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

———

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 25, 2003.

I hereby appoint the Honorable LEE TERRY
to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day.

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

—————

PRAYER

The Reverend Michael J. Greer, Pas-
tor, Good Shepherd Catholic Church,
Miami, Florida, offered the following
prayer:

O gracious God, extend Your guid-
ance and inspiration over this legisla-
tive body. May they find the ways and
means to extend assistance to those in
need, appropriate, equitably, and build
up foreign relations to promote trust
in a spirit of collaboration. Deliver the
United States from violence and those
things that divide so that we may be
more faithful to the words we so often
say, one Nation under God.

And as we are so fortunate to be able
to speak and to act freely, yet respon-
sibly, may they encourage that right
here and everywhere so as to promote
liberty and justice for all.

And so bless these Members, and as
they receive suggestions from their
constituents, so may they also receive
the support they need from the people
they represent and work for and be as-
sured of Your providential care in their
lives and for this Nation. Amen.

———
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the

last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

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

——
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. BEREU-
TER) come forward and lead the House
in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. BEREUTER led the Pledge of Al-
legiance 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.

———

WELCOMING THE REVEREND
MICHAEL J. GREER

(Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is my distinct
pleasure and truly an honor this morn-
ing to welcome to the United States
House of Representatives my friend,
Father Michael Greer. Michael Greer is
truly a wonderful human being and our
community in South Florida is so very
privileged that he lives and works with
us.

Father Greer has been a teacher of
theology. He possesses extraordinary
academic credentials, with degrees in
theological and liturgical studies from
various institutions of higher learning,
including the University of Notre
Dame in South Bend, Indiana, Father
Greer’s hometown. Father Greer has
taught at the St. Vincent De Paul
Seminary and Florida International
University. But most of all Michael
Greer has become known and beloved
in our community by and through his
work as the pastor of the Good Shep-
herd Catholic Church in Miami for the
last 16 years.

The Good Shepherd community has
flourished during Father Greer’s years

there. Love, compassion and mercy to-
ward our fellow human beings are not
only practiced at Good Shepherd, their
presence there is perceived by our en-
tire diverse community.

Michael Greer does not only believe
in diversity, he lives it each day in his
work, including his constant visits to
the sick and his masses, in English,
Spanish and Creole.

Good Shepherd now has a wonderful
school, also. We are privileged today to
have the presence as well of the
school’s distinguished principal, Dr.
Maria Elena Lopez.

Mr. Speaker, the Congress of the
United States is honored today by the
visit of a humble and great man, Fa-
ther Michael Greer of Miami.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain 10 one-minutes per
side.

———

WAR CRIMES IN BELGIUM

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, should the
United States allow its military and
political leaders like General Tommy
Franks, Colin Powell and Vice Presi-
dent CHENEY to be tried for war crimes
in Belgium? Some bureaucrats in Bel-
gium would like to think so. Trying to
be a player on the world stage, it
adopted a universal jurisdiction law
supposedly giving Belgian courts juris-
diction over war crimes committed
anywhere in the world. Defense Sec-
retary Rumsfeld did the right thing by
saying we would not spend taxpayer
money to support the new NATO head-
quarters in a country that could pros-
ecute our soldiers and leaders. Maybe
it is time that we even think of moving

[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.

H5819



H5820

the NATO headquarters to a more
friendly country.

Belgium should not turn its legal
system into a platform for divisive po-
liticized lawsuits against her own
NATO allies. No civilian or military
leader could go to Brussels without
fear of harassment from Belgium’s
courts enforcing spurious charges
against them. The bureaucrats in Brus-
sels and around the world who think
they can wield unlimited global judi-
cial power without being elected by
anyone should be stopped.

——
IN SUPPORT OF DEBT RELIEF

(Mrs. MALONEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise
to urge my colleagues to support legis-
lation | have introduced with the gen-
tleman from lowa (Mr. LEACH), H.R.
2482, the Iraqi Freedom from Debt Act.
This bill will require the United States
to negotiate in the International Mone-
tary Fund and World Bank for these in-
stitutions to relieve the debt owed
them by Irag. This legislation also in-
cludes a sense of Congress that France
and Russia and all other creditors
should relieve the debts owed by Iraqg.

While estimates of Iraq’s debt range
from one hundred billion to several
hundred billion, the combined debt
owed the IMF and World Bank is just
$150 million. These institutions have
the resources to relieve this debt, set-
ting an important precedent for the
rest of the world.

The case for debt relief in Iraq is es-
pecially compelling, given the fact that
much of the debt can be characterized
as odious. Odious debt is recognized as
debt that is taken on by a country for
the personal benefit of corrupt leaders
or for the oppression of a people.

By taking the lead on debt relief, the
U.S. has an opportunity to boost the
Iragi economy and to prove to the
world that a major reason for U.S. ac-
tion in Iraq was to benefit the Iraqi
people.

I urge my colleagues to support this
legislation.

———
U.S.-EU SUMMIT IMPORTANT

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

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, today
this city is the site of the annual U.S.-
EU summit. Leaders of the European
Union are here meeting with President
Bush and members of his administra-
tion in order to strengthen trans-
atlantic relations and to work on a
common agenda which seeks solutions
to issues within this relationship.

A balanced and well-defined U.S.-EU
relationship is critical to global peace
and stability. Although the difficult
debate over Iraq presented yet another
challenge to the relationship between
the United States and Europe, it re-
mains clear to this Member that a
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strong, mature transatlantic relation-
ship is critical to the long-term eco-
nomic, political and security interests
of both the United States and Europe.
And one of the central ingredients to a
successful partnership with Europe is a
stable and integrated European Union.
It is important that the EU has evolved
to become, along with NATO, one of
the two critical international organiza-
tions to achieve these objectives.

Summits such as the one today along
with legislative exchanges can serve to
reinvigorate transatlantic relations in
order that we, the United States and
the Europeans, can together meet the
global challenges we face.

————

MEDICARE PRESCRIPTION DRUGS

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

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to urge my colleagues on the other side
of the aisle to bring to this House an
affordable and guaranteed Medicare
prescription drug benefit to seniors. So
far, my Republican colleagues have
proposed a bill that does nothing to
lower the cost of prescription drugs
and actually raises seniors’ Medicare
part B deductible at a rate of eight
times higher than their Social Security
cost of living increase, which was just
1.5 percent.

Perhaps they are not hearing the
same message that | hear when | go
home and talk to my constituents. In
the cities that | represent in East Los
Angeles and in the San Gabriel Valley,
seniors are telling me that they want
an affordable and guaranteed drug ben-
efit, just like the Democratic plan.
They do not want a voucher program
that dismantles Medicare as they know
it. They simply want their medicine,
and they want a choice to be able to
keep their doctor.

Thirty-eight years ago this program
was created. So many people in our dis-
trict, the district that | represent, feel
that this is their safety net and here
we are attempting to try to privatize
it. That is the wrong thing to do while
people right now are struggling to
make ends meet. Vote down this propo-
sition that is being put forward by the
Republican Party.

———

REMEMBERING ARMY SPECIALIST
ORENTHIAL J. SMITH

(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, | rise today in sadness to re-
port the third death that has touched
the Second District of South Carolina
during Operation Iraqi Freedom. Twen-
ty-one-year-old Specialist Orenthial J.
Smith paid the ultimate sacrifice in
the war against terrorism when he was
killed during an ambush on his convoy
south of Baghdad on Sunday. He was
born in Barnwell, South Carolina, and
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lived in nearby Martin
County.

0.J. joined the United States Army
shortly after graduating from high
school with the intent on making the
military his lifelong career. Stationed
in Dexheim, Germany, with the 123rd
Maintenance Support Battalion, Spe-
cialist Smith was a leader with a great
potential. While in Germany, he grad-
uated ninth out of 127 from a leader-
ship development course.

I ask all of my colleagues to join me
in extending to O.J.’s family our most
sincere thanks for their son’s sacrifice
and commitment to bringing liberty
and freedom to the oppressed people of
Iraqg while protecting the American
public in the war against terrorism.

In conclusion, may God bless our
troops.

in Allendale

————

WAS AMERICA MISLED ON IRAQ’S
WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUCTION?

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

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, today
the House will consider an amendment
to H.R. 2417 which will direct the In-
spector General of the Central Intel-
ligence Agency to conduct an audit of
all telephone records and electronic
communications between the CIA and
the Office of the Vice President that
relate to so-called weapons of mass de-
struction obtained or developed by Iraq
preceding Operation lragi Freedom. |
have introduced this amendment to ob-
tain the Vice President’s records in re-
sponse to a June 5 article in the Wash-
ington Post which reported that the
Vice President made multiple visits to
the CIA by which some analysts felt
pressured to make their assessments
on lraq fit with Bush administration
policy objectives.

This administration has repeatedly
claimed they had evidence which
proved that Iraq had vast stockpiles of
weapons of mass destruction that posed
an imminent threat to the United
States. Americans remember that this
administration cited their evidence of
Irag’s weapons as reason to go to war.

It has been over 3 months since the
start of the war. No such weapons have
been found. Has there been a massive
intelligence failure on the part of all
our intelligence agencies? Or has this
administration deliberately misled this
Nation to war? Either way, there needs
to be an investigation.

My amendment would uncover the
role the Vice President may have
played to achieve a political trans-
lation of CIA intelligence about alleged
stockpiles of weapons of mass destruc-
tion in order to suit the Bush adminis-
tration’s campaign to push this coun-
try to war.

———

MEDICARE PRESCRIPTION DRUGS

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

Mr. PENCE. Only in Washington, Mr.
Speaker, could Congress be prepared to
add a whole new entitlement to Medi-
care which may cost children like my
today 10-year-old daughter Charlotte $7
trillion and Democrats are holding up
tombstones to say Medicare is being
phased out. It is astonishing to a con-
servative like me.

Today, Mr. Speaker, | informed our
leadership that | cannot support the
creation of a new Federal entitlement
in the form of a universal drug benefit
in Medicare, which is not to say that |
am not ready today to help those at or
near the level of poverty that are
struggling with that terrible choice be-
tween food and rent and prescription
drugs.

[0 1015

Let us focus resources at the point of
the need and not answer the scare tac-
tics of the other side and end up play-
ing their game and creating an all new
massive Federal entitlement that Kids
like my little Charlotte will have to
pay for for generations.

