
first responders are on the front line
every day, and they deserve our sup-
port and appreciation. I want to take
this opportunity tonight to thank each
of them as we approach the third anni-
versary of 9/11 for their work to protect
and serve the citizens of Georgia and
the Southeast.

————

ASSAULT WEAPONS BAN MUST
NOT EXPIRE

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

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, over 200 days ago I started
speaking about September 13. That is
the day when the assault weapons ban
that we have in place now is going to
expire.

Over the last couple of years, and
then even this week when we saw the
tragedy that happened in Russia, we
saw what terrorists could do when they
put their minds to having destruction.
They do not care about human life. We
are told that we have terrorists here in
this country waiting to do their de-
struction on us as American citizens.
We are told that when they can, they
will do as much destruction as possible.

Come September 13, at midnight,
your local terrorists, the gangs that
are in our streets, the drug dealers,
will be able to buy assault weapons at
your local gun store.

I do not understand this. We hear the
rhetoric all the time that the assault
weapons bill has not worked. Well, you
talk to the police officers that are
coming down here tomorrow to try to
convince the President to expand the
bill. We have seen a 60 percent drop in
killings with the guns that have been
banned.
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Our local police say they are not pre-
pared for this. The bulletproof vests
that we give our police officers are no
match to the guns that are going to be
back out on the streets. The large-ca-
pacity clips, right now we hold it at 15,
10, and yet in our States when our
hunters go out shooting for deer or
hunting, they are only allowed 6 bul-
lets. But we are going to give people
anywhere like the killer today in Ohio
that used 50 rounds. Where is the com-
mon sense?

We have the majority of the Amer-
ican people wanting to keep this ban in
place. We have 56 percent of gun own-
ers, NRA members that say, keep the
ban in place. Yet there is total silence
here in this House. The bill is not going
to be allowed to be brought up even for
a vote. But by the way, on Monday
there will be a suspension vote to allow
guns back into the D.C. area and not to
punish anyone that is carrying an unli-
censed gun.

Is this where we as Americans want
to be? The rhetoric that we hear con-
stantly, as if this is a slippery road, we
are out to take away everyone’s right
to own a gun. Well, that is not the slip-
pery road. We are trying to save lives.

Ten years ago we put this bill in
place because too many of our police
officers were being killed and
outgunned. Come Tuesday morning of
next week, September 14, when our
kids are going back to school, our po-
lice officers are going to be in harm’s
way once again. The President of the
United States has said that he would
sign the bill if it got on his desk. Well,
you cannot have it two ways, Mr.
President. You have to make the phone
call here. You have to tell DENNIS
HASTERT, we want the bill up here. And
like your father before you, make
phone calls to say, get this bill passed,
as Ronald Reagan did, as President
Carter did, and as President Clinton
did.

We cannot save every life. There is
no bill in the world that is going to be
able to do that. But when we have
something in place that has saved
lives, why would we just let it go? The
NRA, are they that strong? Where are
the voices of the American people?
Where is this House, and where is this
President? Whose side are they going
to be on? The police officers that we
talk about that are so heroic from 9/11
and through the convention and
through all of the terrorist threats
that we have, where are the voices that
are going to protect those police offi-
cers? We are just going to let it go?
Who is going to face the families? Who
is going to talk to the surviving fami-
lies when the first police officer is
mowed down? Who is going to do that?
It always seems that I am the one who
has to talk to the victims’ families.

We have several days left. We have
all of the police and the police chiefs
coming in tomorrow. Mr. President, I
am begging you, get on the phone.
Make this happen. We can pass it in
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the Senate, and we can pass it here in
the House, but we need your help. Mr.
President, I am begging of you. You
talk about our police officers. How
about protecting them now?
——

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KinGg of Iowa). Members are reminded
to address their remarks to the Chair
rather than to the President.

——

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

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

————
ORDER OF BUSINESS

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

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

There was no objection.

——
SMART SECURITY AND ELECTIONS

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

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, in No-
vember of 2000, America witnessed the
breakdown of its electoral system.
Four years later, as far as I can see,
nothing that was broken has been
fixed. Many Americans believe the
same injustices to democracy that we
witnessed 4 years ago could occur once
again this November.

The very security of our democracy
is at stake. For all of the Bush admin-
istration’s talk about securing our Na-
tion from the threat of terrorism, no
discussion of security would be com-
plete if it did not address the need to
secure our national election system.

After the controversial election in
2000, one would think President Bush
would do everything in his power to en-
sure the integrity of America’s election
system. I know that is what I would
have done had I become President of
this United States, particularly after
having lost the national popular vote
by more than half a million votes. But
unfortunately, despite some Demo-
cratic efforts here in Congress, this ad-
ministration has failed to win back the
trust of our Nation’s voters.

The Help America Vote Act, which
was signed into law in the year 2002,
was designed to assist States in up-
grading their fragile election systems.
I supported this legislation because it
took steps in the right direction to
make our election system secure.
While some improvements have been
made because of this act, its most use-
ful reforms, the reforms that would ac-
tually ensure security, will not be in
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place by the November election, and
that is because this administration re-
fused to release most of the Federal
dollars promised by the Help America
Vote Act until June of 2004, 2 years
after it became public law, delaying
what could have been a secure election
this November.

With 32 million voters in 19 States
using punch-card ballots again this No-
vember, millions of voters will walk
away from the polls not knowing for
certain whether their votes were tal-
lied correctly.

The emergence of electronic voting
systems, I believe, is a good thing, but
not without verifiable technology.
Sadly, Republicans have refused to
allow for paper-verified voting trails to
ensure that each vote is counted cor-
rectly. Without a paper trail, there will
be no way to conduct a recount should
an election be contested.

Why have Congress and the Bush ad-
ministration failed to produce vital
changes since the drawn-out election of
4 short years ago? Some would say it is
in the administration’s best interests
not to change the system.

Mr. Speaker, there is an even greater
threat lurking quietly below. That is,
the possible disenfranchisement of vot-
ers due to inaccurate registration
methods and the shady control of vot-
ing lists. A recent Caltech/MIT study
concluded that 4 million to 6 million
votes were lost nationwide in the 2000
election. Half of these were traced to
registration problems. In the year 2000,
thousands of Floridians were deprived
of the right to vote because they
shared the same name with someone
who had been convicted of a felony.
This type of disenfranchisement and
the physical intimidation of some vot-
ers is no better than the practices used
to prevent Southern blacks from vot-
ing in the 1950s and 1960s. It appears we
have not come very far since then.

We need to be smarter. We need to be
smarter in order to secure our elec-
tions. I have introduced H. Con. Res.
392, the SMART Security Resolution,
to address both foreign and domestic
threats to our Nation. SMART stands
for Sensible, Multilateral American
Response to Terrorism. SMART secu-
rity emphasizes the need for the United
States to act as a leader and a model
for other less sophisticated, less demo-
cratic nations. This means shoring up
the credibility of our own election sys-
tem, including the development of new,
verifiable technology, to ensure that
our Nation’s poor and aged are not
disenfranchised. It means avoiding a
system where our own citizens are
forced to cry out for international ob-
servers to ensure the fairness of our
elections. SMART security means fully
and quickly implementing the reforms
stipulated in the Help America Vote
Act.

Mr. Speaker, how can this country
ever hope to be a true democratic
model for the rest of the world when its
own elected leaders have failed to en-
sure that our election system is truly
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democratic? Let us be smarter about
the way we elect our national leaders,
because until we do, our election sys-
tem will remain one accused of fraud
and riddled with doubt, and we will not
stand as an example of democracy in
the rest of the world.

———

HONORING OUR FALLEN HEROES
WITH A MEMORIAL IN THE CAP-
ITOL ROTUNDA

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

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, today,
nine more Americans gave their lives
in Iraq, nine more families are going to
be without their loved ones this holi-
day season, and nine more American
families are grieving.

Out of those nine, two soldiers and
seven marines, perhaps your neighbor,
and they are our neighbors, because
they are always going to be America’s
neighbors, holds the distinction of be-
coming the one thousandth American
casualty in Iraq. We salute our sol-
diers, marines, airmen, sailors, reserv-
ists, and guardsmen who are called to
duty. We thank them deeply for their
service, their valor, and their sacrifice
for this country.

The one thousandth casualty in Iraq
is a milestone and one we must ac-
knowledge as we continue to reflect on
the cost of the war on our Nation’s
families and the American people. We
must honor the service of our troops
and pay tribute to their heroism.

For that reason, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. TURNER), a veteran, and I
have written a letter to the Speaker of
the House asking him to arrange a
temporary memorial in the Capitol Ro-
tunda to our fallen troops from Iraq
and Afghanistan, explaining the pic-
tures of each fallen soldier, along with
biographic information, which would
also provide an opportunity for visitors
in the Rotunda of the people’s House to
write notes in honor of those soldiers
to their families, their loved ones,
their brothers, their sisters, their
mothers and fathers, and husbands and
wives.

Throughout its history, the Rotunda
has been used for public viewing for
fallen heroes, bestowing upon them one
of the Nation’s highest honors. After
World War I, we saluted the fallen sol-
diers in the Rotunda. After World War
II, Korea, Vietnam, we did the same. It
is only fitting that we use the Capitol
Rotunda of the people’s House to honor
those who have fallen in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan.

The war in Iraq is not over, and there
will certainly be more lives lost, but
this tribute is for all Americans to
show its respect for the men and
women who paid the ultimate sacrifice
as well as to their families. In honor of
those lost soldiers, President Franklin
Delano Roosevelt once said, ‘‘He stands
in the unbroken line of patriots who
have dared to die, that freedom might
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live and grow and increase its bless-
ings. Freedom lives and through it, he
lives in a way that humbles the under-
takings of most men.”

Just as President Roosevelt honored
the fallen of World War II, we believe
this tribute would honor our most re-
cent heroes and their families.

Mr. Speaker, since this Congress has
begun, we have found time to name, I
think at last count, 65 post offices, in-
cluding 2 tonight. I think we can, and,
indeed, it is our duty and our responsi-
bility, to find the time to properly
honor those who have sacrificed every-
thing in Iraq and Afghanistan. I hope
that we do this as an institution, as a
Congress, to use the people’s House to
pay tribute to those families and allow
all those families to know that for ev-
erybody who comes here who writes a
card, a note, a tribute, that those fami-
lies who have lost their loved ones will
know that they will always be in
America’s prayers and in America’s
thoughts.

A colleague, a Republican colleague,
outside of his office has that memorial
put up. I think it is a great idea. I have
asked the Speaker to take that idea
and now make it an institution rather
than an individual’s decision. Regard-
less of politics, regardless of where you
were on the idea of going to war in ei-
ther Iraq or Afghanistan, we use the
people’s House, put on that memorial,
and let the families know as they get
the letters from everybody who visits
it, the cards, the letters, the notes, the
tributes, they will always be a part of
America’s family, and they will never
be forgotten.

0 2030

And they will always be in our pray-
ers and our thoughts. I think this is
something we owe these families. And I
hope we can accomplish this, unlike
other matters, in a bipartisan fashion.
It is an idea I saw one of our colleagues
had done outside his office, and I am
hoping now the institution will take it
up and make it its own in a proper trib-
ute; and it be would be a temporary
tribute for all those families and to all
those who have fallen in both the thea-
ters of Iraq and Afghanistan.

———

BREACH OF THE COMMITMENT TO
MEDICARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KING of Iowa). Under a previous order
of the House, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BROWN) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
when President Bush took office, he as-
sured seniors he would honor the Na-
tion’s commitment to Medicare. He
said Medicare is the binding commit-
ment of a caring society. He did not
say temporary commitment. He did not
say faltering commitment. He said
binding commitment.

By any standard, raising the Medi-
care premium by 17.4 percent, that is
more than five times the projected in-
crease in Social Security benefits for
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seniors, raising the Medicare premium
by 17.4 percent is a breach of that com-
mitment, the largest increase in Medi-
care’s 38 year history.

At the Republican convention on
Thursday night, the President said, ‘I
believe we have a moral responsibility
to honor America’s seniors.” The next
day, late in the afternoon, right before
Labor Day, Friday afternoon, the
Labor Day weekend, in spite of his
comments the night before, the Presi-
dent quietly announced this 17.4 per-
cent increase in premiums for senior
citizens to have to pay into Medicare.
Right before the Labor Day weekend.
Is that what it means to honor seniors?

After President Bush signed the
Medicare drug law a year ago, he
launched a very expensive taxpayer-fi-
nanced ad campaign featuring the slo-
gan: ‘‘Same Medicare, better benefits.”
Those ads failed to mention the 17 per-
cent premium increase even though the
administration planned it as far back
as March 2003. They failed to mention
the 10 percent increase in the deduct-
ible for doctors’ services which was
written into the new law. It failed to
mention the fact that both the pre-
mium and the deductible will continue
to increase year after year after year
without any corresponding increase in
coverage.

Those ads, those taxpayer-financed
ads, trying to sell the American people
on the new Medicare bill failed to men-
tion that while seniors will be paying
more for the same Medicare, HMOs will
be, ‘‘earning’ might not be the right
word, but earning more for the same
Medicare. $16 billion more, in fact.

This bill, this Medicare bill, clearly
written for the drug industry and for
the insurance industry, clearly has put
seniors in the back seat. The drug in-
dustry, the insurance industries have
contributed literally tens of millions of
dollars to President Bush’s campaign.
The insurance industry gets a taxpayer
subsidy of $16 billion. And then seniors
see their premiums go up and see their
deductibles go up. They have got to
find the money somewhere.

Under the Bush plan, in order to pay
the insurance companies those sub-
sidies, they need to raise the premiums
for seniors more than $100; they need to
raise those premiums, a 17 percent in-
crease. They need to raise those pre-
miums for seniors to make up that
money.

These benefits are being lavished on
HMOs as a bonus and incentive for
HMOs to accelerate their enrollment of
Medicare enrollees. Now HMO profits
last year without this increased by 50
percent, yet seniors are paying higher
premiums so that HMO profits can soar
even further. Senior and disabled Medi-
care enrollees on fixed incomes will
pay more. HMOs will earn more and big
drug companies will charge more.

The Bush administration in an amaz-
ing sleight of hand insisted on prohib-
iting Medicare from negotiating bulk
discounts on behalf of 39 million Medi-
care beneficiaries on the prescription
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drugs the same way that large insur-
ance plans do, the same way that the
VA does in our government.

