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protector. It is the people’s program, 
intended by President Roosevelt and 
its authors to allow generations of re-
tirees to live with independence and 
dignity. 

It is time for the Republican Party to 
stop the raid on Social Security, which 
as of today, again, amounts to, as of 
May 20, 2003, out of the trust funds, 
your trust funds, $498,863,013,699 or 
$1,714.24 for each single American who 
has paid into the system. 

f 

UTERINE FIBROID RESEARCH AND 
EDUCATION ACT OF 2003 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
COLE). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentlewoman from Ohio 
(Mrs. JONES) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
May is an important month for the 
Tubbs-Jones family. On May 15, my sis-
ter Barbara Walker celebrated her 
birthday. Happy birthday, Sis. I could 
not be there with you. Yesterday, my 
son, Mervyn Leroy Jones, II, celebrated 
his 20th birthday. Today, my father, 
Andrew Tubbs, celebrates his 83rd 
birthday. Happy birthday, Dad. I love 
you. And on Thursday, May 22, my dad 
will be named Senior of the Year by 
Cleveland’s City Council. Congratula-
tions, Dad. I love you. 

Now, let me switch to something else 
very quickly. I rise today to bring to 
the attention of the Congress an issue 
related to women’s health that is mis-
understood, underfunded, and dev-
astating to the physical and sometimes 
mental health of women. The issue is 
uterine fibroids. On Mother’s Day, we 
took time out to honor our mothers, 
our grandmothers, our aunts and sis-
ters; yet we have done very little to 
provide research and to educate our 
health care professionals and other 
women about uterine fibroids. Uterine 
fibroid-related expenses accounted for 
over $2 billion in hospital costs. The 
National Institute of Health spent only 
$5 million on uterine fibroid research 
this year. 

Today, I introduced the Uterine Fi-
broid Research and Education Act of 
2003. One out of every four women in 
their 30s or 40s will seek medical care 
for uterine fibroids. Uterine fibroids 
are noncancerous growths in the uterus 
that cause abnormal bleeding, urinary 
frequency, pain in the back, legs and 
pelvis, infertility, and miscarriage. My 
legislation’s number is H.R. 2157. 

This painful chronic condition dis-
proportionately affects African Amer-
ican women, who are two to three 
times more likely to suffer from uter-
ine fibroids than other women. Despite 
their prevalence, little is known about 
uterine fibroids and few good treat-
ment options are available to women 
who suffer from them. More than 
200,000 women will undergo a 
hysterectomy each year to treat uter-
ine fibroids, which requires a 6-week 
recovery, has a 20 to 40 percent risk of 
complications, and means, in some in-

stances, that a woman can no longer 
bear children. 

Other treatments for uterine fibroids 
have not undergone the rigorous test-
ing that women expect. In fact, the 
Agency for Health Care Research and 
Quality, a Federal health agency, 
found a remarkable lack of high-qual-
ity evidence supporting the effective-
ness of most interventions for sympto-
matic fibroids. Women deserve better. 

This legislation, the Uterine Fibroid 
Research and Education Act of 2003, 
commits the Federal Government to 
expanding and coordinating research 
on uterine fibroids at NIH. It author-
izes a doubling of what is spent cur-
rently, authorizing $10 million for uter-
ine fibroid research each year for 5 
years. It provides education for health 
care providers so that they can educate 
themselves about the condition and do 
more to assist women with the condi-
tion. And, finally, it establishes a pub-
lic education campaign for patients so 
that they have an opportunity to learn 
more about uterine fibroids. 

I ask all of my colleagues to support 
me in the passage of H.R. 2157.

f 

TRIBUTE TO ELMO JOHNSON 

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

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, I rise this 
evening to commemorate the accom-
plishments and the service of a great 
American, a good friend and a con-
stituent of mine, Mr. Elmo Johnson. 

In 1945, Elmo Johnson, with trumpet 
in hand, joined the Army as part of the 
285th Army Ground Force Band Unit. 
While serving in occupied Japan, Elmo 
began to play Taps for fallen com-
patriots, and for 58 years he has contin-
ued to play that somber requiem meant 
to honor the troops who have died in 
war so we can enjoy the freedoms we 
have today in this great Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, Taps lasts for only 24 
notes, about the time it takes for a 
tear to travel down a cheek, but it is 
by no means an easy piece to play. 
Even its ending is difficult. Over the 
sounds of clearing throats and the 
silky whispers of a flying flag, Taps 
simply fades away into silence. As an 
active member of the American Le-
gion, Elmo Johnson has played this 
farewell for his fellow soldiers over 
1,400 times. He has never sought pay-
ment or even recognition for this serv-
ice, believing it a solemn honor to de-
liver the final thank you on behalf of a 
grateful Nation. 