———————

THE REPUBLICANS’ PRESCRIPTION
DRUG BENEFIT

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. How can the Repub-
licans spend $400 billion on a prescrip-
tion drug benefit that will impose costs
without benefits on many seniors and a
totally inadequate benefit for those
most in need? We start with the
premise that, first and foremost, the
plan is designed to protect and enhance
the profits of the pharmaceutical in-
dustry and the private insurance indus-
try. Yes, seniors will be pushed into a
confusing maze of PPO, HMO, discount
card, private insurance plans, no limit
on premiums, no limit on profits, and
no required benefits. Very expensive.
The pharmaceutical industry will pre-
vent the reimportation of their manu-
factured U.S. drugs from Canada, and
they are going to protect the obscene
prices they get for their drugs.

This plan will do a great job pro-
tecting the profits of the pharma-
ceutical industry and the insurance in-
dustry but pitifully little for our Na-
tion’s seniors, those so much in need.
But so it should be. The insurance and
pharmaceutical industries are the
number one and number two campaign
contributors to the Republican Party.

——
MEDICARE REFORM

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

Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, the debate
rages over health care in this country.
I rise in support of improved health
care for our Nation’s seniors, and |
think it has to be done through Medi-
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care. | believe that Congress can truly
improve the seniors’ standard of living
through preventative care and alter-
native treatment. The proposed Medi-
care reform legislation will move us in
the right direction. I am encouraged by
the prospects of shifting Medicare from
a system that manages seniors when
they are already sick into a system
that is designed to prevent them from
becoming sick in the first place. Pre-
ventative care is a part of the Medicare
reform. Preventative care is truly the
best form of care that we can and we
should provide for our America’s sen-
iors.

——
PRESCRIPTION DRUGS

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

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, what is
missing from the debate about Medi-
care this week is how to make medica-
tions more affordable at affordable
prices and more accessible to all Amer-
icans of all ages. And this is not a par-
tisan problem. It is an American prob-
lem.

We have a bipartisan bill to use mar-
ket forces to reduce prices, allow
generics to come to market to compete
against name-brand drugs, which would
save $60 billion over the next 10 years.
Another piece of our legislation uses
market forces to allow consumers,
businesses, Federal Government
through Medicare to buy drugs in 27
countries, be they Germany, France,
England, Italy, Canada, where prices
are 40 to 50 percent cheaper.

I have the full confidence through
our market forces we can make medi-
cations cheaper, and | have the con-
fidence and hope my colleagues have
the confidence in market forces that
they are able to do that.

The third component would be to
allow the NIH to recoup a 10 percent
royalty on any drug developed with
taxpayer resources. In the private sec-
tor, 30 percent is normally recouped on
a rate of return. Ten percent for NIH
funded research, all the cancer drugs,
all the AIDS drugs on the market are
developed with taxpayer return.

We should no longer consider tax-
payer research dumb money. We should
recoup that money because the NIH is
the largest venture capital fund out
there, use market forces to reduce
prices, make medications for all Amer-
icans more affordable.

————

THE PRESCRIPTION DRUG
PROGRAM

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

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, on the prescription drug program
that we are about to vote on this week,
I am not an expert on health care or
prescriptions; but | have observed over
the years what happens when govern-
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ment takes over some of these pro-
grams. The big change of course was
when we amended the Social Security
bill in 1965 to add Medicare. We esti-
mated at that time that the cost of
Medicare by 1990 would be $9 billion. It
was $70 billion projected 2003 to be $26
billion, but the actual cost today is
$265 billion. This bill we are estimating
at $400 billion. | suggest that is a very
low estimate, and the second 10 years
is the greater challenge because of re-
tirements.

To seniors, the danger is they are
going to start out with choice on
whether seniors keep their current
Medicare and other insurance; but
eventually as government goes broke
and needs the money, there is the tend-
ency to force everybody in the program
to moderate the cost of the program.
Industry is promoting this system be-
cause eventually they are going to re-
duce their prescription drug coverage
to the retirees that they are now pay-
ing for. After that comes rationing. |
think there are a lot of disadvantages
for seniors in this bill, Mr. Speaker.

——————

HOLDING THE ADMINISTRATION
ACCOUNTABLE

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

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to call on Congress to support
accountability in education reform.
Last year, Congress passed President
Bush’s ‘‘no child left behind’’ education
reform bill. The legislation authorized
billions of dollars in new funding to
support administration’s reform effort
that seeks to ensure accountability
from our schools, but who will hold the
administration accountable?

The fact is that this administration
is shortchanging our schools nearly $20
billion under the No Child Left Behind.
While our schools’ struggle to meet
tough new standards and local budgets
is stretched to the limit in this bad
economy, the administration has failed
its responsibility to provide leadership
and resources for our schools. Congress
must hold the administration account-
able. 1 have introduced legislation to
do just that. H.R. 2366 requires full
funding of the No Child Left Behind act
or suspends its punitive measures.
Without full funding, No Child Left Be-
hind will become a massive unfunded
mandate that will require cuts in vital
services and increased property taxes
or both. Similar legislation has been
introduced in the other body, and |
urge my colleagues to join me in this
effort to hold the administration ac-
countable to our children, to our
schools, and to our taxpayers.

——————

PRESCRIPTION DRUGS

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
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Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, this
Congress has an unprecedented oppor-
tunity to give America’s seniors an up-
to-date Medicare system that includes
more choices and better benefits like
prescription drug coverage. Health care
is being transformed by new drug
therapies and active prevention. Yet in
the current system, Medicare must pay
for those treatments out of their own
pocket or go without them. One third
of the seniors on Medicare have no
drug coverage at all, and that is about
900,000 American seniors.

Our seniors should have choices so af-
fordable health care plans compete for
their business and at the same time
give them the coverage that they need.
Medicare recipients who are happy
with their current benefits will be able
to stay in the current system with an
added prescription drug benefit. So our
program is voluntary. Those who want
enhanced services, like more coverage
for preventative care, will have that
choice; and seniors who like managed
care plans will have that option as
well. This is a plan we Republicans
passed out of committee, and this is a
plan we will pass very soon here in
Congress.

———

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES IN
THE KOREAN WAR

(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to pay
tribute to the brave men and women
who served in the Armed Forces and
fought for the freedom of the Korean
people. This week marks the 50th anni-
versary of the signing of the cease-fire
agreement that ended the fighting of
the Korean War. A peace treaty was
never signed, leaving strained relations
on the Korean peninsula until today.
Armed Forces from over 20 countries
came together to fight in what is often
called the ‘“‘forgotten war.”” Casualties
in the United States Armed Forces to-
talled 54,260 dead, with 8,176 listed as
missing in action or as prisoners of
war.

I would also like to recognize Orange
County resident Martin Markley, who
recently received a Bronze Star for
combat valor after surviving a bloody
battle in Korea over 50 years ago, and
I want to give my thanks to those vet-
erans who helped defend for the Korean
people; and | want to extend my sym-
pathy to those who lost loved ones dur-
ing that war. They have not been for-
gotten and their memory will always
be remembered.

——
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, par-
liamentary inquiry. May | use the
name of a Senator, a sitting Senator in
attributing a quote to him or her?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). During 1-minutes, the gen-
tleman may not refer to or quote Sen-
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ate proceedings, but may refer to
statments made generally with attri-
bution.

———

SADDAM HUSSEIN AND WEAPONS
OF MASS DESTRUCTION

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

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, today
we are going to be working on the in-
telligence bill, probably voting on it
later this week; and we are going to be
hearing a lot from the left in this
Chamber that we have not located
weapons of mass destruction in lIraq
and somehow the President is at fault.
I just wanted to remind my colleagues
what some of their Democrat Members
in the other body said.

Here is a Member from Indiana, Octo-
ber 3, 2002: ““Saddam Hussein possesses
chemical, biological weapons and, if
events are allowed to run their own
course, will some day possess nuclear
weapons.”’

Here is another Senator from Cali-
fornia, a woman. My colleagues get the
choice which of the two: “‘I believe that
Saddam Hussein rules by terror and
has squirreled away stores of biological
and chemical weapons.” That was Oc-
tober 10, 2002.

Here is a Senator from West Virginia,
one with a very common name: ““The
people of the United States and the
rest of the world are at risk as long as
Saddam Hussein has weapons of mass
destruction,’”” March 18, 2003.

And here is another one from a Sen-
ator from Maryland: “Over the last 12
years he’s ignored U.N. resolutions and
embargoes and has illegal chemical and
biological weapons . ..” That was
March 18, 2003.

Many, many leading Democrat lib-
erals were in support of our going into
Irag in the name of weapons of mass
destruction. | just want our colleagues
to keep that in mind as we debate this
bill today.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair reminds the gentleman from
Georgia that he is not allowed to make
such references to members of the
other body.

————

MEDICARE ON THE HIT LIST

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

Mr. DAVIS of lllinois. Mr. Speaker,
down-size, out-source, privatize, erode,
dismount, turn back the clock, all buzz
words which characterize the thought
and actions of many of our Republican
colleagues. And now Medicare is on the
hit list. And our seniors are being told
that they are going to get a prescrip-
tion drug plan. Yes, we need a plan, but
we do not need one that dismantles
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Medicare. We do not need one that
turns back the clock. We do not need
one that skyjacks our seniors and
prices them out of the market. They
want real government for all people,
including our seniors.

——
CHILD TAX CREDIT

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

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. It is obvious
that the Republicans cannot do two
important things at one time. Remem-
ber the 12 million children whose tax
credit was dumped from the tax bill to
make room for millionaires, including
1 million children of families in the
military?

Mr. Speaker, yesterday the Repub-
lican leader announced that they were
just too busy. He said, We have a prob-
lem with simple logistics. That is why
we cannot take care of the 12 million
children.

He was referring to how busy the Re-
publicans are steamrolling through a
bill that turns Medicare into a voucher
program, throws money at HMOs, lets
drug companies continue to gouge, and
leaves seniors with thousands of dol-
lars in drug bills. The majority leader,
the President, and everybody in this
body knows that we could resolve the
child tax credit issue in a matter of
hours. All that has to happen is for the
Republican leadership to stop holding
these children hostage, demanding a
ransom of $82 billion unpaid-for tax
package. All it takes is for the House
to accept the Senate bill, as a majority
of the House voted to do. All it would
take would be for President Bush to in-
terrupt his whirlwind fund-raising tour
long enough to demand immediate en-
actment of the Senate bill. Surely we
can find a couple of hours here so that
12 million children are not left behind.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later today.

——

[ 1030

ABRAHAM LINCOLN BICENTENNIAL
COMMISSION

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill (S. 858) to extend the Abraham Lin-
coln Bicentennial Commission, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

S. 858

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



June 25, 2003

SECTION 1. ABRAHAM LINCOLN BICENTENNIAL
COMMISSION.