As a result, the drug industry, be-
cause of this protection of the drug in-
dustry by the Bush administration, the
drug industry stands to earn an addi-
tional $160 billion in profits during the
next 10 years. $160 billion in profits in
the next 10 years.

Again, more campaign contributions
to President Bush from the insurance
industry, more tens of millions of dol-
lars in campaign contributions to the
Republican leadership and to the Presi-
dent from the drug industry.

It is the same old story, the Presi-
dent says the right thing and then he
does the wrong thing. It is the same old
story, the President always responding
to the best heeled, most organized,
wealthiest corporate interests in this
city.

Last week, the President again called
himself a compassionate conservative,
as if eroding senior’s fixed incomes is
compassionate, as if coercing them
into fly-by-night HMOs, as the Medi-
care bill does, is compassionate, as if
relegating seniors to a bargain-base-
ment prescription drug plan is in any
way compassionate.

After all, this President has proposed
cutting $60 billion from Medicaid; he
had to because the tax cuts that went
overwhelmingly to the wealthiest peo-
ple in our society, he had to find the
money someplace when it is the only
source of nursing home care for 70 per-
cent of people who need it. It is con-
sistent, but it is not compassionate.

——

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.)

——————

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take my Special
Order out of order.

———

HONORING THE MEN FROM WASH-
INGTON STATE WHO HAVE DIED
IN IRAQ

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

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker,
young men and women are giving up
their lives nearly every day to sustain
the President’s war in Iraq. They are
not in Iraq toppling Saddam. That has
been done. They are not in Iraq dis-
mantling weapons of mass destruction.
There never were any. They are in Iraq
dying in George Bush’s crusade.

I think it is only fitting that we
should give each of the dead a minute
of silence here on the floor. But we
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cannot because we would have to stand
here silent for 16% hours. That is be-
cause today we lost the 1,000th Amer-
ican in Iraq. For what? For what?

The President says we took out Sad-
dam Hussein because he was a bad guy.
Well, that could apply to an awful lot
of people all over the face of the Earth.
They went in there with no plan for es-
tablishing the peace. And more people
have died since the President made his
fabled landing on the Abraham Lincoln
saying ‘‘mission accomplished” than
died before that. More people have died
since they handed over control to the
Iraqis than died before the mission was
accomplished. This has been an
unending disaster.

So since we cannot give a minute of
silence for every member, let me tell
you who has died from my State thus
far in Iraq. And I hope every Member
will come to the floor and do what I am
doing tonight, speak the names of the
dead. Think about the futures they
have lost and the families they leave
behind. And then I hope every Amer-
ican will ask the President why. Why?

From Washington State we have lost
Lance Corporal Cedric E. Burns, age 22;
Specialist Justin W. Hebert, age 20;
Private Duane E. Longstreth, age 19;
Private Kerry D. Scott, age 21; Second
Lieutenant Benjamin L. Colgan, age 30,
distinguished soldier who made his pic-
ture on to the front page of Time mag-
azine, very courageous and very good
soldier; Specialist Robert T. Benson,
age 20; Specialist John R. Sullivan, age
26; Captain James A. Shull, age 32; Spe-
cialist Nathan W. Nakis, 19; Sergeant
Curt E. Jordan, Jr., age 25; Staff Ser-
geant Christopher Bunda, age 29; First
Lieutenant Michael R. Adams, age 24;
Sergeant Jacob R. Herring, age 21; Ser-
geant Jeffery R. Shaver, age 26; Private
Cody S. Calavan, age 19; Lance Cor-
poral Dustin L. Sides, age 22; Staff Ser-
geant Marvin Best, age 33; Specialist
Jeremiah W. Schmunk, age 21; Ser-
geant Yadir G. Reynoso, age 27; Lance
Corporal Kane M. Funke, age 20; Lance
Corporal Caleb J. Powers, age 21; Ser-
geant Jason Cook, age 25.

These men have died in this crusade
in a war that was never understood by
the people who started it. They had no
reason to go to Iraq and they went any-
way, and these people from my State
paid the price.

———

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

(Ms. LEE addressed the House. Her
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extension of Remarks.)

———

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

(Mr. CONYERS addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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TWO UNFORTUNATE NATIONAL
RECORDS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I want
this evening to talk about two national
records. Unfortunately, they are
records we wish had not happened. Mr.
Speaker, at this point I will place in
the RECORD a story from the New York
Times today.

[From the New York Times, Sept. 7, 2004]

BUSH UNLIKELY TO FULFILL VOW ON DEFICIT,
BUDGET OFFICE PROJECTS
(By Edmund L. Andrews)

Washington, Sept. 7—Almost regardless of
what happens in Iraq and Afghanistan, Presi-
dent Bush is very unlikely to fulfill his
promise of reducing the federal budget def-
icit by half within five years, the non-
partisan Congressional Budget Office said
today.

In the last independent assessment of Mr.
Bush’s fiscal legacy before the elections, the
Congressional agency said that if there were
no change to existing law, the federal deficit
would decline only modestly from a record of
$422 billion in 2004 to about $312 billion in
2009.

If Mr. Bush persuades Congress to make
his tax cuts permanent, he will fall even far-
ther short of his promise. The federal deficit
could reach nearly $500 billion in 2009 and the
federal debt could swell by $4.8 trillion over
the next decade.

The new estimate is the first time that the
Congressional agency has projected that
President Bush will not be able to fulfill his
promise, made last February, to cut the def-
icit by half.

Budget projections, by Congress as well as
the administration, have been notoriously
wrong in the past—failing to anticipate a
flood of tax revenue during the last 1990’s
and then badly underestimating a plunge in
revenue after the stock market collapsed in
2000.

But the new report is sobering because it
arrives at similar conclusions even when an-
alysts made extremely optimistic assump-
tions about war costs in Iraq and robust eco-
nomic growth.

“The message is that you cannot grow
your way out of this,” said Douglas Holtz-
Eakin, who is director of the Congressional
Budget Office and a former chief economist
on President Bush’s Council of Economic Ad-
visers.

If anything, Congressional analysts are
more optimistic about economic growth,
which usually leads to higher tax revenue,
than Wall Street analysts or the White
House. The Congressional report also esti-
mated the budget outlook with three dif-
ferent assumptions about the course of the
war in Iraq and Afghanistan, including the
unlikely possibility that no more money
would be needed after next year.

Stripping out all war costs for the two
countries after next year, the Congressional
analysts said the federal government would
save $5636 billion over the next five years. But
making Mr. Bush’s tax cuts permanent, one
of the president’s top priorities, would cost
$549 billion through 2009 and $2.2 trillion
through 2014.

Averting a massive increase in the alter-
native minimum tax, a parallel tax that was
originally designed to keep people from tak-
ing too much advantage of loopholes, would
cost another $150 billion over the next five
years and more than $400 billion over ten
years.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Democrats said the new report showed Mr.
Bush’s tax cuts and spending policies had
been reckless in transforming a record budg-
et surplus to a record budget deficit, just a
few years before the nation’s retiring baby
boomers start to drive up Social Security
and Medicare entitlement costs by tens of
billions of dollars a year.

“When the Bush administration took office
in 2001, C.B.O. projected a $397 billion surplus
for 2004, said Representative John W.
Spratt of South Carolina, the senior Demo-
crat on the House Budget Committee.
““Under the fiscal policies of this administra-
tion, the bottom line of the budget has wors-
ened by $819 billion in 2004 alone.”’

Republicans quickly countered by saying
that the federal deficit this year will be
smaller, and tax revenue will be higher, than
either the administration or the Congres-
sional Budget Office predicted in January
and February.

““This report underscores that our policies
are working to create a stronger economy,
more jobs and a lower deficit,” said Rep-
resentative Jim Nussle, Republican of Iowa,
the chairman of the House Budget Com-
mittee.

Mr. Speaker, the headline reads:
“Bush Unlikely to Fulfill Vow on Def-
icit, Budget Office Projects.”” The non-
partisan Congressional Budget Office
has said regardless of what happens in
the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan,
President Bush is very unlikely to ful-
fill his promise of reducing our Federal
deficit by half within 5 years, which is
what had been promised.

In fact, the fiscal legacy of this ad-
ministration is simply horrendous. By
the end of this decade it is anticipated
that the Federal debt could swell by
nearly an additional $5 trillion.

President Bush will not keep his
promise made last February right here
to cut the deficit by half. In fact, Doug-
las Holtz-Eakin, who is director of the
Congressional Budget Office and
former chief economist on the Presi-
dent’s Council of Economic Advisors,
has said the message is you cannot
grow your way out of this.

The policies of this administration,
the fiscal policies, are truly reckless.
And I think what is of deep concern to
me and to our constituents in Ohio is
that when you rack up a deficit of this
proportion where you are borrowing
against Social Security trust funds and
borrowing from foreign countries to
float this debt, you leave the trust fund
in jeopardy and you end up giving your
independence over to those who are fi-
nancing you.

And who are those holders of U.S.
dollar reserves? Who are the holders of
42 percent of the bonds and securities
that we have to pay off? China, Saudi
Arabia, Japan, many other Middle
Eastern countries.

Our tax revenues then have to go to
pay interest, 42 percent of this debt
now being owned by foreign interests.

This is a story which is an unfortu-
nate development that we need to re-
verse this year and next year and the
following year by electing people to
the Presidency and to this Congress
who are responsible with the tax-
payers’ dollars.

The second record I wish to place in
the RECORD this evening is the death
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toll, just announced for U.S. troops in
Iraq which passed 1,000 today, a mile-
stone marking the continuing high
cost of the war 18 months after Presi-
dent Bush declared an end to major
combat and more than 2 months since
the nominal return of sovereignty to
Iraq.
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This is truly a tragedy. The total
today of those killed reached 1,001, in-
cluding 756 combat deaths. According
to casualties.org, a Web site that tal-
lies U.S. military casualties in Iraq,
mainly from U.S. military news re-
leases, including combat and noncom-
bat causes, 855 U.S. troops have died
since May 1 of last year, and 140 have
died since the return of sovereignty on
June 28.

A total of 6,916 were wounded as of
the end of August, and this past August
was the most cruel of all months of
this war. Our soldiers were being at-
tacked about 2,000 times in the month
of August, an average of 67 times daily,
which is double the rate of attack in
July when forces were attacked about
1,000 times or an average of 37 times
daily.

I will place this article from Knight
Ridder news in the RECORD at this
point.

[From Knight Ridder, Sept. 7, 2004]
U.S. DEATH TOLL IN IRAQ PASSES 1,000
(By Dogen Hannah)

BAGHDAD, IRAQ—(KRT).—The death toll for
U.S. troops in Iraq passed 1,000 on Tuesday,
a milestone marking the continuing high
cost of the war 16 months after President
Bush declared an end to major combat and
more than two months since the nominal re-
turn of sovereignty to Iraq.

The total, which reached 1,001, included 756
combat deaths, according to icasualties.org,
a Web site that tallies U.S. military casual-
ties in Iraq mainly from U.S. military news
releases. Including combat and noncombat
causes, 855 U.S. troops have died since May 1
last year, and 140 have died since the return
of sovereignty on June 28.

The daily casualty toll has been slowly ris-
ing since major combat operations ended—it
now averages more than two deaths each
day. April was the deadliest month of the
war, with 135 U.S. soldiers losing their lives
during a broad uprising in central and south-
ern Iraq. Fifty-four U.S. troops died in July,
66 in August, and 23 so far in September.

A total of 6,916 were wounded as of the end
of August, of which 3,076 returned to duty
within 72 hours.

Pitched battles such as last month’s three-
week showdown with a militia in Najaf, dur-
ing which seven Marines and two soldiers
died, have grabbed headlines. But months of
attacks on or by U.S. forces elsewhere have
added to the toll, even as fledgling Iraqi
forces shoulder more of the burden of quell-
ing the tenacious insurgency.

On Tuesday, White House press secretary
Scott McClellan said of those who died in
Iraq and Afghanistan: ‘“We remember, honor
and mourn the loss of all those who made the
ultimate sacrifice for freedom.”’

Army Lt. Col. Steven Boylan, a U.S. mili-
tary spokesman in Baghdad, said the rising
death toll should be Kkept in perspective.
Each death is regrettable, he said, but the
overall toll is relatively small compared
with how long U.S. forces have been in Iraq
and how many service members have served
in the country.
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“I’'m not sure it is a large number when
you look at it in the big scheme of things,”
Boylan said. ‘“The thing that concerns me is
people equating success or failure with the
number. The first casualty to the last cas-
ualty, whenever that will be, is just as im-
portant and shouldn’t be pegged to num-
bers.”

The latest deaths include four soldiers
killed Tuesday in Baghdad and a soldier who
died Tuesday from injuries received from a
roadside bomb attack Monday on a convoy in
Baghdad. On Monday, the deadliest day for
U.S. forces in four months, seven Marines
were killed in a massive car bombing on the
outskirts of Fallujah, a notorious hotspot of
anti-U.S. sentiment about 40 miles west of
Baghdad. Three soldiers also were killed in
Baghdad and elsewhere. The approximately
140,000 U.S. service members in Iraq are de-
ployed across a vast region stretching from
Iraq’s northern border with Turkey, Syria
and Iran, through the country’s middle and
into its southern provinces. The rest of
southern Iraq is the responsibility of coali-
tion forces led by Britain and Poland.

The coalition’s mission is to support the
fledgling interim Iraqi government’s efforts
to prepare the country for nationwide par-
liamentary elections by Jan. 31, including es-
tablishing law and order. Boylan said U.S.
military leaders have acknowledged that the
insurgency is making their job difficult.

“It may not happen as fast as everybody
would like,” Boylan said. “It’s hard work,
especially when there are groups of people
who don’t want you in their area, for what-
ever reason.”’

Multinational soldiers were attacked
about 2,000 times in August, or an average of
67 times daily, a record since the April 2003
fall of Saddam Hussein’s regime, a military
spokesman said this week. In July, the coali-
tion was attacked about 1,000 times, or an
average of 37 times daily.

Mortar rounds rain on military bases. Im-
provised explosive devices and car bombs
blow apart military convoys. Gunmen armed
with assault rifles, sniper rifles and rocket-
propelled grenades prey on Marines and sol-
diers patrolling in armored vehicles or on
foot. “It kind of runs the whole gamut,”
Boylan said of the perils facing U.S. forces.
“There’s still an active threat. We have to
guard against that every day.”