At the remarkable age of 87, Elmo 
continues to play tribute to the vet-
erans who have passed on by playing 
Taps at their funerals. This Monday, 
on Memorial Day, the community of 
Black River Falls in western Wisconsin 
will officially recognize and thank 
Elmo Johnson for his service to our 
country and to our veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, our Nation loses ap-
proximately 1,600 World War II and Ko-

rean War veterans every single day. 
Unfortunately, the combined branches 
of our military have only about 500 
full-time trumpeters and buglers and 
must honor most deceased veterans by 
sending a boom box and a tape record-
ing of Taps to graveside services. The 
Pentagon does have an active program 
to try to recruit and train for trum-
peters, more Elmo Johnsons, so that 
families, friends, and communities 
throughout the country can experience 
the fitting tribute to our veterans that 
we in western Wisconsin have been so 
blessed with as a result of Elmo’s self-
less dedication. 

Mr. Speaker, it is easy to see why we 
in Wisconsin are so proud of Elmo 
Johnson’s accomplishments and why 
he is worthy of recognition on the floor 
of our Nation’s democratic body. 
Thank you, Elmo, for your years of 
dedicated service to our Nation, and 
may God bless him and all of our vet-
erans who have served our country so 
well this Memorial Day.

f 

THE TEXAS LEGISLATURE 

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

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, at the 
beginning of this year, as the Texas 
legislature convened, it faced, and con-
tinues to face, some truly significant 
problems: a budgetary crisis; proposals 
to drop 250,000 children from the Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program, so 
that their mothers will be faced with 
the crisis of trying to decide how to 
handle an illness and perhaps let it go 
until they have to go to the emergency 
room; proposals to stop the publication 
of new textbooks; in one school district 
after another, a freeze on the hiring of 
new teachers. 

With all of these problems, it is un-
derstandable that the Republican lead-
ership of the State early on expressed a 
reluctance to take up the question of 
redistricting. One statewide Repub-
lican figure referred to redistricting as 
like having the flu. I do not think that 
he envisioned that it was the lethal 
kind that Texas had last week. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, fast forward sev-
eral months to last week, and we find 
redistricting at the center of a struggle 
where Democrats are working in Ard-
more, Oklahoma, and Republicans are 
twiddling their thumbs under the Cap-
itol dome in Austin. How did this hap-
pen? Well, it happened very directly as 
expressed by our majority leader, the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY), to 
The Washington Post when asked why 
they were doing redistricting. He said, 
‘‘I’m the majority leader and I want 
more votes.’’ He was very direct about 
it. Not unlike his answer when ques-
tioned about lighting up his cigar in a 
Federal building, and he said, ‘‘I am 
the Federal Government,’’ when ques-
tioned about this apparent violation of 
the rules for operation of Federal 
buildings here in Washington. 
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The gentleman from Texas (Mr. 

DELAY) is willing to cut however many 
communities he needs to cut in Texas, 
to split up communities that have been 
together since the beginning of our 
State, if that is what it takes to get 
him more votes. The question that sev-
eral of my colleagues have been asking 
throughout Washington today is 
whether there has been a going over 
the limits with reference to using Fed-
eral resources in order to further that 
political agenda. And the reason those 
questions were raised were comments 
from Mr. DELAY: his indication that he 
had a former Justice Department offi-
cial working on it in his office; that he 
had a United States Attorney working 
on it in Texas; that he thought the FBI 
and the U.S. marshals ought to be 
pulled into this. 

Well, where are we today? Our col-
league, the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
TURNER), the ranking Democrat on the 
Select Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity, this morning sought to get the in-
formation about whether the Homeland 
Security Department had been used for 
political purposes. He was stonewalled. 
This afternoon, our colleague, the gen-
tlewoman from Houston, Texas (Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE), sought to get similar in-
formation from the Justice Depart-
ment. She also was unable to get an 
answer. And the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. DELAY) has been strangely quiet. 

The security level of our Nation, the 
danger to our families, goes up. Com-
ments from Mr. DELAY? They go down. 

I think the public has a right to 
know whatever it is that they are so 
determined to cover up. If this was 
merely a routine law enforcement re-
quest, they do not need an inspector 
general. Just release the tapes and the 
other related documents so that every-
one can see. Instead, they have ducked 
and dodged and tried to assign the in-
vestigation to a political functionary. 

This weekend, the latest chapter in 
all of this. Instead of responding di-
rectly to a communication from 16 
Members of Congress to release these 
documents, we got excerpts of tapes. 
We got an indication that a gentleman 
named Clark Kent Irvin was going to 
be the inspector general who would 
tidy all this up, investigate it, and give 
us a fair and complete report as to 
whether anything had gone amiss. And 
the Department of Homeland Security 
indicated in comments to several news-
papers around the country that they 
were mighty proud of Clark. They 
thought he could do a really good job 
of this and pointed to his recent work 
in service to this administration. 