(a) DuTIES.—Section 4 of the Abraham Lin-
coln Bicentennial Commission Act (36 U.S.C.
note prec. 101; Public Law 106-173) is amend-
ed—

(1) in paragraph (1)(D), by striking ‘“‘redes-
ignation’ and inserting ‘“‘rededication’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

“(3) To recommend to Congress a plan to
carry out the activities recommended under
paragraph (2).

““(4) To carry out other related activities in
support of the duties carried out under para-
graphs (1) through (3).”.

(b) EXTENSION.—Section 8 of such Act (36
U.S.C. note prec. 101; Public Law 106-173) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ““The’” and
inserting “‘In addition to the interim report
required under subsection (b), the’’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking
“FINAL REPORT.—” and inserting ‘‘REQUIRED
INTERIM REPORT.—"’;

(B) by striking the first sentence and in-
serting: ‘““Not later than June 24, 2004, the
Commission shall submit an interim report
to Congress.”’; and

(C) in the second sentence, by striking
“final’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

““(c) FINAL REPORT.—Not later than April
30, 2010, the Commission shall submit a final
report to Congress. The final report shall
contain final statements, recommendations,
and information described under subsection
(b)(1), (@), and (3).”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). Pursuant to the rule, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. SOUDER) and
the gentleman from |Illinois (Mr.
DAvis) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. SOUDER).

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Ad-
visory Commission of the Abraham
Lincoln Bicentennial Commission, |
am proud the House is considering this
legislation. This commission was es-
tablished by Congress through the
Abraham Lincoln Bicentennial Com-
mission Act in 2000 through the 106th
Congress.

The commission works to honor
President Lincoln’s momentous legacy
by educating the general public on his
unequaled contributions to our great
Nation. It can be a universally cele-
brated event of racial reconciliation. It
can be a time and an example for uni-
fying America, increasingly diverse
with many different populations, about
the importance of having a united Na-
tion and a united America.

This bicentennial can also highlight
the unique American experience of
being able to rise up from growing up
in a log cabin, people of diverse back-
grounds being able to rise to the very
top of positions of power in America.

I am pleased that this bill will extend
the commission until 2010, which will
allow it to continue its valuable work
through the upcoming celebration of
the 200th anniversary of President Lin-
coln’s birth in 2009.

I am pleased the other body has al-
ready passed this bill that honors per-
haps our Nation’s most extraordinary
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and cherished President. | congratulate
the accomplished members of the com-
mission for their work. We look for-
ward to the commission’s final report
that will be due to Congress on April
30, 2010, if this bill is passed.

Mr. Speaker, therefore, | urge all
Members to support the passage of S.
858, and | thank the Senator from Illi-
nois (Mr. DURBIN) for introducing this
important measure.

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as I might con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, President Abraham Lin-
coln is considered by many to be the
most outstanding President this coun-
try has ever had. As a matter of fact,
many have suggested that he was cou-
rageous, often misunderstood, re-
nowned in his ability to see situations
and then move on them. So | am
pleased to join with my colleague from
Indiana in consideration of Senate bill
858, a hill to extend the Abraham Lin-
coln Bicentennial Commission.

The Abraham Lincoln Bicentennial
Commission was established by Con-
gress in 2000 to plan the national ob-
servances of the 200th anniversary of
Abraham Lincoln’s birthday in 2009.
Fifteen Americans were named by the
White House, the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate to work together
to propose and craft programs of cele-
bration and education.

S. 858 would extend the authorization
for the Abraham Lincoln Bicentennial
Commission through the bicentennial
year of 2009. Under current law, the
commission would pass out of existence
in 2004, 5 years before the event it is
supposed to commemorate. In addition
to the requirement that the commis-
sion submit an interim report in June
of 2004, S. 858 also requires that a final
report be issued in 2010 after the con-
clusion of bicentennial festivities.

Obviously, Mr. Speaker, this legisla-
tion has tremendous support, and |
would urge its passage.

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

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, | yield as
much time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LAHOOD),
the distinguished sponsor of the origi-
nal legislation that established the
Abraham Lincoln Bicentennial Com-
mission, as well as a cochair of the
commission, without whose work this
would not have occurred.

Mr. LAHOOD. Mr. Speaker, | want to
thank my friend from Indiana for his
comments.

I rise in support of the Senate bill
858, a bill to continue the important
work of the Abraham Lincoln Bicen-
tennial Commission. | encourage all of
our colleagues to join with me in vot-
ing for this fitting tribute to our great-
est President. | want to thank Senator
DuURBIN for getting this through the
United States Senate, and | want to
thank the majority leader’s office for
scheduling this for consideration
today.
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It is my honor to serve as cochair of
the Abraham Lincoln Bicentennial
Commission along with Senator DUR-
BIN of Illinois and Mr. Harold Holzer of
New York, a noted Lincoln scholar.

Created by Congress, the commission
has 15 members and is charged with
planning and organizing the national
celebration of Lincoln’s 200th birthday
on February 12, 2009. Current plans for
the bicentennial include a joint session
of Congress, educational initiatives
throughout the country, a new Lincoln
penny, film projects and much more.

In celebrating Lincoln’s birthday, we
honor not just the memory of one man
but also the promise of America’s free-
dom. The ongoing struggle against tyr-
anny abroad and the continued fight
for racial justice at home both find
their inspiration in the life and work of
Abraham Lincoln.

Last year, the commission appointed
an executive director and moved into
offices in the Library of Congress. We
have held meetings in Illinois, Ken-
tucky and Washington and will travel
to Indiana next year and will also be in
Vermont this year.

Through our Web site,
www.lincolnbicentennial.gov, we have
already received countless suggestions
from the public about how best to cele-
brate this important national event.

This year, the commission celebrated
Lincoln’s birthday by gathering to-
gether our distinguished advisory com-
mittee. Made up of scholars, business
people and artists, we asked for their
help in planning for the bicentennial.
That evening nearly 500 people and
many more watching C-SPAN wit-
nessed ‘“‘Lincoln Seen and Heard” in
which the acclaimed actor Sam
Waterston gave a dramatic perform-
ance of Lincoln’s speeches, while Har-
old Holzer provided the accompanying
images and narration.

Through events like this, we hope to
raise the profile of the commission and
prepare the public for the important
occasion of Lincoln’s 200th birthday,
which we hope to celebrate nationwide
and around the world.

It is vital that this important com-
mission be allowed to continue its
work through the actual bicentennial
celebration. This bill would simply ex-
tend the life of the commission
through the bicentennial year and re-
quire a final report so that future gen-
erations will have a record of how we
celebrated the life of the foremost
champion of human liberty.

Therefore, as the representative of
the same District that sent Abraham
Lincoln to Congress and as cochair of
the Abraham Lincoln Bicentennial
Commission, | urge my colleagues to
support S. 858. | thank the gentleman
from Indiana for the time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
it is my pleasure to yield such time as
he might consume to the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. JACKSON), a Lincoln
scholar, a civil war era buff, and a
great historian who has studied and
written extensively about this period.
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Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, let me begin by thanking the distin-
guished gentleman from lllinois for the
very kind and generous and very
thoughtful introduction.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in strong
support of this bill to extend the Abra-
ham Lincoln Bicentennial Commission.
I might also add, Mr. Speaker, that the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LAHOOD)
is to be congratulated for his foresight
in the creation of this legislation and
the appropriate ways that a commis-
sion might study the ways in which
this Nation might honor, | believe, our
most revered President.

I was recently appointed by the dis-
tinguished Democratic leader to the 15-
member commission which has the es-
teemed responsibility of studying and
recommending to Congress ways to ap-
propriately honor President Lincoln in
2009, the bicentennial of his birth. |
think it is very important to interpret
the 16th President’s life and work.

President Lincoln was an anti-slav-
ery advocate in a Republican Party
that sprang to live on an anti-slavery
platform. His election in 1860 added
fuel to the fire of disunion over slavery
and its spread west, a disunion that
triggered the American Civil War.
While Lincoln was gradualist in his ap-
proach to ending slavery, he never
wavered on a position that he knew
would lead to its end. Slavery would
not be allowed to spread into the west-
ern territories.

Initially seven, and ultimately elev-
en, southern States seceded from the
Union rather than live under the rule
of what many Democrats of that era
referred to and called the black Repub-
lican Party.

Lincoln valued the Union above all,
but he knew that the result of saving
the Union was emancipation for the
slaves. If the Union had not been pre-
served, slavery would not have been
ended. Strategically, Lincoln under-
stood that the Union was a common
ground issue around which he could
rally the American people while slav-
ery was divisive.

By holding his coalition together
around the issue of the Union, enough
unionists eventually saw the connec-
tion between preserving the Union and
ending slavery. Clarity on that connec-
tion helped Lincoln ease into emanci-
pation in the middle of the war when it
gave the North a huge boost. This
cleared the way for the 13th, the 14th
and the 15th amendments to the Con-
stitution of the United States.

President Lincoln said 140 years ago
this November in Gettysburg that gov-
ernment of the people, by the people,
and for the people shall not perish from
the face of the Earth. To Lincoln, the
people meant every American, not just
a select few. His policy and ultimate
sacrifice for this noble belief are in-
structive for every American, espe-
cially public servants.

I am deeply honored to be among
those who will shape a national cele-
bration of his legacy.
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Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

One of the other things | would like
to add to the record about the extraor-
dinary President Abraham Lincoln are
that he gave two of the most out-
standing speeches of all time in Amer-
ican history, the Gettysburg Address
and the Second Inaugural.

In the book Lincoln at Gettysburg by
the gifted writer Gary Wills, he points
out an extraordinary point that the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. JACKSON)
just referenced, and that is that the
President did not directly address the
biggest issues of the day. He indirectly
tried to build a coalition to unite our
Nation.

As Gary Wills points out, the Gettys-
burg Address does not mention Gettys-
burg, nor slavery, nor, more surprising,
the Union or the South or the Emanci-
pation Proclamation. Wills refers to it
as a transcendental declaration. He
laid the groundwork behind uniting
America in a union where we would
stand together, and in the opening
phrase, taking out a few words of it and
putting it down in its core form, we are
engaged in testing whether any free
Nation can survive, and that is what
his message of the Gettysburg Address
was.