Soldiers such as Army Staff Sgt. Mathew
Barker, whose 1st Cavalry company is sta-
tioned in an Iraqi National Guard building in
northern Baghdad barricaded behind razor
wire and earthen barriers, remain alert to
the threats but try not to let the danger im-
pede their mission.

“If you spend every waking moment wor-
rying about what’s going to happen, it isn’t
going to do you any good,” Barker said. ‘“‘Un-
fortunately, due to the nature of the oper-
ation—guerrilla-style tactics—you’re going
to have casualties. But we have a mission to
accomplish.”” The number of organized, ‘‘full-
time”’ insurgents is hard to quantify but is
believed to be between 4,000 and 6,000, Boylan
said. Also, there are an unknown number of
individuals occasionally participating in in-
surgent activities, sometimes for money, he
said.

Other reported estimates, including from
U.S. military sources speaking on condition
of anonymity, have put the insurgency’s size
as high as 20,000.

Much of the danger to U.S. forces con-
tinues to be within, and emanate from, the
so-called Sunni Triangle. The region north
and west of Baghdad and bounded by the pre-
dominantly Sunni Muslim cities of Tikrit,
Ramadi and Baquouba is an insurgent
stronghold.

So hostile are certain areas that the mili-
tary has designated some cities—including
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Fallujah, Ramadi and Samarra in the Sunni
Triangle and the southern cities of Kufa and
Latifiya—‘‘no-go zones.” Yet, Army Lt. Gen.
Thomas Metz said this week that U.S. forces
might seek to gain control of Fallujah before
next year’s parliamentary election.

Such a move could add significantly to the
number of U.S. casualties.

Barker, the 1st Cavalry soldier in Baghdad,
looks on the casualty count with a certain
degree of stoicism. “We’re Army. This is our
job. This is what we signed up to do,” he
said.

Yet he and his fellow soldiers also are
keenly aware of the mounting death toll.
Reading the Army’s newspaper, Stars and
Stripes, they can’t ignore the rising number
and the names of their fallen comrades-in-
arms.

‘“Yes, it’s a low figure compared to how
many people have been here,”” Barker said.
‘““But one death is more than enough.”’

Later this month I will begin a Spe-
cial Order on the anniversary of Sep-
tember 11 that addresses the root
causes of terrorism and where the ris-
ing antagonism against the United
States and the West emanates from.
For until we address the root causes of
the hate, we cannot possibly contain
the rising insurgency that cuts across
borders, Nations and cultures, and our
soldiers are paying the largest price for
this.

Tonight we wish to thank those men
and women serving our Nation through
the military, whose mission is extraor-
dinarily difficult and whose patriotism
is at the highest levels, and they de-
serve our highest esteem and apprecia-
tion.

————

ASSAULT WEAPONS BAN
EXTENSION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KING of Iowa). Under a previous order
of the House, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, first of all, let me rise to ac-
knowledge and offer my personal sym-
pathy to the many, many families in
this country who since we have been on
the work recess have lost their loved
ones in Iraq and Afghanistan. I think it
is important as we proceed in what is
going to be probably a very vigorous
and adversarial 6 to 8 weeks of legisla-
tive business to let all Americans know
that those of us who have vigorously
opposed the policies of an undefined
war and lack of an exit strategy no less
have the greatest amount of respect
and sympathy for those who are willing
to give the ultimate sacrifice.

In the last 48 hours, we lost 7 marines
in the tragedy of a car bomb in Iraq. So
I wanted to make clear, as I proceed
and will be debating these questions of
the 9/11 Commission, how important it
is to reflect upon those servants who
have given their lives.

I also want to mention this evening,
Mr. Speaker, the importance of the
next couple of weeks and days and to
focus tonight on what I think is the
week’s outrage.

Six days from now on September 13,
2004, this Congress and this President
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will allow the assault weapons ban to
expire. I think that if we were to think
with a deal of consciousness and be re-
flective, people of reason would ask the
question, why.

Why, when the assault weapons ban
has seen a 60 percent decrease in the
use of assault weapons in crime; why,
when we have seen a decrease in the
number of school shootings we had just
4 or 5 years ago, when children were
being shot by automatic weapons; why,
in the backdrop of an automatic weap-
on shooting today, why would you
imagine that the Republican leadership
of the House and Senate refuse to do
what is right? When our soldiers in
Iraq and Afghanistan cannot even get
flak jackets to protect them against
bullets, why would we want to have in
the United States of America the idea
of war weaponry on the street?

Is the Speaker aware that the gun
companies are now taking people’s
credit cards over the Internet so that
on the sunset of September 13 they can
simply ship these guns out en masse?

Why is democracy being denied in the
very place that democracy is supposed
to be enhanced? Why are we refusing to
allow a vigorous and fair debate on the
question of whether or not the assault
weapons ban should continue? Why are
we being denied the very privilege of
having this legislative initiative being
placed on the floor of the House and
Senate simply to allow those who have
differing opinions, who represent mil-
lions and millions of Americans who
have pleaded with their legislators to
again enact the assault weapons ban,
why is the leadership refusing to ac-
knowledge this legislative initiative?

Why is the President of the United
States, who has indicated his consent
and approval of the assault weapons
ban, not lifting a single finger? Is this
what my colleagues call flip-flop? Is
this what my colleagues call indeci-
siveness? Is this what my colleagues
call saying one thing and doing an-
other?

It seems very clear to me. It is a
tragedy. Whose child will be next that
will be shot by an assault weapon?
Whose employee is next? Whose em-
ployer is next; what law enforcement
officer, what first responder, whom we
pretend to be so supportive of, when
most of the law enforcement agencies
in America have asked us to extend the
assault weapons ban?

This is an absurdity, this is an out-
rage, and we will continue to be on the
floor every single day to shed the light
of day, to pull the covers back to let
everybody know the masquerading that
is going on here in Washington, the
flip-flopping, the outrage of deceit by
suggesting that there is some support
for the assault weapons ban, and yet
the leadership of this House, dominated
by the Republicans, and the Senate,
refuse to allow us to have a simple de-
bate on this question.

I believe in life over death and peace
over war, and I see no conflict in the
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second amendment in the constitu-
tional right to bear arms with any de-
sire and need to carry an automatic
weapon. I would support my law en-
forcement officers, the peace of our
community and peace of this Nation
over any gun manufacturer any day.
Come out and show yourself. We are
the truthsayers in the place. I ask for
a debate on the assault weapons ban,
and I ask for it to be extended.
———

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

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

———

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

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

———

WHY THE CAPITAL LOOKS LIKE A
BEWILDERED CITY UNDER AT-
TACK

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. Mr. Speaker, I thought
I ought to come to the House floor this
evening to explain my understanding of
why the capital looks like a bewildered
city under attack. The Members have
not seen the worst of it yet because we
have not all come to the House during
rush hour or left the House during rush
hour.

The District was put under an orange
alert while Members were away. I am
fully appreciative of the reasons for the
orange alert after the IMF and World
Bank were seen as targeted places. I
am a member of the Select Committee
on Homeland Security. I believe strong
action was necessary. What we see
around the House and the Senate are
the primitive protections, if we can
call them that.

Checkpoints, a street closure of the
only street for all intents and purposes
leaving from this part of the city to
the transportation hub of the region,
Union Station, rail, light rail, buses,
Metro, this is what you would expect if
we were under attack. If you get a red
alert, there is nothing more to do. So
we have to ask ourselves, was this nec-
essary, was there an alternative?

Let me be clear, New York has been
under an orange alert since 9/11. While
very special precautions were taken
during the Republican convention, and
I would hope so, no major street in New
York City has been closed to traffic.

During the recess I had meetings
with all the security officials, Mr.
Livingood, Mr. Pickle, Chief Gainer, to
ask what was going on and to see
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whether or not we could offer some al-
ternatives. With me also was the ad-
ministrator of the District of Columbia
representing the Mayor of the District
of Columbia.

The first thing I asked was, do we
have a citywide plan, a coordinated,
citywide security plan to protect the
Nation’s Capital. Astonishingly, we do
not. Each sector operates on its own.
The Capitol Police here in the House
and the Senate, that is one sector. The
White House sector, through the Secret
Service, the Federal agencies, that is
another sector. Finally, the Metropoli-
tan Police Department, on whom all
are dependent, no coordinated plan. So
on 15th Street, right by Treasury and
the White House, no security check-
points, no street closures, because the
Secret Service made a calculated, ana-
lytical decision that you did not need
it, that the risk was not such that you
needed to close whole streets or even
use checkpoints. Why are we having
checkpoints here?

I believe that Mr. Livingood and the
Capitol Police will shortly be forced to
do the sensible thing, not to abolish
the necessary checkpoints, but to look
at what they say are the vehicles that
concern them, larger vehicles like lim-
ousines, like SUVs, but they are
peering into each and every car so that
there is going to be traffic, as the
Mayor says, all the way to Delaware. It
is all the way, all the way to Maryland.

Mind you, the entire region is going
to be affected. Many people are avoid-
ing the area so they are clogging up 395
and downtown.

The gentleman from Ohio (Chairman
NEY) and I have spoken. He believed on
his own motion that there needed to be
a citywide coordinated plan. He has
said he wishes to have a task force
with all of the players at the table.
That is the only way we are really
going to be secure.

We have submitted alternatives that
came out of these meetings, check-
points of the kind I just described
where you, in fact, let most cars go by,
but you do, in fact, stop those of a par-
ticular size. Open First Street. We have
an alternative. Use checkpoints on
First Street. Then narrow First Street
with barricades so that cars can only
go to and fro after being checkpointed.
There is no way in which that does not
provide the kind of protection that is
needed for Dirksen and Russell, which
are on each side.

Above all, let us get down to tech-
nology. They used some low technology
for the first time, tested some low
technology for the first time after the
orange alert that had to do with ma-
nipulation of traffic lights.

I am asking Members to call my of-
fice, to let me know what their experi-
ence has been with the checkpoints and
with the closure of First Street. Some
of you are going to be absolutely exas-
perated. There are over 20,000 employ-
ees, 440 Members of the House, 100
Members of the Senate, but I need your
feedback as we try to find new ways.
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At the moment we are dealing with
19th century ways to protect the Na-
tion’s Capital. They would have used
checkpoints and barricades 100 years
ago. I think we can do better than that.
We do not want the people’s House and
the Senate to look like an armed camp.
We must protect this place not only
symbolically, but because this is where
the greatest government in the world
is, and this is where 600,000 people live.

We have all of the resources that
come with innovation because we are
Americans. That spirit of innovation is
not being shown around this Capitol. I
need Members to come forward. Let me
know what is happening so that we can
compel improvements and make this
House and the Senate look like the
people’s Congress again.

———
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COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KiING of Iowa) laid before the House the
following communication from the
Clerk of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, September 7, 2004.

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

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, I have the honor to transmit a sealed
envelope received from the White House on
September 7, 2004 at 4:50 p.m. and said to
contain a message from the President where-
by he transmits a copy of a Proclamation he
has issued entitled, “To Modify the General-
ized System of Preferences and for Other
Purposes’.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
JEFF TRANDAHL,
Clerk of the House.

TO MODIFY THE GENERALIZED
SYSTEM OF PREFERENCES, AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 108-211)

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

To the Congress of the United States:

Pursuant to section 502(f) of the
Trade Act of 1974, as amended (the
1974 Act”’), I am writing to inform you
of my intent to designate Iraq as a ben-
eficiary developing country for pur-
poses of the Generalized System of
Preferences (GSP).

I have considered the criteria set
forth in sections 501 and 502 of the 1974
Act. In light of these criteria, I have
determined that it is appropriate to ex-
tend GSP benefits to Iraq.

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 7, 2004.
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A FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
SENATE

A further message from the Senate
by Mr. Monahan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed
without amendment a bill of the House
of the following titles:

H.R. 5005. An act making emergency sup-
plemental appropriations for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2004, for additional dis-
aster assistance.

———

MAJOR TOPICS IN THIS FALL’S
ELECTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. OSBORNE) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader.

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, there
seem to be three major topics which
will be determining factors in this
fall’s elections, and these are: the con-
flict in the Middle East, the economy,
and values in cultural issues. I will at-
tempt tonight to discuss each one of
these areas, hopefully in a somewhat
accurate, factual, and dispassionate
manner. I will start with the situation
in the Middle East.

One thing that we often notice as we
watch the nightly news is relatively
little discussion of Afghanistan; and by
almost any measure, Afghanistan has
been a major success. The Taliban has
been removed from power, the Soviet
Union left Afghanistan after several
years of war, unable to conquer the
Taliban; and we took them out in a
matter of weeks with a loss of roughly
100 troops. The terrorist training
camps have been destroyed. Terrorist
funding in Afghanistan has been large-
ly disrupted, and the terrorist leader-
ship has been rendered largely ineffec-
tive throughout that whole country,
which is roughly the size of Texas. The
country is reasonably stable and has
been stabilized with a very small coali-
tion force of approximately 15,000
troops, again in a country the size of
Texas.

This is a remarkable achievement.
The Loyal Jurga, the constitutional
convention, has been accomplished.
Even with all of the rival warlords and
tribal factions, they did come up with
a constitution that is pro-democracy
and seems to represent all factions
within the country. So it was a re-
markable achievement.

Karzai is certainly a very effective
leader. They will have general elec-
tions on October 9, and certainly
Karzai will have some opposition. But
if he is elected, and I think that he will
be, we will have a very powerful ally.
And I think most people would have to
say that this was an almost unheard of
accomplishment in a period of a little
over a year and a half. So Afghanistan
has been a truly amazing accomplish-
ment and one that I think that we can
be very pleased with.

There are still some negatives there.
There still is somewhat of an opium
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crop, and that has to be dealt with. A
few hundred Taliban and al Qaeda
forces are still active, but most have
been driven back into the mountains.

Iraq, of course, is another subject;
and we have heard that discussed by
two or three other speakers on the
House floor this evening. There is no
question that there is a great deal of
controversy about weapons of mass de-
struction, and there is no question that
some of the intelligence that we have
received regarding weapons of mass de-
struction has not been accurate.