What they did not point out was that 
Mr. Irvin is a perennial Republican 
candidate, having run for Congress and 
tried to become a member of the dele-
gation of the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. DELAY); having run in what later 
was an aborted race for the Houston 
City Council; having run for State rep-
resentative; and having failed in these 
several runs for elective office, then 
began to take a series of Republican 
patronage jobs. 

To his credit, after inquires from the 
press yesterday and another letter that 
a number of us sent from the Texas del-
egation, Mr. Irvin has withdrawn him-
self from the investigation.

f 

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

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

f 

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

(Ms. CARSON of Indiana addressed 
the House. Her remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f 

THE DEBT CEILING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. HILL) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, the Blue 
Dogs are going to be taking this hour 
to talk about the debt ceiling. And for 
those who are listening, the Blue Dogs 
are about 35 Democrats in the House of 
Representatives who believe that we 
ought to be fiscally responsible. The 
debt ceiling, for those who are listen-
ing, too, is a process by which we pass 
a budget and we say that we are going 
to pay for items in the budget. And if 
we do not have the money to pay for 
the items in the budget, then we have 
to borrow the money.

b 1745 

That takes an act of law. About 7 or 
8 months ago, we did not have enough 
money, so we raised the debt ceiling by 
approximately $450 billion. Now 7 or 8 
months later, to fast forward to today, 
we are going to have to do it again. We 
are going to have to raise it $984 bil-
lion. This is at the same time that a 
conference committee in these halls of 
Congress are debating a multi-billion 
dollar tax cut. Many of us are not in 
agreement with that, but there are 
many in this body and the other body 
that believe that we should borrow the 
money in order to do a tax cut. 

In President Bush’s State of the 
Union address, the President said, 
‘‘This country has many problems. We 
will not deny, we will not ignore, we 
will not pass along our problems to 
other Congresses, to other Presidents 
and other generations.’’ I am quoting 
from the President of the United 
States. But that is precisely what we 
are doing in our current budget and 
economic policies. 

The House majority is trying to hide 
a $984 billion increase in the debt limit, 
the largest increase in the debt limit in 
history. This comes less than 8 months 

after we raised the Federal debt ceiling 
by a whopping $450 billion. When the 
President proposed his initial budget in 
the year 2001, the administration actu-
ally claimed there was a danger that 
the government would pay off its debt 
by the public too quickly. The adminis-
tration’s request for the second in-
crease in the statutory debt limit is 
less than a year and shows just how 
farfetched those warnings were. The 
majority no doubt hopes that this in-
crease in the debt limit is large enough 
to avoid dealing with the issue of our 
increasing national debt until after the 
election next year. 

If the majority honestly believes that 
tax cuts with borrowed money is good 
economic policy, they should be willing 
to vote to increase the national debt to 
pay for their tax cuts, instead of rely-
ing on undercover, parliamentary 
tricks. 

We Blue Dogs are firmly opposed to 
increasing the borrowing authority by 
$984 billion without efforts to restore 
fiscal discipline into the future and 
protect taxpayers from higher and 
higher debt. We understand that we 
have to borrow monies sometimes to 
pay our debts, and we feel like we 
should do the responsible thing and do 
that, but there ought to be some kind 
of road map put in place for the Amer-
ican people so we can see somewhere 
down the line how we are going to get 
out of this mess, and we are not doing 
that. 

The one tax that cannot be repealed 
is the debt tax, the cost of paying in-
terest on our national debt. The debt 
tax consumed 18 percent of all govern-
ment revenues to pay interest on the 
$6.4 trillion national debt last year, in-
cluding interest on debt held by gov-
ernment trust funds. 

We are willing, as I said before, to 
support a short-term increase in the 
debt ceiling to avoid the impending 
risk of default, but we will not support 
an increase in the debt limit of nearly 
a trillion dollars to allow the govern-
ment to continue on the course of defi-
cits as far as the eye can see. It is irre-
sponsible to provide a blank check for 
increased borrowing authority without 
examination of the conditions that 
make such an increase necessary. Just 
like a credit card spending limit serves 
as a tool to force families to examine 
their household budget, the debt limit 
reminds our Nation to evaluate taxing 
and spending policies. 

A farmer or small businessman who 
needs an extension of their credit must 
work with the bank to establish a fi-
nancial plan in order to get approval 
from the bank. We should be following 
that principle by working on putting 
our budget back in order before we 
raise our credit limit. 

A thorough debate on lifting the debt 
ceiling is particularly timely as Con-
gress considers tax cuts that could add 
more than a trillion dollars to the na-
tional debt over the next decade. Every 
dime of tax cuts being pushed by the 
majority will come from borrowed 
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