His Second Inaugural speech, which
many feel was his greatest speech, also
subject to a second book by Stephen
White, he pointed out that that was a
brilliant theological address, stunned
Congress, stunned the press of the
United States because it was very
short. Here they were very near the end
of the Civil War, at a time when people
wanted an address from their Presi-
dent, celebrating victory or talking
about how things were going to work,
and he made a seemingly impersonal
address.

Nine straight Presidents did not
serve a second term. He was the first
President in 10 to serve a second term.
Yet in his Second Inaugural he never
said anything about that. He made it
sound like it was kind of an accident
he was there, because what his purpose
was was to give a theological address
on why both sides argued in the name
of God, both sides thought that they
were trying to do that, some people
thought it was fatalistic, but he actu-
ally laid a theological argument out as
to why we fought a Civil War, why it
was important that we fought that
Civil War and God’s role in human his-
tory.

He may have been raised as a simple
country boy, but he wrote and person-
ally edited, and we can see all the
notes as he worked through the speech-
es, two of the most powerful and endur-
ing documents in world history. In the
Hoosier State, with all due respect to
the gentleman from [Illinois (Mr.
DAvis), the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. JACKSON) and the gentleman from
Ilinois (Mr. LAHoOOD), we have an ex-
pression, Abraham Lincoln grew up in
Indiana. He is our most famous Hoo-
sier. We say Indiana made Lincoln.
Lincoln made Illinois.
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Lincoln epitomizes the American
dream, that he grew up in a log cabin
in Kentucky where he was born and the
first few years of his life. Then he
moved to Indiana as a very young boy,
grew up in multiple log cabins there in
Indiana. He largely educated himself,
moved to Illinois, taught himself the
law, ran for office, losing more than he
won. He participated in arguably the
most famous of all American debates,
the Lincoln-Douglas debates. He even-
tually rose as a compromise candidate
for President, was trounced on the first
ballot but came out as a compromise
President, but almost every American
will agree it is a classic example of the
right man in the right place at the
right time.

This is important for the rest of the
world because Abraham Lincoln epito-
mizes the American dream. The four of
us who spoke here, the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. DAvVIS) and the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. JACKSON) and the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LAHOOD)
and myself, all come from different
backgrounds. None of us were probably
born in a log cabin, and our Speaker,
who is a super Lincoln fan, who has
turned his conference room into the
Lincoln Room with paintings and stat-
uary and other things of Abraham Lin-
coln, he himself grew up in small town
Ilinois. He would have liked to have
been born in a log cabin, but he was
not.
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But he grew up in Illinois and prides
himself on rising up like others in the
American Dream.

Abraham Lincoln is an example to us
of racial reconciliation, of united na-
tions, of rising up in the American
Dream; and that is important in under-
standing why, like during the 10 years
of this commission, we continue to de-
velop at the grass roots level, the same
way this commission has started to do,
innovative ideas, bubbling up in com-
munity after community of how we can
recognize those things that unite us as
a Nation and to build on that so we do
not come apart at the seams like we
have seen in many nations around the
world.

Mr. Speaker, | do not have any other
colleagues who want to speak on this,
but I want to thank, again, the Senator
from |Illinois in the other body, the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LAHOOD),
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
DAavis), and the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. JACKSON) for supporting this,
and | urge all Members to support its
passage.

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume, and though I do not have any ad-
ditional speakers, | will close by sim-
ply saying that | grew up an Abraham
Lincoln fan as a little boy. My mother,
who did not have much formal edu-
cation, nor did my father, they were
both Abraham Lincoln fans and they
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told us stories about Abraham Lincoln.
This obviously whetted my appetite,
and | became an Abraham Lincoln guy
who read everything that | could get
my hands on about Lincoln.

It is obvious from all of the com-
ments that we have heard that Indiana,
Illinois, and | guess we have to add
Kentucky, have great memories and
great fondness for the legacy of Abra-
ham Lincoln, who would probably be
considered a great communicator. We
did not talk so much about people
being communicators then. Now we
talk about communication skills and
abilities; but |1 guess he could commu-
nicate so much in just a few words, in
things like the Lincoln Gettysburg Ad-
dress and other comments that he
made.

The one quote that | often like to
suggest that Lincoln made was about
education. He said that ‘‘education
makes a man easy to lead, but difficult
to drive; easy to govern, but impossible
to enslave.”” So as we put resources
into budgets for education, | always
try to remember Abraham Lincoln.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of S. 858, a bill to extend the
Abraham Lincoln Bicentennial Commission.

History recognizes Abraham Lincoln as one
of this Nation’s greatest and most visionary
Presidents. Born in rural Kentucky, Lincoln
rose from humble roots to the highest office in
the land. He was renowned as a masterful or-
ator and legislator. He led our country through
its greatest internal crisis, our Civil War, with
a decisiveness balanced with humanity. In
1863, Lincoln issued the revolutionary Emanci-
pation Proclamation, freeing all slaves in the
South. And he professed himself committed to
rebuilding our Nation into a strong, united enti-
ty through a generous, practical reconstruction
program in the South.

Tragically, Lincoln never had the opportunity
to act upon his vision for Reconstruction. Just
5 days after Lee’s surrender at Appomattox,
Lincoln was shot at nearby Ford’'s Theater. He
died of his wounds the next morning. An out-
pouring of grief swept across the Nation, with
thousands meeting his funeral train at every
stop.

Abraham Lincoln embodied the principles
and qualities our Nation values most highly.
He was scrupulously honest, forthright, and
moral. In all matters of governance, he made
decisions based on his desire to do the great-
est good for the largest number of people. He
was utterly committed to the fair treatment of
all Americans and to healing the wounds of
our internal divisions.

As a Member of Congress, | strive to emu-
late Lincoln’'s example. In doing so, | am
deeply proud to say that | am deeply proud to
say that | am carrying on a family heritage. |
can trace my own ancestry back to Lincoln
himself; our families lived in the same part of
Kentucky. His portrait hangs in my office as a
constant reminder of his noble spirit and elo-
guent example.

The Abraham Lincoln Bicentennial Commis-
sion was established in 2000 to inform the
public about the impact Abraham Lincoln had
on the development of our Nation and to iden-
tify the best possible ways to honor his ac-
complishments. The Commission has already
done a great deal of excellent work and looks
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forward to doing much more. Under the origi-
nal legislation, however, the Commission is
scheduled to expire this year—3 years before
the actual Lincoln Bicentennial in 2003. This
legislation would extend the Commission’s life
through the bicentennial it was established to
celebrate.

Just last month, | was deeply honored to be
appointed to the Commission's advisory
board. It will be my privilege to work with my
fellow board members and the Commission to
educate our Nation about my kinsman and
role model.

| urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting S. 858 and honoring the legacy of
Abraham Lincoln. Without his leadership, our
Nation would not be the strong, unified United
States we are today.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, as Representative
for the 17th Congressional District in lllinois, a
district encompassing Springfield, lllinois,
where Abraham Lincoln got his political start,
| pledge my support for the Abraham Lincoln
Bicentennial Commission.

Abraham Lincoln first came to lllinois in
March of 1830, and like so many of us he
came to love the beautiful state, its good peo-
ple, and its bountiful opportunities. Abraham
Lincoln was a patriotic man and a courageous
leader. He led our Nation through one of the
darkest times in its history, and helped to
shape it into the great country that it is today.

The Abraham Lincoln Bicentennial Commis-
sion is dedicated to preserving and honoring
the legacy of Abraham Lincoln. It will provide
education to the American public about Presi-
dent Lincoln’'s accomplishments, as well as
striving to honor his works.

| encourage everyone to visit lllinois and
see the many sites commemorating President
Lincoln, not only in Springfield, but throughout
the state. It is important to continue to urge
Americans to learn about the history of our
Nation and the people who have made it so
great. Abraham Lincoln is one of the most im-
portant figures who contributed to this rich his-
tory of which we are so proud.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
strong support of Senator RICHARD J. DURBIN'S
bill, S. 858, to extend the Abraham Lincoln Bi-
centennial Commission and to inform the
American public about his selfless dedication
and sacrifice to our country.

It is my privilege to represent lllinois in the
House of Representatives just as Abraham
Lincoln did more than a century and a half
ago. | am honored to share this association
with one of our nation’s greatest lawyers, leg-
islators, and presidents.

Toward the end of this decade, on February
12, 2009, we will recognize the 200th anniver-
sary of President Lincoln’s birth. Passage of
this bill authorizes the Bicentennial Commis-
sion to explore the best possible ways to
honor his lasting accomplishments.

Our state slogan, “Land of Lincoln” reflects
how proud lllinoisans are of his enduring con-
tribution to America’s unity and strength. His
home in Springfield, lllinois is a National His-
toric Site administered by the National Park
Service, and his tomb in Oak Ridge Cemetery,
also in Springfield, is among the most visited
sites in our state.

Mr. Speaker, | thank Senator DURBIN for in-
troducing this legislation to make certain that
a hero to all in my home state of lllinois and
throughout the nation is honored appropriately.
| strongly encourage all of my colleagues to
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vote for S. 858, authorizing the Abraham Lin-
coln Bicentennial Commission to help pre-
serve the memory of his noble vision, states-
manship and humanity forever in American
history.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. SouDER) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the Senate bill, S.
858.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, on that |
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.

———

TEMPORARY AUTHORITY FOR
CONGRESSIONAL HUNGER CEN-
TER TO AWARD BILL EMERSON
AND MICKEY LELAND HUNGER
FELLOWSHIPS

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, |
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 2474) to require that funds
made available for fiscal years 2003 and
2004 for the Bill Emerson and Mickey
Leland Hunger Fellowships be adminis-
tered through the Congressional Hun-
ger Center, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2474

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

SECTION 1. TEMPORARY AUTHORITY FOR CON-
GRESSIONAL HUNGER CENTER TO
AWARD BILL EMERSON AND MICKEY
LELAND HUNGER FELLOWSHIPS.

Notwithstanding the Congressional Hunger
Fellows Act of 2002 (section 4404 of Public
Law 107-171; 2 U.S.C. 1161), funds appro-
priated for fiscal years 2003 and 2004 for the
purpose of providing the Bill Emerson and
Mickey Leland Hunger Fellowships shall be
made available to the Congressional Hunger
Center for the purpose of awarding the fel-
lowships, except that any such funds pro-
vided in excess of $3,000,000 in fiscal year 2003
or $3,000,000 in fiscal year 2004 shall be appro-
priated to the Congressional Hunger Fellows
Trust Fund established by such Act.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE).