I would say that most of the Mem-
bers of this House at one time or an-
other were invited over to the Pen-
tagon, and we went over in groups of 10
or 15 or 20 or 30, and we were shown
aerial reconnaissance photos of Iraq.
Most of these were satellite photos.
They were remarkably clear. You could
read a license plate from outerspace
because of the clarity. We were told,
and I believe that the people giving us
the briefing absolutely believed what
they were saying, that this building
here was where anthrax was being cre-
ated, this was where foot and mouth
disease was being experimented with,
these trucks were going here, and these
ammunition dumps were here and so
on.

The problem was that our intel-
ligence on the ground was very ineffec-
tive. We were relying heavily upon
Iraqis for our information, and many of
those Iraqis had an axe to grind. They
wanted to get rid of Saddam Hussein;
and, therefore, whether they delib-
erately did it or not, I do not know, but
obviously some of the information that
we received was not very accurate. So
this has been certainly a major con-
cern.

However, Great Britain, the Soviet
Union, and most U.N. countries had
very similar intelligence, and that is
why we had 17 United Nations resolu-
tions based on the assumption that
Iraq had weapons of mass destruction.
So this was certainly not a miscalcula-
tion that was done by the United
States alone.

One of the main difficulties that we
had was that intelligence spending in
our country was cut during the 1990s;
and, as a result, the expenditures on in-
telligence were roughly cut in half, and
that certainly reduced our capabilities.
So there is plenty of blame to go
around, and many people have been
busy pointing the finger over the last
several months. However, the key issue
at this point is not what happened in
the past, but where do we go from here.

While I was in the Middle East, I had
a conversation with a young captain
from Nebraska, my home State, and
this young man’s name was Christ
Ferdico; and he said two things that
made sense to me. First of all, he said,
you know, it is better that we fighter
terrorists here in the Middle East than
fight them in the United States. So he
was saying that by being on offense, we
have occupied the terrorists’ attention
and resources, and there is no question
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that we have. Some people have said
we have made the world a more dan-
gerous place. But, obviously, the finan-
cial resources, the military resources,
a lot of the planning has been diverted
from this country and other countries
to the conflict in the Middle East, so
we have not had an attack in this
country since 9/11. It does not mean we
will never have another attack, but it
certainly means that we have, to some
degree, diverted some of the attention
from this country.

The second thing this young man
said to me which I found to be inter-
esting and I believe to be true, he said,
I hope the American people do not lose
patience. We tend to be a very impa-
tient Nation. We want our problems
solved yesterday. We sometimes do not
want to pay a very great price to
achieve something. And so the impa-
tience of the American people cer-
tainly is a concern. Again, we heard
some of that debate earlier from some
of the other speakers.

We have lost at this point approxi-
mately 1,000 soldiers in Iraq. One is too
many, and every one of those soldiers
from my district that have been lost I
have attempted to call their wives,
their husbands, their parents and talk
to them personally. It has been very in-
teresting because I thought at some
point I would run into bitterness or run
into acrimony. Certainly there was sor-
row, but there was also pride in every
one of those phone calls. Every one of
those families said, you know he really
believed or she really believed in what
he or she was doing. They were really
proud of the effort, and we are very
proud of them and their willingness to
sacrifice.

In the Civil War, Mr. Speaker, we
lost roughly 400,000 troops. At Antie-
tam it was 20,000 in one day. During
World War II there were approximately
450,000 soldiers who died. In Xorea,
roughly 50,000. In Vietnam, 60,000. In
those two conflicts we really do not
have much to show in any way by way
of accomplishment. That is not true
with this particular conflict that we
are involved in today.

So, again, I do not want to in any
way minimize the sacrifice of those
1,000 soldiers; but it is important his-
torically to keep this in perspective in
terms of what has been accomplished
and in terms of the loss of life, which
has been relatively small when you
look at all of the wars that have been
fought over the history of our Nation.

A few months ago, I talked to sol-
diers in Afghanistan, in Kuwait, and in
Iraqg. We visited the hospital in
Ramstein, Germany, Landstahl, where
most all of the casualties, the seriously
injured troops from the Middle East
were taken, and then more recently
here at Walter Reed. I was really
amazed at how positive they were.
Some had been seriously injured. Some
had even lost limbs, arms or legs. The
prevailing sentiment was that they
wanted to get back to their units.

Now, many of them would not be able
to do that. And I thought at some point
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I would run into somebody in all those
travels that would tell me, you know,
this was a terrible mistake. We should
not have done this. I do not know why
you put us over there. That did not
happen. So there seems to be a great
deal of pride and a great sense of mis-
sion on the part of these young people.

So some might pose the question:
Well, why would they feel that way?
Has anything good happened? We
talked a little about Afghanistan; but
in Iraq, for instance, more than 20,000
reconstruction projects have been com-
pleted and a great many of them have
been with the aid of our troops. Crude
oil exports are estimated to be $8 bil-
lion worth of exports in 2004, which
would be approximately prewar or
maybe even exceeding prewar levels.

The average household income in
Iraq has doubled over the last 8
months. Most Iraqis feel very good and
very confident about their economic
future. Businesses are springing up
where normally there was no free en-
terprise at all previously. Today, there
are more than 1 million automobiles
more in Iraq than before the war. We
have cleared roughly 17,000 kilometers
of waterways for irrigation in 2003.
Thirty to forty percent of the marshes
drained by Saddam are now restored.

In the health care area, 85 percent of
the children have been immunized.
Most of them had never been immu-
nized previously in their lifetime. All
240 hospitals in Iraq are now open and
functioning. There are 1,200 clinics in
operation, and 30 times more money is
being spent in Iraq today on health
care than under Saddam. His people
had abysmal health care under his re-
gime.

As far as education is concerned,
2,600 schools have been rehabilitated.
New desks and books have been
brought in, and 32,000 new teachers
have been trained. School attendance
is up by 80 percent in Iraq, and in a
great many of these schools girls are
there for the first time. Iraq has the
highest illiteracy rate of any Arab
country, roughly 77 percent in the fe-
male population, so for the first time
many of these young women are at-
tending school.

Power generation continues to be a
problem, but still we are generating
more power today than before the war.
There is still occasional brownouts or
blackouts, but it is better than it was.

There are 230,000 police, military in-
dividuals, guards, that have been
trained. Most of them are employed,
some are still in training; but we do
feel that a great deal of progress has
been made in that respect.

Of course, everyone knows there has
been a transfer of power to the Iraqi in-
terim government. These are very,
very brave people. They are under con-
stant attack and surveillance, and we
have to hope that they can be some-
what successful. Elections will be
scheduled this January, and of course
that will be a tremendous milestone.
The whole Middle East, I believe, is
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looking at this experiment to see
whether it can be successful or not, and
that is why we see so many attacks
from the insurgents. They absolutely
do not want to see a democracy suc-
ceed in that part of the world.

The gentlewoman from Washington
(Ms. DUNN) and I have formed some-
thing called the Iraqi Women’s Caucus.
Sounds like kind of a strange thing for
a former football coach to be involved
with; but we, in a conversation, came
to believe that women tend to be a lit-
tle less violent than men, and cur-
rently 60 percent of the population in
Iraq is female because so many men
have been killed. So we thought is
there anything that we can do to help
the Iraqi women be elected to office, or
at least a certain percentage of them.
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So we have brought Iraqi women to
this country to teach them about de-
mocracy, about how they might be
elected to public office, and some mini-
mal funding has been given to these or-
ganizations. I have tried to spend time
and speak to each one individually.
Some of them are highly educated and
speak English, some of them I speak
through an interpreter, but the pre-
vailing sentiment I get is things are
better now. One lady said, we do not
understand what all of the uproar is
about weapons of mass destruction.
Saddam Hussein was the ultimate
weapon of mass destruction.

Many of these women had family
members who were Kkilled, had seen
rapes in front of their families, had un-
dergone and seen tremendous atroc-
ities. They feel almost unanimously
the Iraqi people are relieved and grate-
ful to see Saddam Hussein gone.

They also say that the future is
brighter now. They feel definitely
things are better, and they see some
light at the end of the tunnel.

So the major sources of information
that I have tried to use as I evaluate
that situation is a little bit of personal
experience, but mostly what I have
gleaned from talking to the soldiers
who have been there and who are there
and talking to Iraqi citizens who are
there now, I feel that the picture I have
gotten is quite different than what we
get on the nightly news. Certainly not
all of the news is good, and I do not
want to hide our head in the sand and
pretend everything is perfect. There is
no question that security over there is
very problematic, and the Iraqi women
tell us that. The Iraqis we talk to say
that security is the number one issue
that they are faced with. But still, a
tremendous amount has been accom-
plished.

A Gallup poll done a few months ago
in Iraq clearly said that 80 to 90 per-
cent of the Iraqis see a brighter future.
About 80 percent would like to see
some type of democratic government, a
parliamentary type of government like
they see in Europe, or something like
what we have, and most of them would
like to see their country no longer
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under a coalition force. But they also
realize it is too soon; this is something
that cannot be done at the present
time.

As I look at the situation, I feel that
failure really is not an option, because
if we were to pull out of Iraq at this
time, number one, we will have dishon-
ored the nearly 1,000 soldiers who have
lost their lives. As I have talked to
their families, as I have mentioned, it
would be a terrible thing to talk to one
of those families and say, we are leav-
ing now, and the death of your soldier
really went for naught. I do not think
we can afford to do that. They felt
there was a meaning and a purpose in
going there, and we have to honor their
lives by making sure that there is a fa-
vorable outcome.

Number two, we will condemn thou-
sands of Iraqis to death. Almost any
Iraqi who has helped the coalition will
certainly be sentenced to some type of
very poor future, probably death. There
is a strong likelihood of a civil war
breaking out, which would be a blood-
bath, and we promised the Iraqis that
we would not do that. After the first
Gulf War, hopefully we learned our les-
son. So we have told them we will stick
with them and see it through.

The third thing that would happen if
we pulled out is this country would be-
come more vulnerable to terrorism, be-
cause any time you show terrorists
that their methods are successful, it
only invites more terrorism. It does
not involve appeasement, it does not
solve anything, it only escalates the
problem. We cannot allow them to see
that terrorism works.

We have heard a great deal about
Abu Ghraib and some of the things that
have not gone well in Iraq, but I would
like to tell Members, Mr. Speaker,
about a young man named Troy Jen-
kins and what he did last April. Troy
Jenkins was one of our soldiers. A
young Iraqi girl apparently either had
in her hands or was standing near a
cluster bomb, and no one knows for
sure whether she was innocent and did
not know what she had, and apparently
Troy Jenkins assumed she did not
know. He threw himself on that cluster
bomb and saved that girl’s life and
probably several of his comrades. We
do not hear much about Troy Jenkins
and the soldiers who have been willing
to risk danger every day to do some of
the reconstruction projects.

I think it is well that we remember
that there have been many acts of her-
oism. Some great things have been ac-
complished. It has not been a univer-
sally successful operation, but still
more good has occurred than bad.

The second thing I would like to talk
about today, Mr. Speaker, which seems
to be a matter of some controversy, is
the economy. As with the war in Iraq,
we find that perception often does not
match reality. Some characterize the
economy as being very poor. We hear
this being discussed all of the time. I
would like to mention just a few fac-
tors which I think are important to
consider at this point.
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Referring to this chart on my left, in-
terest rates currently are the lowest in
the last 40 years. Of course, low inter-
est rates generally stimulate economic
growth and investment. Inflation is
again at historic lows. The Producer
Price Index is roughly 1.5 percent over
the last 12 months. There was a time
not too many years ago when we had
double-digit inflation. No economy can
sustain that type of inflation. The in-
flation level now is very low. Produc-
tivity expanded 5 percent over the last
4 quarters. We think that is the highest
in the last 20 years.

In the manufacturing sector, which
we hear a lot about, employment
reached a 30-year high in May. So the
manufacturing sector is recovering,
and employment is certainly rebound-
ing.

Housing, homeownership was 68.6
percent last quarter. That means more
than two-thirds of Americans now own
their own home, an all-time high.
Again, that is an encouraging sign.

Members may say if all of these
things are true, what is the problem
with the economy? There has got to be
something wrong. The thing that we
hear most often is the unemployment
rate. The unemployment rate is out of
sight, and people simply do not have
any jobs. So we might again refer to a
chart here.

During the decades of the 1970s, for
that 10-year period, the average unem-
ployment rate was 6.2 percent. During
the 1980s, average unemployment went
up to 7.3 percent. During the 1990s,
which was an exceptionally favorable
period of economic activity, if we lis-
ten to most people, particularly some
Members speaking on this floor, the
unemployment rate was 5.8 percent.
Today, in 2004, the unemployment rate
is 5.4 percent, lower than any one of
those decades. If we average that 30-
year period from 1970 to 2000, the aver-
age unemployment rate was 6.4 per-
cent. Today it is 5.4 percent. That is
not perfect. Mr. Speaker, we would like
to see that down around 4.5 or some-
thing like that, but it is very difficult
to get there. It certainly is much bet-
ter than it has been historically for the
last 30 years. I think that is important
to realize.

Mr. Speaker, unemployment runs
roughly 9 to 10 percent in the European
Union. Many of us feel that the Euro-
pean Union countries are doing well,
but their unemployment rate is rough-
ly double what we are currently experi-
encing. We added 144,000 new jobs in
July. So over the last 12 months, we
have added 1.7 million jobs in this
economy. Some will say, but since the
President took office, we are still down
about 700,000 jobs. We lost about 2.5
million, we got 1.7 million back, so this
President is a failure. I do not nec-
essarily think that is true, because we
had 9/11. We had a recession going on
when the President took office, and we
had the corporate scandals. So a lot
has hit this economy, but it is cer-
tainly going in the right direction. It
looks like it is recovering.
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In 2003, and this is something that
very few people have stopped to think
about or talk about, we had more
Americans employed at the end of 2003
than at any time in history. What has
happened is some of those roughly 2
million Americans who lost jobs start-
ed to work for themselves. So we had
more people employed when we went to
the household survey than ever before.
So we talk about lost jobs, but many
people have started their own busi-
nesses and are not destitute or out of
work.

Another myth which has been circu-
lating here recently is that all of the
tax cuts that were passed have not im-
pacted the middle class. Some have
said that the middle class is now pay-
ing more than before the tax cuts. That
is absolutely not true. Every segment
of the tax-paying economy is paying
less in taxes than before the tax cuts.
So currently an average middle-class
family making $35,000 or $40,000, a wife,
husband and two children, pays today
$1,948 less in taxes than before the tax
cuts. If you are making $35,000 or
$40,000, and you have $2,000 less to pay,
that is significant, and that is going di-
rectly to the middle class. So whether
you are talking about the top bracket,
the middle bracket or the lower brack-
et, if they paid taxes before, they are
paying less today. So it is important to
realize that the average American cit-
izen has received a substantial tax cut.

The most troubling factor, I think, as
far as the economy is concerned which
faces this country is well within the
domain of Congress, and that is high
energy prices. That is the one thing
that we continually see affecting jobs,
the stock market, and the economy in
general. So I would like to address that
very quickly because it affects truck-
ing, airlines, agriculture, individuals,
and yet one of the most discouraging
things to me is we cannot get an en-
ergy bill passed in this Congress. The
House has passed an energy bill, we
have passed the conference report, but
still it has not passed the other body.
Until it becomes law, we all have failed
to some degree.

I would like to flesh out briefly for
one second some of the main provisions
of the energy bill which I think would
be so important as far as the economy
is concerned. This is really something
that lies at the feet of not Republicans
or Democrats, it is all of us.

A key part of the energy bill is re-
newable fuel standards which provide
for solar energy, wind energy, ethanol,
and biodiesel. These are all ways to
avoid being so dependent on foreign oil.
Also, hydrogen fuel cell research and
development is part of the energy bill,
and most people feel this is the wave of
the future. It is environmentally
friendly and leaves no greenhouse
gases. So if we want to develop hydro-
gen fuel cells, we need an energy bill
because this is the stimulus that will
cause this to happen.

In Alaska, the natural gas pipeline,
we have tons of natural gas. We have
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thousands of tons of natural gas in
Alaska at the present time, and yet we
are experiencing a tremendous short-
age of natural gas in this country
today. So it affects fuel prices, it af-
fects heating prices, fertilizers and all
of the different things which impact
our economy. If we can build that pipe-
line from Alaska bringing that gas
down here, our economy is going to re-
cover very quickly.
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It is going to take a little time, 2, 3,
4 years; but it needs to be done. Then,
of course, tax incentives to increase en-
ergy production. This country basi-
cally has not done much in exploration
for additional oil reserves, energy re-
serves, nuclear power over the last 20,
30 years because of environmental reg-
ulations. We have to have some incen-
tives to get this thing going again. Our
refinery capacity has been reduced by
roughly 30 percent over the last 15, 20
years. With those reductions, we put
ourselves in a bind. We are now 60 per-
cent dependent on foreign oil. We can-
not continue to operate that way be-
cause projections have that going from
60 percent to 70 percent within the next
few years. The buck stops here. It stops
with Congress, and the blame game and
partisanship is inexcusable. It simply
needs to be done.

On balance, Mr. Speaker, having said
all of this, I think it is important to re-
alize that this is the strongest econ-
omy in the world. Regardless of what
anyone says, it is not perfect; but the
economy by most measures, by most
standards, is very strong at the present
time and appears to be getting strong-
er.

We have talked a little bit about the
Middle East, and we have talked about
the economy. The last topic I would
like to cover has to do with the third
significant factor, I think, which will
bear upon the upcoming elections and
that has to do with the culture. I was
privileged to hear British Prime Min-
ister Tony Blair speak in this Chamber
a year ago. One comment that he made
made particular sense to me. He said
this: ‘““As Britain knows, all predomi-
nant power seems for a time invincible
but, in fact, it is transitory.”” What he
was saying, I believe, is that there is
sort of an illusion. When you are on
top, when you are the predominant
country in the world, the most power-
ful country in the world, it seems like
that will go on forever. But he says,
Great Britain has experienced this, and
we know that this is transitory, that
all power is eventually transitory. It
does not last forever.

I would like to explore that thought
a little bit tonight because history
teaches that most of the world’s great
powers are not overcome by external
military force but, rather, disassem-
bled from within. Let us examine three
such instances. First, we might take a
look at Rome. That is a long time ago,
about 2,000 years; but it certainly was
the most dominant civilization. As a
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matter of fact, it ruled the whole civ-
ilized world at one time about 2,000
years ago and appeared to be invin-
cible, but eventually it fell from pre-
eminence.

Some of the incidents that are given
by historians are a little disturbing.
They said there was a general decline
in morality. There was increasing cor-
ruption and instability in the leader-
ship of the Roman Empire. An increas-
ing public addiction to ever-more vio-
lent public spectacles. In the Roman
Colosseum, as you know, the masses
had to be entertained, and it got blood-
ier and it got bloodier. Increasing
crime and prostitution and a general
population that became more self-ab-
sorbed, apathetic and unwilling to sac-
rifice for the common good. I do not
know if any of that rings home or not,
but to me it is a little disturbing when
you read that list.

Then, of course, Great Britain, the
British Empire, dominated the world
from the late 1600s through much of
the 1800s, and this is what Tony Blair
was talking about. That empire even-
tually slowly crumbled. The reasons
given by historians were that they lost
the national resolve to maintain their
territory, which was spread all around
the world, a great colonial empire, the
values that led to ascendency eventu-
ally were eroded and the spiritual
underpinnings shifted in that nation.

Then Russia more recently, only 20
years ago, one of two great super-
powers at that time, in a matter of
months Russia disintegrated before our
very eyes. Alexander Solzhenitsyn re-
flected on this fall when he observed
this: ““Over a half century ago, while 1
was still a child, I recall a number of
older people offer the following expla-
nation for the great disasters that had
befallen Russia.” He said this: ‘“Men
have forgotten God. That’s why all of
this has happened.” Marx and Lenin
had dismantled Russia’s religious her-
itage and their value system and Rus-
sia, even though it continued to do well
for a number of years, had a broken
foundation and eventually collapsed
like a house of cards with nothing to
sustain it.

Some of the common themes of these
three great world powers and their his-
torical collapse would be the following:
citizens are less willing to sacrifice for
others and for their country, citizens
become more self-absorbed, a greater
desire for the state to provide for their
welfare, less personal responsibility, a
weakening of commonly held values,
and a decline of spiritual commitment.

What does all of this have to do with
the United States and our present situ-
ation, Mr. Speaker? We certainly have
the most powerful military. We have
the strongest economy and the most
stable government of any nation in the
world today. And so it is easy to think
that we are truly invincible. However,
as Tony Blair stated, ‘‘As Britain
knows, all predominant power for a
time seems invincible but, in fact, it is
transitory.”
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Is there reason for concern? Is there
any reason to think that maybe we
ought to pay attention to the current
situation? I would say that there are
some things over my previous 36 years
spent in coaching and working with
young people that have given me
pause. I would like to mention some of
these trends that I find disturbing. The
young men that I worked with from
roughly 1962 through 1997 were more
talented each year. Yet they showed
more signs of distress, more personal
struggles. We spent more time with
them off the field than we used to, and
with some players off the field was
really more intensive than on the field.
There was less moral clarity as time
passed and just generally a higher level
of troubled young people.

This chart that I am going to show
you reflects some of the dysfunction
that we have seen and an alarming
trend. From 1960, the number of juve-
nile court delinquency cases increased
by between 400 and 500 percent, just a
steady upward trend, until the late
1990s. Several factors, I believe, con-
tributed to these changes. First of all,
family stability has eroded consider-
ably. In 1960, the out-of-wedlock birth-
rate, Mr. Speaker, was 5 percent, one
out of every 20 young people born.
Today, the out-of-wedlock birthrate is
33 percent, one out of three. And so
one-third of the young people coming
into our population have two strikes
against them. Some of them somehow
or another adapt, weave their way
through, make it okay; but it is much
more difficult.

In 1960, the great majority of chil-
dren lived with both biological parents.
Today nearly 60 percent of our young
people will spend at least part of their
youth without both biological parents.
So at least half, and maybe more than
half, of our young people have suffered
some major trauma in their family life.
Only 7 percent of today’s families are
traditional families. I use quotation
marks around the word ‘‘traditional”
because only 7 percent today are tradi-
tional. A traditional family would be
where one parent, primarily the father
usually, works full-time and one par-
ent, usually the mother, but not al-
ways, would be home with the children.
And so when the children come home
from school at 3 o’clock, generally no-
body is home and so the hours from 3
to 6 are the most dangerous and the
most troubled hours of the day for our
young people in our culture at this par-
ticular time. Parents spend 40 percent
less time with children than they did a
generation ago. The divorce rate has
increased 300 percent since 1960. This is
a big one, Mr. Speaker. Twenty-four
million children today live without
their real father.

Fatherless children, according to re-
search, show the following tendencies:
number one, they are more likely to be
abused, girls or boys. They are more
likely to have mental and emotional
problems. They are more likely to
abuse drugs and alcohol. More likely to
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commit suicide, commit a crime, or be
promiscuous. The foundation of our
culture, the family, is under assault.
The family is the basic social unit.
Some are surprised when there is con-
cern about how marriage is defined.
Many people say this is bigotry, this is
religious fundamentalism, this is nar-
row mindedness.

The concern that I have and I think
a great many people have is not
against anybody. The concern is for
children, because it takes a mother and
a father to create a child. According to
nearly all of the research I have seen,
and there is a lot of it, to have an ade-
quate family and to have a healthy
child, the best chance you have is to
have a father contribute to the rearing
of that child and a mother contribute
to the rearing of that child. It takes
both, each one, a male and a female, to
contribute something to the stability
and the education of that child. We feel
that it is important that we think this
through, because some countries have
redefined marriage. As they have done
so, we have seen less traditional mar-
riage, we have seen more children born
out of wedlock and more children liv-
ing in dysfunctional situations. If you
want to preserve the culture, if you
want a strong country, you absolutely
must have strong families. You must
have children who grow up in a healthy
way.

Mr. Speaker, that is one reason why
many of us have some concern about
this particular issue. The family struc-
ture, the launching pad, is certainly
not as stable as it once was. There are
some discouraging signs. The difficult
thing now is that we are taking those
young people from that launching pad
and we are releasing them into an envi-
ronment that is much less friendly
than it was 30, 40, 50 years ago.

In 1960, when I first started coaching,
working with young people, drug abuse
was almost unheard of. Today, of
course, drug abuse is of almost epi-
demic proportion. Even in rural areas,
an area I represent,
methamphetamines, which are tremen-
dously destructive, are very common.
Another type of drug which ofttimes
flies under the radar screen is that of
alcohol abuse involving underage
drinkers. A National Academy of
Science study shows that alcohol kills
6% times more kids than all other
drugs combined. And so we are scared
to death of cocaine and ecstasy and
methamphetamine, and we should be;
but when all is said and done, roughly
6% times more children die from alco-
hol abuse than all the other drugs put
together.

Alcohol underage drinking costs the
U.S. $53 billion annually, roughly 2%
times what we spent to rebuild Iraq.
We have 3 million teenage alcoholics.
As I said, by far the biggest drug prob-
lem, and one of the major concerns is
that children are starting to drink at
younger and younger ages. The average
young person today takes their first
drink of alcohol at age 12.
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Unfortunately, underage drinkers
tend to binge drink. They drink on av-
erage, at an average sitting, twice as
much as an adult; and, of course, alco-
holism is achievable much more quick-
ly under those circumstances. Alcohol
and the drug issue is a big issue.

In addition, we have the most violent
Nation in the world for young people,
the highest homicide rate, the highest
suicide rate, and the second-place
country is not even close. Pornography
has exploded. There are over 1 million
porn sites on the Internet. According
to the London School of Economics,
nine out of 10 children ages 9 to 16 have
viewed pornography on the Internet
and mostly unintentionally. Corpora-
tions such as AT&T have in the past
been involved in the hard-core pornog-
raphy business. Some of our more re-
spectable businesses, and I say respect-
able in quotes, have gotten into this
business.

Many of us are somewhat dismayed
by the way the FCC is regulating ob-
scenity on the Nation’s airwaves. I
would have to say they are doing bet-
ter. They have made some attempts to
see things differently since the Super
Bowl; but it took that, the Super Bowl
half-time show, to get their attention.
Video games, of course, are very vio-
lent. Some of them are very antisocial
and of course much music, some tele-
vision, many movies are graphic. The
content of some of these media pro-
grams simply could not have been pre-
sented to the public 30 years ago.

I have grandchildren ages 5 to 12, and
I guess anyone who has young children
or grandchildren is concerned about
this. The family is less stable, the envi-
ronment is more threatening, and our
value system has shifted. Stephen
Covey in his book, ‘“‘Seven Habits of
Highly Successful People,” reviewed
all of the literature that had to do with
success during the history of our Na-
tion. He came up with something that
was rather interesting. He said during
that first 150 years of our Nation’s ex-
istence, all of the research and all of
the articles that he could find, nearly
all of them, defined success in terms of
character traits. A successful person
was honest, a successful person was
hardworking, faithful, loyal, compas-
sionate and so on.

Then he said about 50, 60 years ago,
things began to shift. What he noted
was that success was no longer defined
in terms of character.
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Success had to do with material posi-
tions, how much money one had, how
much power one had, how much pres-
tige or celebrity one had. So it is very
possible under this current definition
to be labeled a success and really not
be a very good person, not be a very
sound person.

So character apparently today has
very little to do with whether a person
is called successful or not. And, of
course, we have seen a discouraging
lack of integrity in the business world:
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Enron, WorldCom, Global Crossing. We
have seen some of it in the press, some
of it in athletics, some of it in the
church, some of it in politics in the
last few years. So the value system has
shifted.

Philosophically, the predominant
world view that we see today in our
culture is something called
postmodernism, and it is especially
prevalent on college campuses. And
what postmodernism says is that there
are no moral absolutes; everything is
relative. So in the right circumstance,
theft is okay; incest is certainly under-
standable, excusable; murder, adultery,
treason. There are no moral absolutes.
One’s truth is one’s truth. My truth is
my truth. And there are no standards
to which we can hang our moral com-
pass.