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as | may con-
sume, and | rise in support of H.R. 2474,
a bill that provides for the continu-
ation, for 2003 and 2004, of a fellowship
program honoring our colleagues, the
Honorable Bill Emerson and the Honor-
able Mickey Leland.

Last year, Congress authorized the
Congressional Hunger Fellows Program
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as a part of the Farm Security and
Rural Investment Act of 2002. This pro-
vision was included in both the Com-
mittee on Agriculture bill and the law
as a memorial to the Honorable Bill
Emerson, a former member of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, and the Honor-
able Mickey Leland. The purpose of the
fellowships is to develop and train fu-
ture leaders of the United States in hu-
manitarian service.

The law establishes an independent
agency in the legislative branch of the
U.S. Government, creates a board of
trustees to supervise and direct the
program, establishes a Congressional
Hunger Fellows trust fund in the De-
partment of the Treasury that will pro-
vide funds from the interest to help run
the program, and authorizes $18 million
for the fund.

While the necessary process to estab-
lish a congressional Hunger Fellows
Program has begun, the process is not
complete. H.R. 2474 allows the current
process to continue utilizing the Con-
gressional Hunger Center just until the
program authorized by the farm bill is
completed. These fellowships provide a
way to continue the legacy established
by our former colleagues Bill Emerson
and Mickey Leland and move towards
achieving the valued goal of training
future leaders of the United States in
humanitarian service, goals | know
Members share with me.

Mr. Speaker, | want to thank my col-
league, the wife of the late Congress-
man Bill Emerson, the gentlewoman
from Missouri (Mrs. EMERSON), and his
successor, for introducing this legisla-
tion; and | urge my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 2474.

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

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such times as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
2474, which requires that funds made
available for the Bill Emerson National
Hunger Fellowship and the Mickey Le-
land International Hunger Fellowships
are to be awarded through the Congres-
sional Hunger Center. This piece of leg-
islation is needed to ensure that funds
already appropriated to provide hunger
fellowships in the fiscal year 2003 are
able to be used for that purpose. In ad-
dition, it will ensure that funds made
available in fiscal year 2004 are also
available for these fellowships.

In the farm bill, we created the Con-
gressional Fellows Hunger Act of 2002,
which authorizes $18 million to a trust
to be used as an endowment to provide
domestic and international hunger fel-
lowships. The program is overseen by a
board of trustees, which only recently
was appointed. Because of the time
needed to establish the program as en-
visioned by the authorizing language,
the funds provided for the fellowships
in the fiscal year 2003 agricultural ap-
propriations act are not available. This
bill will allow those funds to be used by
the Congressional Hunger Center for
hunger fellowships.

The Congressional Hunger Center
was formed in 1993 with a mandate to
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lead, speak, and act on behalf of the
poor, the hungry, and the victims of
humanitarian emergencies both on a
domestic and international level. The
Congressional Hunger Center, through
its leadership development programs
and its education, research, and advo-
cacy programs has, as of 2002, grad-
uated over 500 antihunger leaders who
address hunger at the community, na-
tional, and international levels.

The fellowships originally awarded
by the Congressional Hunger Center
and codified in the Congressional Fel-
lows Hunger Act of 2002 were designed,
as we have heard, to honor the memo-
ries of Bill Emerson and Mickey Le-
land, who, during their careers in pub-
lic service, were deeply interested in
helping those in need by their words
and by their actions. Bill Emerson, the
distinguished late Representative from
the eighth district of Missouri, and
George T. Mickey Leland, the distin-
guished late Representative from the
18th district of Texas demonstrated
their commitment to solving the prob-
lem of hunger in a bipartisan manner.

Providing the $3 million in funding to
the Congressional Hunger Center for
fiscal years 2003 and 2004 will ensure
that the spirit of these two leaders will
live on through the fellowships by
making sure that there will be a future
generation of leaders who will pursue
careers in humanitarian service related

to hunger.

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, |

yield myself such time as | may con-
sume to thank the gentleman from
Texas for his support and leadership on
this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, | yield such time as she
may consume to the gentlewoman from
Missouri (Mrs. EMERSON), who has car-
ried on the fight against hunger here in
the United States and around the world
that her late husband, Bill Emerson,
was so well noted for. | thank her for
that work.

Mrs. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. GoOODLATTE) for yielding me this
time and for the graciousness which he
has shown, as well as that of the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM), in
allowing us to make the corrections on
the legislation that will permit the
Hunger Fellows to proceed with the re-
markable work that they do.

I also want to thank the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE), because this
bill also goes through IR, and | want to
thank Kevin Kramp and Lynn Galla-
gher from the Committee on Agri-
culture, and Frank Record from the
Committee on International Relations,
because without their great assistance
we would not be here today.

I also want to thank both the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE)
and the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
STENHOLM) for the wonderful words
they had to say about my late husband,
Bill Emerson, and the commitment he
had throughout his lifetime to prevent
hunger wherever it is found.
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Mr. Speaker, passage of this bill is
critical for the future of the Bill Emer-
son and Mickey Leland Hunger Fellow-
ships. The funding for the 24 Bill Emer-
son National Hunger Fellows and the 50
Mickey Leland International Hunger
Fellows will expire, as my colleagues
have said, unless this legislation
passes.

These 39 Fellows fight hunger and
poverty worldwide. They each earn just
$10,000 helping nutritionally vulnerable
populations in urban and rural commu-
nities get food. For example, the Emer-
son Fellows assist low-income commu-
nities in getting access to fresh fruits
and vegetables, as well as helping to do
the same for Federal nutrition pro-
grams for school-aged children and the
elderly. The Leland Fellows work with
national and international agencies
and faith-based groups to get school
lunches to over 300 million children
overseas.

In their work, the Fellows are con-
stantly faced with things that we do
not normally see on a daily basis,
threats of terrorism, crime, AIDS, and,
most recently, SARS, while helping the
communities in which they are living
formulate solutions to ending hunger
and poverty.

For the past 3 years, many may know
that agricultural appropriations and
private foundations have funded the
Emerson-Leland Fellows through the
Congressional Hunger Center. As my
colleagues have mentioned, the farm
bill did authorize an endowment for the
Congressional Hunger Fellows pro-
gram, which incorporated the current
Fellows program operated by the Con-
gressional Hunger Center. But because
operating funds for the endowment are
not yet in place, the Congressional
Hunger Center is left without oper-
ating funds to recruit for their future
classes. This legislation will allow the
program to continue while we establish
the endowment.

So, again, | want to thank the chair-
man, the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
GOODLATTE), the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. STENHOLM), the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. HYDE), and my good col-
league, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MCGOVERN), who helps co-
chair the Congressional Hunger Center,
for all the work that they do in helping
a problem that should not exist but,
sadly, it does, and, hopefully, one day
soon, we will find a means to make cer-
tain that no person on Earth goes hun-

ry.

9 R//Ir. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, | yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN).

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the distinguished gentleman
from Texas for yielding me this time,
and | also applaud his incredible work
on behalf of the hungry around the
world and here in the United States. |
also want to thank the chairman of the
committee, the gentleman from Vir-
ginia, for bringing this bill so quickly
to the House floor for consideration.
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Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
2474, authorizing the Bill Emerson and
Mickey Leland Hunger Fellowships and
urge its swift passage by this House. |
want to acknowledge the leadership of
my friend and colleague, the gentle-
woman from Missouri (Mrs. EMERSON),
and to thank her for her many con-
tributions to ending hunger here at
home and abroad. She has honored the
memory of her husband and our former
colleague, Bill Emerson, in whose
honor the National Hunger Fellowships
at the Congressional Hunger Center are
named.

I have had the privilege of working
closely with the gentlewoman from
Missouri over the past few years, first
when we helped create the Global Food
for Education Initiative, known as the
George McGovern-Robert Dole Inter-
national Food for Education and Child
Nutrition Program, and now when we
serve together as the cochairs of the
Congressional Hunger Center. | admire
her leadership and determination, and |
hope to learn a great deal more from
her about how best to end hunger,
honor America’s farmers, and con-
tribute to increasing food security for
all nations.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2474 will correct a
simple error in last year’s farm bill re-
authorization that authorized funding
for the Bill Emerson and Mickey Le-
land Hunger Fellowships, but inadvert-
ently channeled the monies to the Con-
gressional Hunger Center’s endowment
rather than through the Center’s pro-
gram budget. Passage of H.R. 2474 will
ensure that the two fellowship pro-
grams are administered and funded
through the Congressional Hunger Cen-
ter for fiscal year 2003 and fiscal year
2004.
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This adjustment will allow for the
endowment to have enough time to
build so it may sustain funding for the
Congressional Hunger Center over the
long term without interrupting the Bill
Emerson and Mickey Leland Hunger
Fellowships program in the short term.
I also thank the gentlewoman from
Missouri (Mrs. EMERSON), the gen-
tleman from Texas (Chairman
BoNiILLA), and the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR), the ranking mem-
ber on the subcommittee for agricul-
tural appropriations, for including the
appropriate allocations for these hun-
ger fellowships in the fiscal year 2004
agriculture appropriations bill. 1 also
would like to express my appreciation
to Jim Dyer, the majority staff direc-
tor for the Committee on Appropria-
tions, for his help and support on this
matter.

Mr. Speaker, today | have had the
privilege of meeting the newest class of
Mickey Leland International Hunger
Fellows who are in Washington for
their initial orientation. The Congres-
sional Hunger Center received 155 ap-
plicants for these fellowships, which
were narrowed to 50 finalists, and 15
young men and women were chosen to
receive these fellowships.
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The Leland Fellows will work for 2
years on hunger issues, including a 1-
year field placement in countries
throughout South Asia, sub-Saharan
Africa and Latin America. The class of
2003-2005 will work in Thailand, Ugan-
da, Malawi, Ethiopia, the Philippines,
Indonesia, Guatemala, Bangladesh,
Mexico, Mauritania, and in East Afri-
ca. Their field placements include na-
tional and international nongovern-
mental organizations, private commer-
cial organizations, and bilateral and
multilateral agencies. They will spend
their second year in the headquarters
of the organizations that sponsor their
field placements where they will focus
on policy-making to address the root
causes of hunger.

I know that our friend and former
colleague, Mickey Leland, is looking
down on these dedicated young people
and is proud that the work they are
doing in his name will create future
leaders in the fight on hunger and pov-

erty.
The Bill Emerson National Hunger
fellows Program annually selects

around 20 participants who work for 6
months in rural and urban community-
based organizations across the country
involved in fighting hunger at the local
level. Their 6 months is spent in na-
tional nonprofit organizations engaged
at the national level in antihunger and
antipoverty work. This year, 24 men
and women will represent the 10th
class of Emerson Fellows.