So in view of the family breakdown,
the decline of the culture, and shifting
values, this is an extremely difficult
time to be a young person, perhaps the
most difficult time in our history, and
we are asking them to weave their way
through a minefield littered with alco-
hol and drug abuse, harmful video
games, music, TV, movies, promis-
cuity, gangs, violent behavior, and bro-
ken homes. And I think it is important
that we pay attention to this because
this has to do with the strength of our
culture. So this is one reason, I believe,
why the President has seen a real need
for mentoring, because in the absence
of caring adults in the lives of young
people, mentoring seems to be about
the next best thing that we can do.

So a mentor is someone who cares
unconditionally. A mentor is one who
affirms, who says, ‘I believe in you, I
know you can do this,”” and everyone at
some point needs affirmation. And a
mentor is one who provides guidance,
who tells someone that they have this
talent, and they can see them going to
a community college, that they can see
them developing their artistic ability
or their athletic talent or their music
or whatever. Everyone needs somebody
who sees something in them. So we
need to pay close attention, as no cul-
ture is more than one generation away
from dissolution.

Two hundred years ago, de Toqueville
made an astute observation, and this is
what he said: He said, ‘‘America is
great because America is good,”” and he
was referring to the large number of
churches and civic clubs and youth
groups and individuals reaching out to
help those who were less fortunate
when he said this. And he was referring
to the inherent decency of the Amer-
ican people. He was referring to the
basic ethic, ‘“Do unto others as you
would have them do unto you.” And de
Toqueville wrote 200 years ago, as I
said, and I guess the question we have
to ask is, are his observations true
today? Some are; however, there are
certainly disturbing signs of change.

I will conclude today, Mr. Speaker,
by discussing a couple of concerns that
I have with the courts, and I think, as
I go through this, I would like people
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and the Speaker to consider, as the
election approaches, what candidates,
what people would be most likely to
address some of the dysfunction that
we have discussed here, some of the
concerns that we have about our cul-
ture, and some of the things that our
young people are enduring.

In regard to the first amendment, we
have found that there are some court
decisions that at least some, including
myself, would question.

In 1996 Congress passed the Commu-
nications Decency Act, that was the
overwhelming majority of people in
this body, that made it illegal to send
indecent material to children via the
Internet. But in June 1997, the Supreme
Court overturned portions of the law.
They said this: ‘“‘Indecent material is
protected by the first amendment.”” So
indecent material is protected.

In 1996, the Child Pornography Pre-
vention Act outlawed child pornog-
raphy, including visual depictions that
appear to be of a minor. In other words,
this was simulated, computer-gen-
erated child pornography. In April 2002,
the Supreme Court declared this law
unconstitutional and overturned the
law.

In October 1998, the Children Online
Protection Act was passed by Congress,
signed into law, and it prohibits the
communication of harmful material to
children on publicly accessible Web
sites. The Supreme Court refused to
rule on the 1998 law, and it prevented it
from being enacted.

The 106th Congress passed the Chil-
dren’s Internet Protection Act, which
requires schools and libraries that re-
ceive Federal funds to use Internet fil-
tering to protect minors from harmful
material on the Internet. In May 2002,
a Federal court declared the law un-
constitutional.

So free speech, indecent speech is
protected, while many of our women
and children are being attacked, be-
cause 80 to 90 percent of pedophiles and
rapists use pornography on a regular
basis.

So the argument is what people see
and what they hear really does not
harm anybody. This is just something
that is out there in space. And if that
is true, then why do we spend each year
as a Nation billions of dollars on adver-
tising? The reason is obviously that
what people see and what they hear
and what they read does affect behav-
ior. It has a great impact on behavior.
So there is some concern about these
issues.

Another first amendment issue that
is a major concern is the issue of sepa-
ration of church and state. Many peo-
ple assume that that is in the Constitu-
tion, separation of church and state,
but actually what the Constitution
says in the first amendment is this:
““Congress shall make no law respect-
ing an establishment of religion or pro-
hibiting the free exercise thereof.” So
the establishment clause simply says
that Congress, this body, cannot create
a state religion and cannot prevent
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somebody from practicing a religion.
That is what it says. So we have taken
that and run with it.

So in 1962, the Supreme Court ruled
the following prayer as being unconsti-
tutional, and this is what the prayer
said: ‘“‘Almighty God, we acknowledge
our dependence on Thee, and we beg
Thy blessings upon us, our teachers
and our country.” I do not want any-
one to believe that I am saying that a
teacher ought to get on a PA system,
or the superintendent, or a teacher
ought to get up in class and proselytize
or try to promote a particular religious
agenda. I do not believe that at all. But
it seems to me that many of the rul-
ings that we have had have taken us
far afield from what the Founding Fa-
thers originally espoused.

Benjamin Franklin said this: ‘“We
have been assured, Sir, in the Sacred
Writings that except the Lord build the
house, they labor in vain that build it.
I firmly believe this. I also believe that
without His concurring aid, we shall
succeed in the political building no
better than the builders of Babel; we
shall be divided by our little, partial
local interests; our projects will be
confounded; and we ourselves shall be-
come a reproach and a byword down to
future ages.”

And he goes on to say this: ‘I there-
fore beg leave to move that, hence-
forth, prayers imploring the assistance
of Heaven and its blessing on our delib-
eration be held in this assembly every
morning before we proceed to busi-
ness.” So that is the inception of why
we have a prayer on the House floor
and in the Senate every day before we
begin business. And obviously Ben
Franklin was one of the Framers of the
Constitution, and yet he did not seem
to see that prayer was to be abolished.

George Washington said this: ‘“The
propitious,” or favorable, ‘‘smiles of
Heaven can never be expected on a Na-
tion that disregards the eternal rules
of order and right which Heaven itself
has ordained.” So when he talks about
eternal rules of order and right which
Heaven has ordained, obviously he is
talking about some immutable prin-
ciples. He is talking about some values
which do not shift with the sands and
the whims of individuals. So he obvi-

ously would not agree with
postmodernism.

David Barton, the historian, says
this: “Franklin had warned that ‘for-

getting God’ and imagining that we no
longer needed his ‘concurring aid’
would result in internal disputes, the
decay of the Nation’s prestige and rep-
utation, and a diminished national suc-
cess. Washington had warned that if re-
ligious principles were excluded, the
Nation’s morality and political pros-
perity would suffer. Yet, despite such
clear words, in cases beginning in 1962,
the Supreme Court offered rulings
which eventually divorced the Nation,
its schools, and its public affairs for
more than three centuries of heritage.
America is now learning experientially
what both Washington and Franklin
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knew to be true; we are suffering in
very areas they predicted.”

So in referring to the establishment
clause, I would like to just make a cou-
ple of observations: In 1992, that the
Supreme Court ruled that an invoca-
tion and benediction at a graduation
ceremony in a high school was uncon-
stitutional. The Court held that a
minute of silence in a school was un-
constitutional. In a minute of silence,
somebody might look out the window,
somebody might think about their his-
tory test, somebody might say a pray-
er, but certainly this was not infring-
ing, I would not think, on anyone’s re-
ligious principles. In a student-led
prayer at a football game, the students
had voted that they wanted a prayer
before the football game, a student
would lead the prayer, and the Su-
preme Court said that is not constitu-
tional.

So the thing that has happened is
that we have seen some jurists who
seem to have taken what I would say
great liberty with the Constitution. So
the Constitution is increasingly inter-
preted as a ‘living document,” in
quotes. So the Constitution is not in-
terpreted as it was written, but rather
as Justices believe it should be written
and as it has become. So this ‘“‘living
document” hypothesis has changed
things dramatically.

The makeup of the courts and the
will of Congress will greatly influence
whether we continue to drift further
from our spiritual heritage or draw
close to those values upon which our
Nation was founded. I believe that No-
vember’s elections will directly influ-
ence not only the makeup of the Con-
gress, but also ultimately the nature of
the courts, and this is something I
think we need to pay close attention
to.

So there is no question that we are
engaged in a cultural and spiritual
struggle of huge proportion. Much is at
stake. I can only hope that the prin-
ciples upon which this Nation were
founded remain preeminent.

———
THE STATE OF OUR ECONOMY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KiING of Towa). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I lis-
tened attentively to my Republican
colleague’s remarks, and I do have a
great deal of respect for the gentleman,
but I have to take issue, I should say,
with some of the comments he made.

First of all, as much as he discussed
about how the situation has improved
in Iraq, and I am not sure that that is
the case, but he did talk about how the
U.S. has spent so much money on Iraq,
in reconstruction in Iraq, and hos-
pitals, schools, other activities, the
bottom line is that much of that
money I think would have been better
spent here.
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When I was home during the district
work period, I think most people know
that the Congress was in recess from
the end of July during the time of the
Democratic convention until last week
during the Republican convention, and
I heard constantly in my district office
at the forums that I held, at the open
houses at my offices, about the prob-
lems that Americans were facing, peo-
ple who had lost their jobs, people who
had tried to find another job and found
another job that paid less or did not
provide the same benefits, people who
had lost their health insurance; and I
really do not believe that the situation
the gentleman described about the
economy is at all rosy.

The economy is not doing well. The
average person is really feeling
squeezed because what is happening is
they work harder, and, as the gen-
tleman mentioned, productivity is up,
but wages are not keeping up with it,
and Americans find themselves work-
ing harder, earning less money, and
facing increased costs for gas, schools
to send their Kkids to college, and
health insurance.
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They are really not very optimistic
about the future of the economy, be-
cause the situation seems to be getting
worse over the last 4 years.

So this evening I wanted to really
pose, and I see some of my colleagues
are here, so I would like to start with
some of them, but I would really like
to pose the question about whether or
not over the last 4 years Americans’
lives have improved or gotten worse. 1
think for most people, the answer is
definitely that they have gotten worse.

When you ask people are they better
off today than they were 4 years ago
when President Bush began his Presi-
dency, the answer is no, they are not
better off. I realize that my Republican
colleagues spend a lot of time talking
about how the situation has improved
in Iraq; but, frankly, I think in many
ways the money that has been spent in
Iraq for reconstruction, for sewers, for
hospitals, for education, has been spent
at the expense of what could be done
here, because as we know, many Amer-
icans really face increased costs and
the inability to access health insur-
ance, the inability to send their kids to
the college of their choice, the inabil-
ity in many cases even to be able to
find an apartment or to pay for the gas
so they can go to work.

I know that I do not want to always
be pessimistic, I like to think optimis-
tically, but the picture that the Repub-
licans paint and the picture painted at
the Republican convention last week
about a rosy America and things get-
ting better and jobs being more avail-
able, these things just simply are not
true. The economy is not doing well.
The job situation is not good. Most im-
portantly, Americans feel increasingly
that they work harder and that they
have to pay more and that they get
less.
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I have some of my colleagues here to-
night. I see the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) is here. I
know she also waited through the last
hour Ilistening to our Republican
speaker. I would like to yield to her at
this time.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen-
tleman for yielding. I am very pleased
to join him and to also be joined as
part of this Special Order by the gen-
tlewoman from Chicago, Illinois (Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY).

I think the wait is important, be-
cause as we return from the work re-
cess, and I am glad the gentleman men-
tioned a number of constituents that
he encountered, all of us have, whether
they have been in our own respective
districts or States, but around the Na-
tion, I think we are at a precipice, we
are at a crisis, we are at a no-return
point.

What saddens me is that we have a
collective body of the executive and
the majority in Congress that refuses
to deal with the issues that we have
heard from our constituents. Might I
say to you that I did not see an R on
these constituents or a D or an I,
meaning Independent, or a non-voter or
someone who is nonpartisan or bipar-
tisan. I saw average Americans plead-
ing with Members of Congress to get
the job done.

Might I just share with you what our
colleagues are going to be spending
their time on as we look toward the
November election. Rather than spend-
ing intense time on getting a serious
appropriations bill, because, as you
well know, we are told that we may
have to return for a lame duck session,
and the only reason is because we are
going to take up a lot of time, not on
the serious issues, but on the frivolous
issues that will just create the kind of
political and social divisiveness that
the Republicans want to see happening.

For example, I am told that the other
body is going to take up the flag-burn-
ing amendment. As I understand it,
Flag Day was 2 or 3 months ago. All of
us understand that there are dif-
ferences of opinion; but, more impor-
tantly, I do not know the last time
that a flag in the United States has
been burned over the last 20 years. So
we are going to be dealing with that
debate and question.

I understand they are going to be
talking about abortion, taxes, reform-
ing the legal system, and, of course,
amending the Constitution. None of
those deal with the issues that are
hurting Americans today, Americans
who are trying to send their children
to college, those of us who have seen
young people graduate from high
school and their parents, middle-class
parents, not having the resources, the
Pell grants, the various scholarships
that are necessary, because they hap-
pen to be in the middle-class squeeze.
Many of them, in fact, are part of those
3 million who have lost jobs under the
Republican Congress and Republican
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administration. In fact, this adminis-
tration has already lost almost 2 mil-
lion jobs; more than 5 million Ameri-
cans have lost their health care, and
jobs are still being shipped overseas.

So I would just like to briefly focus
on health care and focus on security. I
serve on the Select Committee on
Homeland Security and spent a number
of days in the month of August in hear-
ings here in Washington, had the privi-
lege of joining my colleagues, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. ORTIZ), and the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. TURNER), at
the border looking at crisis issues deal-
ing with the necessary resources that
our Border Patrol needs.

By the way, our Border Patrol said
they do not want the military there, as
many of the Republicans have tried to
do over and over again, but they do
want increased resources to secure the
homeland by safeguarding the border.

But let me just simply say in the
course of looking at America’s needs,
in addition to the loss of 2 to 3 million
jobs and no replacement of such, the
last month we saw only 144,000 jobs,
way below the necessary job creation
in order to catch up with the 3 million
jobs lost.

While I was home in the district, I
had a teacher that used to be, I believe,
either a Teamster or steel worker, I
think he was a Teamster, and he was
indicating that he educated himself
through his union work. He cannot get
health insurance for his children
through the State of Texas. He is a
teacher teaching our children, but he
cannot afford the kind of quality
health insurance; he cannot pay for it.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, I have to say, when I had
the open houses, and at my typical
open house I will have 100 people show
up at one of my offices, that was the
biggest concern. People had lost their
health insurance, were not able to get
it on the job anymore.