Together, these two hunger fellow-
ship programs, administered and co-
ordinated by the Congressional Hunger
Center, are having a significant impact
on the fight to end hunger in America
and around the world.

Mr. Speaker, | would like to ac-
knowledge the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WoLF) and our former col-
league Tony Hall, who were instru-
mental in establishing the center 10
years ago. Congress can take great
pride in the support for the Congres-
sional Hunger Center and the Bill
Emerson and Mickey Leland Hunger
Fellowship programs. | urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 2474.

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this is a good bill. It is
a good program. It has the kind of lead-
ership and oversight from the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MCcGOVERN) and the gentlewoman from
Missouri (Mrs. EMERSON) that we in
Congress appreciate very much. | urge
support of the bill. | thank the chair-
man for his leadership in this endeavor.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of
H.R. 2474. The Congressional Hunger Center
was established 10 years ago with a mission
of fighting hunger by developing leaders. They
have been doing that ever since.

When | think of the Congressional Hunger
Center, | think of my good friend Ambassador
Tony Hall. It was Tony who first got me in-
volved in fighting hunger. In 1984, he persist-
ently encouraged me to travel to the Horn of
Africa to witness the devastation of the fam-
ine. As many of you know, that experience
changed my life.
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Many of the Congressional Hunger Center
fellows are having similar experiences right
now. There are Bill Emerson fellows who are
having life-changing experiences in 12 loca-
tions across the country and Leland Inter-
national Fellows in 15 locations throughout the
world. The combination of the life-changing
practical and the policy experiences will equip
these young people to be active leaders on
hunger issues wherever they may go.

One of the program’s most committed inter-
national fellows is Robert Oliver Davila. Robert
was a Peace Corps volunteer in Africa for
three years. He joined the first class of inter-
national fellows after being a manager at the
Worcester County Food Bank. Robert visited
schools all over Ethiopia helping them imple-
ment the World Food Programme Global
School Lunch Program. Robert monitored and
evaluated the impact of the program on the
lives of children, families and communities.
Robert is now working with the Global School
Feeding Support Unit in the Strategy and Pol-
icy Division of the World Food Programme.

Sarah Boron, from Dennison University in
Ohio, helped develop a model to assess food
and farm issues at Food for Lane County in
Eugene, Oregon. Sarah is now helping local
groups form food policy councils through the
Community Food Security Coalition.

Many of us who have supported the Con-
gressional Hunger Center over the years have
maintained a vision of self-sufficiency for the
organization in the future. As some of you
know, Congress has been providing the bulk
of the Hunger Center's operating budget each
year through annual appropriations. Last year,
the dream of self-sufficiency came closer to
being a reality.

In the 2002 Farm Bill, Congress authorized
an endowment to move the Hunger Center’s
fellows programs toward self-sufficiency. Un-
fortunately, when the appropriations committee
provided funding for the newly authorized en-
dowment, the Congressional Hunger Center
was not able to access any funds for oper-
ating the fellows program.

H.R. 2474 will allow the Congressional Hun-
ger Center to access the funds it needs to op-
erate the fellows program, equipping people
like Roger and Sarah to become leaders in
fighting hunger. Equally important, this legisla-
tion does not detract from the vision of an en-
dowment that allows the fellows program to
operate self-sufficiently.

In closing Mr. Speaker, | encourage all my
colleagues to support this legislation, which
makes the technical corrections necessary to
allow the Congressional Hunger Center fel-
lows program to continue uninterrupted, grow-
ing leaders to fight hunger around the world.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in support of H.R. 2474 requesting
that funds be made available for fiscal years
2003 and 2004 for the Bill Emerson and Mick-
ey Leland Hunger Fellowships to be adminis-
tered through the Congressional Hunger Cen-
ter.

The Bill Emerson and Mickey Leland Fel-
lowships provide an opportunity for young
people to invest their time, energy, and dedi-
cation to the cause of fighting hunger around
the world. The fellowship was established in
memory of the outstanding contributions of the
Honorable Bill Emerson and the Honorable
Mickey Leland both of whom were former
members of Congress.
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Each year approximately twenty participants
are selected to participate in the highly selec-
tive Emerson and Leland Fellowship program.
The fellows spend the first six months of their
internship working on local level hunger
issues, primarily through community food
banks and local advocacy initiatives. The fel-
lows then spend another six months in Wash-
ington, D.C. working with national organiza-
tions involved in the anti-hunger and poverty
movement. This unique and challenging op-
portunity embodies the ideals and legacy of
both Mr. Leland and Mr. Emerson.

Mickey Leland in addition to serving as a re-
spected representative of the 18th Congres-
sional District in Texas, Mr. Leland also
served as a renowned yet humble humani-
tarian bringing both national and international
attention to several causes including hunger
and famine. With a “heart as big as Texas”,
Mickey Leland served as an active voice for
social change. | am proud to follow him as a
representative of the 18th District. And Bill
Emerson over the span of five decades, con-
tributed significantly to the strengthening of
U.S. public policy and the process to achieve
common sense solutions to legitimate real
world problems, namely hunger. Thus the
Emerson/Leland Fellowships provide an op-
portunity for young people to continue in the
footsteps of these revered statesmen.

Therefore, it is in the spirit of the work of
both Mickey Leland and Bill Emerson that this
Congress would like to administer funds se-
cured from the 2003 and 2004 fiscal years for
the Emerson/Leland Fellowship through the
Congressional Hunger Center. The Congres-
sional Hunger Center is a unique non-profit,
anti-hunger leadership organization. The mis-
sion of the center is to train and develop indi-
viduals who feel they can serve in either a do-
mestic and/or international capacity to become
leaders in the fight against hunger and effec-
tively bridge the gap between service and
public policy. The Congressional Hunger Cen-
ter serves as a lasting tribute to all those who
work to eradicate hunger but especially Mick-
ey Leland, who was one of the Center's
founding members. As such, it seems only
natural that the Emerson/Leland Fellowship
Program receives its funding through the Con-
gressional Hunger Center.

Mickey Leland once said: “I cannot get used
to hunger and desperate poverty in our plenti-
ful land. There is no reason for it, there is no
excuse for it, and it is time that we as a nation
put an end to it.” And while we cannot easily
put an end to hunger, we can certainly do our
part both individually and collectively to take
an active role in helping to increase aware-
ness and action around global hunger.

Therefore, | stand in full support of H.R.
2474 and hope that my Congressional col-
leagues will also express their support for this
resolution as well.

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, |
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. GOODLATTE) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
2474, as amended.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, on
that | 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.

————

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 2474, the bill just consid-
ered, and on S. 858, the bill considered
immediately previously.

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

There was no objection.

———

RECOGNIZING IMPORTANT SERV-
ICE PROVIDED BY FOREIGN AG-
RICULTURAL SERVICE ON OCCA-
SION OF ITS 50TH ANNIVERSARY

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, |
move to suspend the rules and pass the
joint resolution (H.J. Res. 49) recog-
nizing the important service to the Na-
tion provided by the Foreign Agricul-
tural Service of the Department of Ag-
riculture on the occasion of its 50th an-
niversary.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.J. RES. 49

Whereas, during the terms of President
Dwight David Eisenhower and the era of Sec-
retary of Agriculture Ezra Taft Benson, it
became apparent that the development of ex-
ternal markets was needed to ensure the fi-
nancial viability of the agricultural sector of
the United States;

Whereas the Foreign Agricultural Service
of the Department of Agriculture was estab-
lished on March 10, 1953, to develop and ex-
pand markets for, and improve the competi-
tive position of, United States agricultural
commodities and products;

Whereas the Foreign Agricultural Service
has represented agricultural interests of the
United States during a period of great expan-
sion of United States agricultural exports
from less than $3,000,000,000 in 1953 to over
$50,000,000,000 in 2002;

Whereas the number of organizations en-
gaged in the public and private partnership
established by the Foreign Agricultural
Service to promote United States agricul-
tural exports has grown significantly, with
market development and expansion occur-
ring in nearly every global marketplace; and

Whereas March 10, 2003, was the 50th anni-
versary of the establishment of the Foreign
Agricultural Service: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That Congress recognizes
the Foreign Agricultural Service of the De-
partment of Agriculture and its employees
and partners for—

(1) cooperating with, and leading, the
United States agricultural community in de-
veloping and expanding export markets for
United States agricultural commodities and
products;

(2) identifying the private partners capable
of carrying out the mission of the Foreign
Agricultural Service;
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(3) identifying and expanding markets for
United States agricultural commodities and
products;

(4) introducing innovative and creative
ways of expanding the markets for United
States agricultural commodities and prod-
ucts;

(5) providing international food assistance
to feed the hungry worldwide;

(6) addressing unfair barriers to United
States agricultural exports;

(7) implementing strict procedures gov-
erning the use and evaluation of programs
and funds of the Foreign Agricultural Serv-
ice; and

(8) overseeing the efficient and effective
use of Federal funds to carry out programs of
the Foreign Agricultural Service.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE).

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as |1 may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of
House Joint Resolution 49. The gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM) and
I introduced this resolution to recog-
nize the important service of the For-
eign Agricultural Service of the De-
partment of Agriculture on the occa-
sion of its 50th anniversary.

USDA'’s Foreign Agricultural Service
was established to develop and expand
markets for United States agricultural
commodities and products. Our farmers
and ranchers are the most productive
in the world and produce much more
than we in the United States can con-
sume. Therefore, a vibrant export mar-
ket is very important to the success of
U.S. agriculture.

FAS has contributed to that success;
and as of 2002, the United States agri-
cultural exports exceed imports by
more than $12 billion. Our exports have
grown significantly over the history of
the FAS and now exceed $50 billion per
year.

The FAS fosters the public and pri-
vate partnership that is needed to pro-
mote United States agricultural ex-
ports and to develop and expand mar-
kets around the world. At this impor-
tant time when free trade negotiations
are ongoing, both in the WTO and
through bilateral negotiations, the
FAS is essential to represent United
States agriculture and ensure that the
challenges facing our agricultural pro-
ducers are thoroughly addressed.

Another responsibility of the FAS is
to provide food aid to needy people in
developing countries and to help those
countries to eventually become trading
partners of the United States and buy
our agricultural products. The FAS
and its employees provide a significant
service to the farmers and ranchers
here at home so they can compete in
worldwide markets. 1 congratulate
them on their achievements and look
forward to working closely with the
FAS as the committee continues its
work to expand markets for United
States agriculture.
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I thank the members of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture for their support
of this resolution. | also appreciate the
support of the Committee on Inter-
national Relations on this matter. The
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) has
been very cooperative in helping to ex-
pedite House Joint Resolution 49. | also
thank the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
STENHOLM). | urge Members to support
this resolution.

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

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of the
resolution to recognize the role of the
Foreign Agricultural Service in ex-
panding export opportunities for Amer-
ica’s farmers and ranchers and working
to increase food security around the
globe.

When FAS began its work, exports
accounted for less than 10 percent of
agricultural sales. Last year, 49 per-
cent of the wheat and 54 percent of the
cotton harvested in the United States
was exported. By the year 2012, 98 per-
cent of the world’s population will live
outside of the United States, and
American agriculture will depend even
more on export markets.

The men and women of the Foreign
Agricultural Service have worked hard
to identify and focus on the potential
of growing markets such as Mexico and
China where the economies are ex-
pected to grow by 5 and 7 percent re-
spectively.

The U.S. agricultural producers are
taking advantage of new trading oppor-
tunities. Between 1992 and 2002, U.S.
agricultural exports to Mexico grew
from $3.8 billion to $7.3 billion per year.
And in China from .5 billion to $2 bil-
lion. At the same period, exports to
Canada have grown from $4.9 billion to
8.7, making it our largest export mar-
ket for agriculture. And all of these
markets, particularly China, have a
tremendous potential opportunity for
U.S. producers.

The success of the programs adminis-
tered by the FAS is also reflected by
the increases in funding that were in-
cluded for many of these programs in
last year’s farm bill. These include an
additional $650 million for the Market
Access Program, $308 million for Food
for Progress, $100 million for the Inter-
national Food for Education Program,
and $67 million for the Foreign Market
Development Program.

Rural communities depend on export
for one-third of their jobs. Over the
past 5 years, United States agricultural
exports have averaged over $53 billion
per year, and our agricultural trade
surplus has averaged over $13 billion.
This is compared to the overall trade
deficit of the United States of over $500
billion. Each $1 billion in exports sup-
ports 15,000 American jobs. This means
U.S. agricultural exports are sup-
porting over 800,000 jobs, 50,000 in my
home State of Texas alone. Many of
these jobs are on farms or ranches, but
even more of them are in transpor-
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tation, storage, marketing, trade serv-
ices, and food processing.

As a representative of some of the
rural communities that benefit from
such jobs, I thank the men and women
of the Foreign Agricultural Service for
their hard work, and | congratulate the
agency on its service to rural America.

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, |
have no request for time; | reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, | yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN).

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
STENHOLM) for yielding me this time,
and | thank him for his leadership on
this bill, as well as the chairman of the
committee.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of H.J.
Res. 49 recognizing the 50th anniver-
sary of the Foreign Agricultural Serv-
ice at the Department of Agriculture. |
have had the privilege of working with
many of the FAS staff in Washington
and in our embassies around the world,
and on one special program in par-
ticular, the Global Food for Education
Initiative, or the GFEI.

In July 2000, President Clinton an-
nounced at the Okinawa G-8 summit
that the United States would initiate a
$300 million pilot program, the Global
Food for Education Initiative, to pro-
vide hungry children with a daily nu-
tritious meal in a school setting. The
twin goals of the program were to re-
duce hunger among children and in-
crease the number of children, espe-
cially girls, attending school. The
GFEI was modeled around a series of
successful FAS school feeding pro-
grams that use section 416(b) surplus
commodities and that were imple-
mented by U.S. private voluntary orga-
nizations and the World Food Program.

FAS faced a monumental task to ini-
tiate the GFEI pilot program on a very
tight timeline in an accountable and
effective manner. They came through
with flying colors. In December 2000,
the President announced that the GFEI
would carry out 48 projects in 39 coun-
tries and reach about 9 million children
in Asia, Africa, Latin America, and the
Caribbean.

In February 2003, USDA published the
first evaluation of the GFEI. This re-
port documents the marked success of
these school feeding projects. Hunger
was reduced, parents and community
organizations were empowered, and
school attendance increased, especially
among girls.

I do not believe this level of success
would have been achieved without the
diligent leadership of Mary Chambliss,
Robin Tilsworth, Babette Gainor, and
the rest of the FAS staff. Their belief
in this program and their commitment
to accountability and oversight en-
sured that the project lived up to the
promise of the initial proposal. | en-
courage my colleagues to visit the FAS
Web site and review the GFEI report.
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I have seen these projects in action
in Indonesia and Colombia, and | have
had the privilege of meeting the FAS
staff based at our embassies who help
carry out these programs in the field.

Mr. Speaker, there are 300 million
hungry children worldwide. Most do
not get a chance to go to school. For
the children involved in the GFEI,
these school meals are often the only
food that child will receive, and that
meal and school may be the only stable
factors in their precarious and uncer-
tain lives.

In last year’s farm bill, the GFEI be-
came permanent when the George
McGovern-Robert Dole International
Food for Education and Child Nutrition
Program was established. It received
$100 million for fiscal year 2003, a re-
duction from the pilot program, but an
allocation which I hope will increase in
the future.

Every single Member of the other
body called upon the President to keep
the McGovern-Dole Program in the ca-
pable hands of the FAS, a resounding
endorsement if ever | heard one.

Mr. Speaker, | commend the FAS and
its staff for their commitment to use
our farmers’ productivity to help end
world hunger. | congratulate them on a
half century of fine work, and | urge
my colleagues to pass this resolution.
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Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, | have
no further requests for time, and |
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

This recognition of the Foreign Agri-
cultural Service is well deserved. The
work that they conduct around the
world in promoting American agri-
culture is vitally important. It is even
more important following the passage
of the Trade Promotion Authority in
the last Congress.

I urge my colleagues to support the
resolution.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. GOODLATTE) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the joint reso-
lution, H.J. Res. 49.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, on
that | 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.

————
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
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may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks on
H.J. Res. 49, the joint resolution just
considered.

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

There was no objection.

————

AWARDING A CONGRESSIONAL
GOLD MEDAL TO PRIME MIN-
ISTER TONY BLAIR

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 1511) to award a congres-
sional gold medal to Prime Minister
Tony Blair.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1511

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

SECTION 1. FINDING.

The Congress finds that Prime Minister
Tony Blair of the United Kingdom has clear-
ly demonstrated, during a very trying and
historic time for our 2 countries, that he is
a staunch and steadfast ally of the United
States of America.

SEC. 2. CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL.

(a) PRESENTATION AUTHORIZED.—The
Speaker of the House of Representatives and
the President Pro Tempore of the Senate
shall make appropriate arrangements for the
presentation, on behalf of the Congress, of a
gold medal of appropriate design, to Prime
Minister Tony Blair, in recognition of his
outstanding and enduring contributions to
maintaining the security of all freedom-lov-
ing nations.

(b) DESIGN AND STRIKING.—For purposes of
the presentation referred to in subsection
(a), the Secretary of the Treasury (referred
to in this Act as the *‘‘Secretary’) shall
strike a gold medal with suitable emblems,
devices, and inscriptions to be determined by
the Secretary.

SEC. 3. DUPLICATE MEDALS.

The Secretary may strike and sell dupli-
cates in bronze of the gold medal struck pur-
suant to section 2 under such regulations as
the Secretary may prescribe, at a price suffi-
cient to cover the cost thereof, including
labor, materials, dies, use of machinery, and
overhead expenses, and the cost of the gold
medal.

SEC. 4. STATUS OF MEDALS.

(a) NATIONAL MEDALS.—The medals struck
pursuant to this Act are national medals for
purposes of chapter 51 of title 31, United
States Code.

(b) NumismMATIC ITEMS.—For purposes of
section 5134 of title 31, United States Code,
all medals struck under this Act shall be
considered to be numismatic items.

SEC. 5. AUTHORITY TO USE FUND AMOUNTS;
PROCEEDS OF SALE.

(&) AUTHORITY TO USE FUND AMOUNTS.—
There is authorized to be charged against the
United States Mint Public Enterprise Fund
such amounts as may be necessary to pay for
the costs of the medals struck pursuant to
this Act.

(b) PROCEEDS OF SALE.—Amounts received
from the sale of duplicate bronze medals au-
thorized under section 3 shall be deposited
into the United States Mint Public Enter-
prise Fund.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. KING) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
FRANK) each will control 20 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman

from New York (Mr. KING).
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on this legislation and to insert
extraneous material thereon.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
| yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, it is a distinct privilege
today to be able to move this bill
awarding a Congressional Gold Medal
to British Prime Minister Tony Blair.
Throughout our history, there has
probably been no country that the
United States has had a closer rela-
tionship with than Great Britain. Cer-
tainly we share certain immutable,
transcendent values. Throughout our
history we have stood together in a
number of noble causes, probably dra-
matically manifested during World
War Il when Prime Minister Churchill
and President Roosevelt stood together
to defeat the forces of fascism and Na-
ziism. But there is probably no British
Prime Minister who has been there
when America needs him more than
Tony Blair.

Certainly during the Clinton admin-
istration, it was Prime Minister Blair
who stood shoulder to shoulder with
President Clinton in the war in Kosovo
against Serb aggression, against the
dictator Milosevic. But nothing more
illustrated the unique relationship be-
tween the United States and Britain
and the immense courage and dedica-
tion of Tony Blair than what happened
after our Nation was attacked on Sep-
tember 11, 2001. The first foreign leader
to come to this country to express his
regrets while the smoke was still there,
while the flames were still burning,
visited the World Trade Center, visited
New York and came here to our Na-
tion’s capital was British Prime Min-
ister Tony Blair.

When President Bush addressed a
joint session of Congress on September
20, 2001, just 9 days after the brutal at-
tack on the World Trade Center, it was
Prime Minister Blair who sat here in
the gallery expressing his solidarity
with the United States. On that
evening, President Bush said, ‘““Once
again we are joined together in a great
cause and we are so honored the Brit-
ish Prime Minister has crossed an
ocean to show his unity of purpose with
America. Thank you for coming,
friend.”

Indeed, Tony Blair has been a friend
of the United States but, just as impor-
tant as that, he has been a friend and
supporter of democratic values. He re-
alizes the unique nature and relation-
ship of the bonds between the United
States and Britain and indeed between
the United States and Europe. He has
been a strong friend of the United
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States. Certainly in the recent war
against Iraq, it was Tony Blair who re-
sisted pressure both from the media,
his own party and his own parliament
to stand up and be with the United
States.