Again, the problem that I see is that
this Bush administration talks about
how they are going to improve access
to health insurance, how they are
going to improve access to college, No
Child Left Behind. But when you talk
to the people, the reality is things are
getting worse on every one of these
fronts. We saw statistics 2 weeks ago, a
report came out, that said we started
out with 40 million uninsured 4 years
ago. Now it is 45 million. Just an exam-
ple.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. If the
gentleman will yield further, it is con-
tinuing to grow. I know we as a body,
as a Congress, have increased our ac-
cess to the Web or access to the Inter-
net. It would be interesting as we de-
bate these issues in Special Orders,
would it not be interesting to have peo-
ple sign on to the Web: ‘I agree with
this issue,”” “‘I disagree.”

I would venture to say you would get
40 to 45 million hits on this question of
health care and the uninsured, because
it involves working people. That is
what I think our colleagues, and that
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is why I am so concerned and so much
wanting to respond to your question,
are we better off today than we were 4
years ago, because the question is, we
should be going forward.

What does going forward mean? It
means we cannot talk about 44 million
that did not have the insurance 4 years
ago, and we are now 4 years later and
we have done nothing as a Congress to
stem the tide, or the Republican ad-
ministration, to stem the tide of this
travesty.

As I look at other issues that are im-
pacting Americans, the other one that
comes in at a very high level is, how
would you say it, the dismantling of
the pension systems of Americans
around the country, whether it is a
public pension system, a private pen-
sion system. Of course, Enron happens
to be the poster child for that. But
every single day Americans are finding
out that their pensions are being de-
creased, diminished, or eliminated.

We have sought not to do something
about that. We decided to give 1 per-
cent of the richest Americans millions
of dollars in tax cuts, but yet we have
refused to come and deal with the
bread and butter issues that Americans
are concerned about.

I am concerned that Americans have
to deal with these bread and butter
issues. I am concerned that our moth-
ers and fathers, whom we claim to be
the Greatest Generation, tomorrow
will have to pay a 17 percent increase
in their premium on their Medicare. 1
have yet to call home to my mom to be
able to sort of say it softly, because 1
know what that will mean to someone
like her that is on a fixed income. She
is only symbolic of the millions of sen-
ior citizens on fixed income.

I hesitate to think, a $2 billion check
going to Florida, and by the way, not
much money got to New York after 9-
11 as quickly as it got to Florida, and
I want it to go to Florida. I will be vot-
ing unanimously on it, I think it was
passed unanimously tonight. But there
are senior citizens who are not only
suffering from Charley and Frances,
but now they are getting hit from
Washington, D.C. with a 17 percent in-
crease in their premium.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, I just wanted to say if
you listen to the President during his
acceptance speech at the convention,
he said that he was going to do all
these things for seniors. Of course, he
trumpeted the so-called prescription
drug benefit that kicks in in 2 years, in
2006, which I think is a sham.

But when asked about this 17 percent
increase in premiums for Medicare part
B, he said, oh, that is because health
care costs have gone up. But what he
neglected to mention was the biggest
factor in this increase is the fact that
with that prescription drug so-called
benefit, which you and I realize is real-
ly not going to be a benefit in 2 years,
s0 much money has gone to the insur-
ers that that is resulting in the part B
increase in premium going up 17 per-
cent. There is a link between the two.
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So, once again, they say we are going
to help the seniors, and the reality is
that their health care costs are going
up tremendously. We have not had an
increase like that in part B in any-
body’s memory. I do not know if there
has ever been that much of an increase.
A lot of it is linked to this sham Medi-
care prescription drug benefit because
so much money is going to the insurers
and not actually coming back to the
seniors, not to mention it does not
even go into effect for a couple of
years.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, if the gentleman will yield
further, I see my colleagues here. Let
me try to at least bring a few points
out, and then yield back to the gen-
tleman, because I know that everyone
in their communities are finding this
out.

Let me add not only to the pharma-
ceuticals, but the HMOs are taking a
large chunk of these dollars as well,
and the services, look, when you see
doctors, they are complaining about
the complexity of the Medicare system,
the dismantling of the Medicaid sys-
tem almost, where they cannot utilize
that. So the victims in this are the
medical professionals, nurses, nurse
practitioners, doctors, hospitals and
the actual consumer of the product and
the other guys who stand alongside.

By the way, we all come from com-
munities where we know that there is a
lot of good work that pharmaceuticals
can do. My problem is that the bad
part of the business has been enhanced
by this Republican agenda, that is, the
3-hour vote we had on Medicare, versus
the good part, because pharmaceuticals
do some good work. But the question is
the benefit has not gone to the con-
sumers. It has actually gone, in fact, to
these folk that are putting money in
their pocket.

What else has happened? On the front
page of the Houston Chronicle today,
and I think the article is all over the
country, millions of dollars are being
cut from research labs and research
universities in America. The highest
percentage of research dollars started
in 1999 under President Clinton, and it
continued that momentum. Now, under
this administration, there are research
professors that do not even Kknow
whether they will be employed. The
very same researchers who found the
human genome and other kinds of out-
standing opportunities that we had in
research, can you believe it, they are
going to be shut down because we are
cutting their research money.

Let me quickly just go to this ques-
tion of homeland security because I
think it is enormously important to
point out tragically that the war in
Iraq and the Afghan war, many of us
understand that there is a need to fin-
ish what unfortunately was started in
the wrong way.

But the problem is, as evidenced by
the tragedy of seven Marines being
killed in the last 24 hours, August
being the highest number of casualties
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among our soldiers over the past cou-
ple of months, no enunciated exit
strategy.

Now, let me make it very clear be-
cause our candidate, Senator KERRY,
has received a beating because he has
been honest, because he indicated that
he voted against the $87 billion, not out
of flip-flop, but because the $87 billion
was not getting the job done and it was
destroying the domestic agenda.

But the real question is what kind of
exit strategy, with honor, does this ad-
ministration, this Republican Con-
gress, have? They absolutely have
none. How do they mix that, Afghani-
stan’s security and Iraq’s security,
with the idea of homeland security? I
did not hear one word, much of discus-
sion, of homeland security in the 4 or 5
days of that convention.

But let me just point out for you
what is happening with homeland secu-
rity in this country. A task force head-
ed by former Senator Warren Rudman
found that the United States remains
dangerously ill prepared to handle a
catastrophic attack on American soil.
This is not a partisan report, but is
cited by the 9/11 Commission.

It specifically said the Bush budgets
would leave a $98.4 billion funding gap
for first responders over the next 5
years, a finding the Rand Corporation
essentially seconded.

I do not believe any of these have
Democratic credentials or are part of
any sort of partisan activity.

This year the President is proposing
to slash more than $600 million, 14 per-
cent, from first responder funding.
Similarly, the Bush administration has
allocated less than $500 million for port
security, even though the Coast Guard
estimates that $7.5 billion is needed in
the next decade. This is the homeland
security of this Congress and the home-
land security of this administration.
The majority leader said that the 9/11
Commission report is going to be high
on the agenda. Maybe it is going to be
high on the agenda, but they do not
want to do one single thing that the 9/
11 Commission has suggested, including
the fact that this so-called intelligence
director, I believe, and I have legisla-
tion on this, should be a cabinet-level
position. I think that is crucial in the
work that we are trying to do.

I believe that we have come back and
there is no agenda in this Congress;
and, frankly, I think it is important for
the American people if they can sign
on to a Web site and say stop fooling
around with frivolous issues, divisive
issues, and issues that do not provide
the bread and butter questions that
Americans are asking, get to work.
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I hope that the Democrats will be
able to say to the Republicans in this
House, we need to work on behalf of
the American people, not the Novem-
ber 2nd election of which they are try-
ing to establish an agenda for and, as a
result, the American people are suf-
fering. I am delighted to join the gen-
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tleman and I hope that we will con-
tinue to work so that the American
people can see that there are those who
believe that their jobs are to improve
their quality of life.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentlewoman. I know I
started out asking the question, are
you better off than you were 4 years
ago, and I was primarily focusing on it
from an economic point of view. But as
the gentlewoman points out, from a se-
curity point of view as well, we can
easily say that in the aftermath of 9-
11, we can say that the recommenda-
tions of the 9-11 Commission and the
idea of making the homeland more se-
cure, we can really not make the case
that that has happened either under
this administration, so I think that is
a good point that the gentlewoman
makes.

I yield to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from New Jersey
for leading us in these Special Orders
so that we can talk truth to the Amer-
ican people.

The fact of the matter is that a large
majority of Americans do think that
the country is going in the wrong di-
rection. They do not think they are
better off today. In listening to some of
our colleagues on the Republican side,
it sounds like they think that the
American people just do not get it;
that if they would just look at their
charts and really understand the truth,
they would understand that things are
really better.

But the fact of the matter is that it
is the Republicans who do not get it, or
are not listening to the people who are
telling them that no, in fact, maybe
they do not even read the newspapers,
except the articles they like to read,
because the headlines, I think it was
during the convention, in fact, that
were saying that, in fact, a million
more people now are without any
health insurance in the United States
of America, that more Americans have
fallen into poverty in the TUnited
States of America. The fact that there
is the kind of poverty that we have
here in the richest country in the
world is a disgrace in and of itself, or
that there are people without health
care.

We are facing health care issues in
my family, and one of my loved ones
was just in the emergency room, got a
bill for one night in the emergency
room, $16,500. Now, fortunately, she has
health insurance. What if she did not?
She would have a bill for $16,500. You
find me an American family that can
easily absorb that kind of thing.

Mr. Speaker, we know that college
tuition is up. We know that wages for
average workers are down. We know
that there are problems in after-school
programs all over. We know that prop-
erty taxes are going up, often wiping
out any possible tax benefit that they
may have had on their income tax, if
any. We know that seniors are going to
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be paying more for Medicare. Maybe
they got a measly check for a refund
on their income tax, more than eaten
up by the increase that they are facing
in their prescription drugs and then
their Medicare premiums. So they bet-
ter check it out. The American people
understand the country is going in the
wrong direction and the economy is
not good.

But I bring my colleagues good news.
I have found the people who are bene-
fiting. My husband has a pilot’s li-
cense, so he gets all kinds of mail and
he got this in the mail, a beautiful pic-
ture of a private jet. And it says on the
front, ‘“‘Bank with it. Land the ulti-
mate tax benefit with a Cirrus high-
performance aircraft.” You look on the
back and it says, ‘‘Deduct up to 79 per-
cent. Your defining moment is now.
Better get moving. Take delivery of
the internationally acclaimed Cirrus
aircraft before December 31st, 2004, and
you will be able to take off with more
than you think. Interested, aren’t you?
For only $220,000, you can purchase a
Cirrus srV.” That is the low-end Cirrus
plane. And, it says, ‘“You must act
quickly to take advantage of this in-
credible tax advantage. Delivery slots
are limited for the remainder of 2004,”
and then they cite the Jobs and Growth
Tax Relief Act of 2003. “If you ever
needed an incentive to fly, this is it,”
they say.

The Jobs and Growth Tax Relief Act
of 2003, this new law makes the pur-
chase of a new aircraft financially
more attractive than ever, by pro-
viding increased incentives for new air-
craft purchases delivered before De-
cember 31, 2004. This law allows bonus
depreciation up to 50 percent off the
purchase price of the new aircraft, and
then it talks about additional write-
offs.

Anyway, so get out your checkbook;
$220,000 for a Cirrus srV. Your total
first-year deduction, first-year deduc-
tion, $172,800, or 79 percent.

So do not tell me that there are not
people benefiting from this tax cut. We
got another ad that my husband cut
out from Flying Magazine which he
subscribes to that shows the man with
his jacket flung over his shoulder com-
ing out of this airplane. I guess this is
the guy who has benefited or can ben-
efit from the tax cuts.

Now, you explain to people who do
not have a job, have been looking for a
job, who cannot afford that $16,500 bill
in the emergency room of a hospital,
who cannot send their child to college,
who does not have any health benefits
from the new job that he or she got be-
cause there are not any benefits, why
this is so doggone important. ‘‘Bank
with it. Land the ultimate tax benefit
with a Cirrus high-performance air-
craft.”

These are the people, this is the pri-
ority of this administration, while the
rest of us, of our I guess not very smart
constituents who have not figured out
how great the economy is and are
struggling every night at their kitchen
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table to figure out just how to make
ends meet and have a decent life for
their family. You better believe that
for most Americans, this means noth-
ing. This is a slap in the face to them.

We can do better as a country. If
they think the country is in the wrong
direction, it is. It is topsy-turvy, when
we are not looking at those people who
want an after-school program for their
child, or want to be able to send their
kid to college, that we are going to be
able to provide a 79 percent tax break
to somebody buying a private jet.

I thank the gentleman for letting me
talk about this tonight.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentlewoman’s comments, be-
cause we need to point to personal ex-
amples to show how the policies of this
administration are impacting real peo-
ple, and I think that that is really one
of the best. I am sure that is one of
those tax loopholes that was put into
the jobs bill, or whatever that bill was
called, the tax bill of the Committee on
Ways and Means at the request of the
small aircraft companies, and it is just
incredible.

I want to yield to the gentleman
from Maine, but first, one of the people
that came into my office when I had an
open house one day, and I said it was
mostly about health care and the loss
of health insurance, was a guy from
Edison, New Jersey, which is my larg-
est town, and he worked for the
Frigadaire plant, which made refrig-
erators, air conditioners, that kind of
thing, and the plant closed this year
and there were 1,500 jobs, they all went
to China. And he came to my office be-
cause under the Job Retraining Act or
something that Republicans, whenever
they pass these trade bills, they say oh,
do not worry, because we are going to
provide all kinds of retraining. And as
my colleagues know, President Bush
has cut all of the retraining money, so
whatever was promised out there when
you lost your job that you are going to
get retrained, most of that has dis-
appeared. In New Jersey, it has pretty
much dried up, the Federal dollars.

So he came in and he actually found
a job which paid a little less and did
not have quite the benefits of the one
he lost, but still was a pretty good job.
In order to get it, he had to go through
some training program that was sup-
posedly funded by the Federal Govern-
ment. When he showed up at the train-
ing program, they told him that the
money had been cut, there was not any
more money. So he actually lost the
job. It was an opportunity to find a job
that paid a reasonable amount, and he
lost the job ©because the training
money was not there.

Every promise that we get from this
administration, whether it is prescrip-
tion drugs, or expanded health care, or
more opportunities for college, or re-
training, if you lose your job, it just all
ends up being not true. I mean I do not
know how to say it. I do not want to
say it is a lie, but it is just not true.
The funding is not there, the programs
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are not there. It is just a lot of hype,
and that is what we are getting and
continue to get from this administra-
tion. But I want to thank the gentle-
woman for providing a really good ex-
ample. Thanks.

I yield to the gentleman from Maine,
one of our champions on the health
care issue.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New Jersey for
holding this Special Order on whether
or not Americans are better off than
they were 4 years ago. I particularly
want to thank the gentlewoman from
Illinois, because I thought that was a
great example of how the very wealthi-
est among us can benefit enormously
from the administration’s tax cuts, and
yet the rest of the people are basically
left high and dry. That is why 50 per-
cent of the American people have not
noticed any benefit at all from the
Bush tax cuts.

But that is a very good example, be-
cause it is possible, as we all know in
politics, to repeat something over and
over again, even if it is not true, and
persuade a certain number of people
that it is. I give my colleagues this ex-
ample. I was coming down from Maine
on the plane today and talking to the
fellow on the plane and we got talking
about these tax cuts which most people
know are weighted for the wealthiest
people in this country. And he said,
Well, but don’t these small business-
men and women, aren’t they the ones
who create most of the jobs? And you
realize what the administration has
been able to do. They have been able to
hoodwink a certain percentage of the
American people into believing that
the very, very wealthiest people in this
country are the small businessmen and
women. Well, small businessmen and
women in my State are not making $1
million a year. Maybe a few are, and 1
hope we will have more of them. But
the cold, hard truth is, a lot of them
are struggling to get by. They are real-
ly struggling with the rapid rise in
their health care costs, but it simply is
not true that the Bush tax cuts go to
the small business community in gen-
eral.

But what the administration has
done and what the Republicans in Con-
gress have done is marvelous. They
have described as a small businessman
the typical person who is worth a half
a billion dollars, a half a billion dol-
lars, and just because he or she has
some investment somewhere in some
small business, they are described as a
small businessman. That is what they
have done to distort the truth.

If you stand back and go to the ques-
tion that you posed earlier, are most
Americans better off today than they
were 4 years ago? That is an appro-
priate question to ask. Because though
elections are about the future, the
record of the incumbent is really some-
thing that needs to be examined. The
President and the congressional Repub-
licans are saying, stay the course. We
are back on track. The economy is
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doing well. Well, when the election
hits, we will still be down a million pri-
vate sector jobs over 4 years. This is
not a 12-month problem, an 18-month
problem, it is a 4-year problem. We
have lost over a million private sector
jobs during the Bush administration.
No President since Herbert Hoover, 80
years ago, no President has had that
poor of a record on job creation.

So let us think about this problem
generally. Do we want to know how the
economy is doing? Let us talk about
jobs. We are down a million in the last
4 years; wages, median incomes in
terms of real dollars adjusted for infla-
tion are down; and health care. And
what has happened in health care? Two
things. The cost of health care, the pre-
miums that people are paying, particu-
larly in the small business community,
are going up and going up rapidly. In
my State of Maine, small businessmen
and women will tell me, their pre-
miums are going up 20, 30 percent a
year, year after year after year. So
that is one problem. The second prob-
lem is, we have seen an increase of 5
million people during George Bush’s
first term, 5 million people who no
longer have any health insurance at
all. Stay the course? Support the Presi-
dent? We are on the right track? It
makes no sense.

The cold, hard truth reflected in
these numbers is that this administra-
tion has paid attention to the stock
market and to people earning $1 mil-
lion or more a year, tried to provide
them the benefit and tried to hoodwink
the rest of the American public into be-
lieving, if only we take care of the very
wealthy and we give them tax breaks,
then all of the benefits will trickle
down and jobs will be created.
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Well, the proof is in the pudding. If
that strategy made sense, then the 2001
tax cut and the 2003 tax cut should
have produced, according to the Presi-
dent’s estimates, according to his
Council of Economic Advisors, 7 mil-
lion new jobs. And instead we are down
1 million, more than 1 million.

So all one has to do is see what they
promised and look at the results. This
is not a strategy that worked in the
1980s; it is not a strategy that is work-
ing today.

One other factor that ought to be
thrown in, we have something over 1
million, 1.2 million, I am not sure of
the exact number, people who have now
fallen below the poverty line in the last
4 years. And we have detected what
Alan Greenspan calls a softening in the
economy already. For job creation, this
year is worse than any single year dur-
ing the Clinton administration. This is
worse than any single year in the Clin-
ton administration, and this is the
year of recovery.

So it is pretty clear when you look at
the numbers, when you look at the
record, this administration has an
abysmal record. And for most Ameri-
cans, staying the course with this ad-
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ministration and the Republicans in
Congress would be a foolhardy under-
taking. And that is why I am so
pleased that my colleague has held this
Special Order tonight, because we have
a lot to say and the numbers, frankly,
speak for themselves.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman. One of the things, be-
fore me there was a Republican who
spoke, and somebody that I admire a
great deal, but he cited the reasons
why the Republicans feel the economy
is getting better. And some of them I
thought were so off base. The one that
was the most off base was he talked
about how productivity had increased
over the last 4 years. And that is true.
But the problem is it has not benefited
the worker.

In other words, when I was home in
New Jersey, not only did I hear from
people about how they had lost their
job or they had lost their health insur-
ance, but I also heard, I found another
job, I have a job, but I have to work
harder and I am not getting paid as
much. And that is the other reality,
which is that, yes, productivity is
going up, people are working harder,
but they are not benefiting from it.
Their real wages have decreased sig-
nificantly over the last 4 years, and
they do not have the pension benefits,
and they do not have the health insur-
ance benefits.

And my colleague, again, some of the
things that the Republican colleague
said I agreed with. He talked about
character and how important it was for
people to have good character and a
sense of responsibility. And I think
that is all true, but we are talking
about people who are willing to work,
in many cases work harder by his own
acknowledgement than they did 4 years
ago, but they should benefit from that.
They should not be faced with less in-
come in real dollars or the inability to
pay for health insurance.

It is one thing to talk about char-
acter. I think Americans have a lot of
character in the sense of responsibility,
but they just find themselves working
two jobs and in some cases three jobs
and not bringing home the same
amount of money in real terms that
they were 4 years ago. That is the trag-
edy of it. It really is.

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding. I have been
reading this book called ‘“The Two-In-
come Trap. Why Middle Class Parents
Are Going Broke’ by Elizabeth Warren
and Amelia Warren Tyagi. There are
trends going on in our economy, have
been for some time, that are making
life very, very hard for middle-income
Americans. One is the explosion in the
cost of housing. Absolute explosion. If
you want to buy a house on a safe
street in a place where there are good
schools, you have to pay much, much
more money than you did 4 years ago,
10 years ago, 20 years ago.

Second is the cost of education.
Whether one is talking about preschool
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or college, the fact is that education
costs a lot more than it used to, and
yet it is more critical than ever before.

And the third is the cost of health
care. The cost of health care is going
up in a way that is just putting middle-
income families right on the financial
edge. And this is a world that the con-
gressional leadership here, the Repub-
lican leadership and the administration
just do not understand. And the reason
I say that is because they never talk
about it; they never talk about it.

And their economic policy is not di-
rected at these people; it is directed to
making sure that the wealthiest people
in the country get very large tax cuts.
Hopefully, the theory was, I remember
when the 2003 tax cut was being de-
bated last year, the theory was if we
could gin up the stock market, then
that will lift up the whole economy.
Well, Main Street is more important
than Wall Street. It comes down to or-
dinary people earning enough to be
able to buy the goods that American
manufacturers and American service
providers have to offer.

And what we are seeing with
outsourcing, with the squeeze and
downward pressure on wages, more pro-
ductivity as you say, but less hours
worked and lower wages, now, this is
really a very, very serious economic
policy.

That is why I think that it is time
for a change in direction in leadership.

Now, the administration will say
anything. And what they always say if
one criticizes their economic policies
or any other policies they say you are
being a pessimist. You are being a pes-
simist. So if one points out the truth,
he is criticized for being pessimistic.

Frankly, JOHN KERRY has the right
answer: we can do better. I mean, this
country can do a lot better for the Re-
publicans in Congress and the adminis-
tration to be satisfied with net nega-
tive job growth over 4 years, with a de-
cline in the median income wage level,
with a dramatic explosion in the num-
ber of Americans who do not have
health insurance, and rapidly rising
premiums for those who do not. That is
a record of failure. And why any Amer-
ican would vote for those who have es-
poused that kind of record of failure is
really beyond me.

We need to have this debate to make
sure that people understand that what
they are saying about their economic
policies is, frankly, not true, not
grounded in sound economics, but is
grounded, as it has been in the past, in
wishful thinking. That if they help the
very wealthiest, somehow the rest of us
will benefit. We have had 4 years of it.
It has not worked. It is time for a
change.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I want-
ed to mention one other thing. I was so
glad my colleague mentioned about the
housing market, because one of the
other things that the Republican Mem-
ber who preceded us talked about as to
why things were better was he talked
about low interest rates and linked
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that to homeownership. Of course, I am
not advocating higher interest rates. I
think that low interest rates are a
good thing, although they have actu-
ally gone up a little bit in the last cou-
ple of months. But my colleague point-
ed out how often times, and this is cer-
tainly true where I am in my district
in New Jersey, that people simply can-
not afford the homeownership, even
with the lower interest rates.

And what I find is happening where 1
am in New Jersey, I live along the
coast, so the housing market has got-
ten so ridiculous in terms of the price
of a home or even an apartment or a
condo or co-op, that what is happening
is any new construction is being pur-
chased by people who have a lot of
money for investment. So the people
who need a new home are not able to
afford it, but the people that are buy-
ing the homes are investors, or a condo
or co-op unit, who then seek to rent it
out or something.

And I am not saying this is always
the case, but my colleague is right
about the prices for homes. It is just
completely out of reach. What is hap-
pening is that the people who live in
my hometown of Long Branch, but it is
not just Long Branch, are traditionally
losing their homes and have to leave.
And I do not know where they are
going, certainly going to leave the dis-
trict because they simply cannot afford
the high prices.

So even though low interest rates
help many times, they help the
wealthier person who will buy a second
or third home rather than the younger
person who is trying to buy something
because they cannot afford the prices.
It is absolutely true.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, if I could
continue that thought, one of the
points that Elizabeth Warren makes in
this book, ‘“The Two-Income Trap. Why
Middle-class Parents Are Going
Broke,” is that often it takes two in-
comes in order to be able to buy a
home. But once you have bought the
home and you have signed the mort-
gage, that is a fixed expense. You can-
not get out of it. It is not discretionary
income. It is not like cutting back on
food, skipping going out to a res-
taurant once in a while. These expenses
have become the most important ex-
penses.

And the reason why middle-income
families today have less discretionary
income than middle-income families 20
years ago is because their money is all
tied up in fixed expenses. It may be a
car payment; it often is a house pay-
ment. One has got to have health in-
surance. Those costs are there.

And we need a President and we need
a Congress that will focus on the real
world, not some dream world which
does not take account of what is going
on in the lives of middle-income Amer-
icans.

I thank the gentleman again for
holding this Special Order.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for coming. He is always
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out there in front on all the health
care issues and certainly tonight was
no different in that respect.

Mr. Speaker, I wanted to go back to
this issue that I mentioned a couple
times this evening about how people
are working harder but not sharing in
the gains. And I particularly mention
this because I guess 2 days ago was
Labor Day and my Republican col-
league tonight talked about produc-
tivity and increased productivity, that
that was such a positive value in the
economy.

There was an article in the New York
Times that was actually on Labor Day
this past Monday, that was essentially
trying to highlight this issue of in-
creased productivity, or Americans
working harder but not sharing in the
gains. It was an op-ed piece by Bob
Herbert that was entitled ‘“An Econ-
omy That Turns American Values Up-
side Down.” Why Americans are
“working harder but not sharing in the
gains.”

I thought that that was so relevant
because it kind of goes back to the
whole issue of the middle-class squeeze
that many of my Democrat colleagues
were talking about tonight. I just
wanted to reference certain sections of
this article by Bob Herbert because I
thought it was so much on point.

He begins by saying that the Labor
Department reported last week that
144,000 payroll jobs were created in Au-
gust. And he wants to put that, of
course, in perspective: ‘“The number
was below market forecasts. It was also
below the number of jobs needed to ac-
commodate the growth in the unem-
ployment age population. In short, this
was not good news. It is only by the di-
minished job creation standards that
have prevailed since the last recession
that any positive spin could be put on
last month’s performance.”

President Bush has been out there
talking about how great it was that
these 144,000 jobs were created in Au-
gust. And what Bob Herbert is saying is
that this is a spin that has been put on
it when the reality is that over the last
4 years we have lost so many jobs.

He says, and I quote again, ‘‘After al-
most 3 years of recovery, our job mar-
ket is still too weak to broadly dis-
tribute the benefits of the growing
economy. Unemployment is essentially
unchanged, job growth is stalled, and
real wages have started to fall behind
inflation. Prolonged weakness in the
labor market has left the Nation with
over 1 million fewer jobs than when the
recession began.”

Of course, when President Bush first
took office, this is the worst position
in terms of recouping lost jobs in any
business cycle since the 1920s. Essen-
tially we have to go back to Herbert
Hoover in order to see a situation
where so many jobs have been lost.

Then Herbert goes on to say what is
happening is nothing less than a dete-
rioration in this standard of living in
the United States. And this is what I
really wanted to talk about is that re-
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gardless of the number of jobs, the bot-
tom line is that the standard of living
is going down because people have to
work harder and make less money.

He says, ‘“‘Despite the statistical
growth in the economy, the continued
slack in the labor market has resulted
in a decline in real wages for anxious
American workers and a marked dete-
rioration in job quality.”

From 2000 through 2003, there was a
$1,500 loss in median household income,
or basically a 3.4 percent decrease. We
have a 3.4 percent loss in real income
juxtaposed with a jump in produc-
tivity. ““This is the part of the story
that spotlights the unfairness at the
heart of the current economic setup in
the U.S. While workers have been re-
markably productive in recent years,
they have not participated in the bene-
fits of their own increased produc-
tivity. That does not sound much like
the American way.

“Today’s workers have lost power in
many different ways through the slack
labor market, government policies that
favor corporate interests, the weak-
ening of unions, the growth of lower-
paying service industries, global trade
capital mobility, the declining real
val