For all those reasons, and | am sure
this debate will go on for a while, prob-

ably longer than we anticipated it
would today, | stand in support of this
legislation.

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

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.

Speaker, I am pleased to yield 5 min-
utes to the gentlewoman from New
York (Mrs. MALONEY), the ranking
member of the subcommittee, who is
the cosponsor of this resolution.

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time, and | rise in support of this
legislation that awards the Congres-
sional Gold Medal, the highest honor
Congress can award, to Prime Minister
Tony Blair. Past recipients include
Presidents George Washington and
Harry Truman; heroic figures such as
Charles Lindbergh, Rosa Parks, and
Mother Teresa; and Prime Minister
Winston Churchill, who led England
through the dark hours of World War
1.

Mr. Speaker, just as Prime Minister
Churchill stood with President Roo-
sevelt to defeat the Nazis, Prime Min-
ister Blair has offered steadfast sup-
port for the United States since the
terror attacks of 9/11. The American
people will never forget that the Prime
Minister traveled across an ocean to be
in the gallery of the House in a sign of
solidarity with our country as Presi-
dent Bush addressed our Nation after
the terrorist attacks.

More recently, prior to the war in
Iraq, the Prime Minister and his U.N.
envoy, Sir Jeremy Greenstock, worked
tirelessly to exhaust every diplomatic
channel to build consensus in the
United Nations. It was Prime Minister
Blair who tried to bridge differences
with our traditional European allies up
until the wee hours before the war
began. Additionally, Prime Minister
Blair pushed our own administration to
use its political capital to fully engage
in the Middle East peace process.

While that effort continues to face very sub-
stantial obstacles, most notably the unceasing
suicide attacks against Israel citizens, the
Prime Minister deserves credit for putting Mid-
east Peace on the table as does the Adminis-
tration for its efforts to implement the ‘“road
map.”

While the Prime Minister has demonstrated
considerable political courage in recent
months, his stand with our country should not
be surprising.

As a political leader in Britain the Prime
Minister has spent this life leading the Labour
Party out of oblivion and into its current domi-
nant position in the Parliament.

At age 30 he was elected to Parliament.
Later as a member of John Smith’'s shadow
cabinet he worked to transform Labour into a
party tough on crime and while still committed
to its social causes.
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After being elected Labour leader in 1994,
Blair moved the party to the political center
and redrafted the party constitution in his
image of “New Labour’—much life President
Clinton successfully moved the Democratic
party to a position where it has won the pop-
ular vote in the last three Presidential elec-
tions.

As leader of the Labor Party, the
British people rewarded the Prime
Minister with a landslide victory in
1997, ending 18 years of conservative
rule. At 43, Blair became the youngest
Prime Minister since 1812. As Prime
Minister, he has continued to change
his country for the better. He has
taken on the right to hereditary posi-
tions in the House of Lords, allowed
the de-evolution of Scotland and
Wales, and implemented a massive in-
vestment program in the areas of
health care and education.

For the Prime Minister, education is
the best economic policy and his gov-
ernment has followed this commit-
ment.

I have great admiration for the
Prime Minister’s commitment to gov-
erning from the middle ground rather
than trying to divide his country by
playing to extreme groups on either
side of the political spectrum.

Mr. Speaker, Congress could find no
more deserving recipient of this high
honor than Prime Minister Blair. In
fighting terrorism, standing with the
U.S. against Saddam and with the U.S.
for Middle East peace, he has truly
shown what it means for Britain to be
our staunchest ally.

A recent Washington Post article
well characterized Prime Minister
Blair’s current standing in the world.
“After the terrorist attacks of Sep-
tember 11, he has found himself playing
a pivotal role in reshaping inter-
national relations and winning points
for standing on principle, even from
some of his most vehement critics.”’

I recognize that some of my col-
leagues had strong reservations about
the war in lIrag and | respect their
opinions, but | urge that all Members
stand and support this award in rec-
ognition of Tony Blair the man, as a
leader of an inclusive political move-
ment that has benefited all Britons.

Mr. Speaker, the deaths of six more
British soldiers in Irag this week re-
mind us of the common sacrifice our
troops are making serving side by side
around the world. This is just one more
example of the special relationship be-
tween the United States and the
United Kingdom. | urge my colleagues
to support this legislation in recogni-
tion of the man who has contributed so
much to upholding this common bond.

I would like to note that this bill
passed the Senate unanimously with 78
cosponsors and that we have 290 Mem-
bers of the House that have cospon-
sored this important legislation. |
thank the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. FRANK), the gentleman from
New York (Mr. KING), the gentlewoman
from Florida (Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE)
and all who have worked to pass and to
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get this bill to the floor. | urge my col-
leagues to support it.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as | may con-
sume. Let me at the outset commend
the ranking member the gentlewoman
from New York (Mrs. MALONEY) for the
tremendous assistance she has given
me on this as she has on so many other
issues that come before our sub-
committee and also the work that she
does for the State of New York.

Mr. Speaker, one thing | should bring
out is that on a personal level, | had
the privilege of working with Prime
Minister Blair several years ago on the
Irish peace process. | saw firsthand at
that time the sense of vision that he
had, the sense of daring he had and the
courage he had to do the right thing
and the fact that he was the first Brit-
ish Prime Minister in history to be
able to bring a settlement, to bring an
agreement involving all the parties in
the north of Ireland. To work with the
Republic of Ireland and also to work
closely with the United States is just
one more demonstration of his courage
and his ability to stand up and do what

is right.

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

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, | yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT).

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, | op-
pose the awarding of this gold medal
now. We have awarded gold medals to
many people in our history since 1776,
but on only one occasion have we ever
awarded a Congressional Medal of
Honor to a sitting head of state: Nelson
Mandela, when he was 80 years old and
in his last months in office. | suppose it
is possible that these are the last
months in office for Prime Minister
Blair, but that is not clear just at the
moment.

At this moment he is fighting for his
political future against accusations
that he misled the public about British
intelligence findings on Iragq. Mr.
Blair’s Foreign Secretary, Jack Straw,
was brought up before the Foreign Af-
fairs Select Committee in the House of
Commons yesterday. He was asked,
among other things, why Mr. Blair’s
influential January dossier on lIraqg’s
capabilities was so reliant on the
uncredited 12-year-old writings of an
American graduate student. Today
Alastair Campbell, his doctor of spin,
will be up there and he will be answer-
ing accusations that it was he who in-
serted in a dossier the astonishing in-
formation that Iraq not only possessed
fully developed, operational chemical
and biological weapons but was capable
of delivering them within 45 minutes of
a command order. Foreign Secretary
Straw said yesterday there were sub-
stantial errors. He said that lessons
have been learned, but he blamed the
demands of the media. That very
media, of course, made sure that the
false papers issued by Prime Minister
Blair's government deceived others
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around the world as well as the Brit-
ons. The influential information and
errors may have even influenced Mem-
bers of this body.

If this award to Mr. Blair is appro-
priate, it is either too late or too soon.
If the medal had been awarded when it
was first introduced, before these de-
ceptions were discovered, it would have
had smooth sailing. If it were brought
up later, perhaps Mr. Blair will have
cleared his name. At this moment,
however, we are prejudging and per-
haps trying to influence the outcome of
some very serious investigations going
on in Britain. We are trying to prop up
Mr. Blair. The White House has sent up
another one of those rubber stamp
bills. 1 do not dispute that he needs
propping up. His job rating at home is
minus 13 which means his disapproval
exceeds his approval by 13 points. What
I dispute is whether the Congressional
Medal of Honor should become a prop
in the strategy of the British Prime
Minister to regain his people’s trust.

I ask the Members of this body to
consider carefully whether they wish
to risk cheapening the Congressional
Medal of Honor by awarding it to an
embattled politician. Let us not rush
to judgment. Let us revisit this resolu-
tion another day. Even Winston
Churchill was not awarded a Congres-
sional Medal of Honor at any point in
his tumultuous political career, though
there were times when it would have
come in quite handy. His medal was
posthumous. With all due respect,
Prime Minister Blair is not Winston
Churchill.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Without getting into all of the merits
or demerits of the gentleman’s state-
ment, | would note that if there is one
person in the world who does not care
what his poll ratings are, it is Prime
Minister Blair. The fact that his dis-
approval numbers may be high is ex-
actly one of the reasons why he has
demonstrated courage. He stands up for
what is right. He is not concerned
about the naysayers. He is not con-
cerned about the tides of public opinion
as they may be that day.

I would just again remind my col-
leagues that when the United States
was at its darkest moment on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, the one leader who
stood with us more than anyone else
was Prime Minister Blair. He continues
to stand with us. He can be proud of his
record and we can be proud of our
record if we do indeed award him this
honor.

Mr. Speaker, | yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs. MiL-
LER).

(Mrs. MILLER of Michigan asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend her remarks.)

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, since September 11 our Na-
tion has faced very trying times. For
the first time in decades we have been
threatened on our very own soil. We
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have seen American lives and the lives
of others tragically lost. Proud sym-
bols of the American dream and our
prosperity have also been lost.
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But thankfully the American spirit
was not. We have seen heroes rise from
the dust where the World Trade Center
towers once stood. American willpower
and determination have united a Na-
tion precisely when evildoers sought to
divide us. We are resilient, proud, and
since that fateful day, determined as
ever. One nation, the United Kingdom,
has stood proudly with us, shoulder to
shoulder and shown solidarity and sup-
port as we vowed to end terrorism
worldwide. The United States has no
better friend than the United Kingdom
and its leader, Prime Minister Tony
Blair. Since day one, he has been a
steadfast supporter of America in the
war on terrorism and the ensuing cam-
paigns in Afghanistan and Iraq.

In recognition of his unconditional
support of our Nation, | strongly en-
courage my colleagues to join me in
passing legislation to award Tony Blair
the Congressional Gold Medal. There
are no words to express America’s
deep-felt appreciation towards Mr.
Blair; and while this award esteems a
well-deserved honor to Mr. Blair, it
hardly scratches the surface at how
grateful we are for his support and the
support of his country. The Congres-
sional Gold Medal has a long history of
recognizing military leaders, from its
first recipient, George Washington, to
Mother Teresa, Prime Minister Win-
ston Churchill and current leaders like
then-General Colin Powell and now
Secretary of State.

Prime Minister Blair has certainly
demonstrated the bravery, the dedica-
tion and conviction to join this elite
group of awardees. Moreover, he has
shown himself to be a true friend; and
for that | commend him, and | look for-
ward to voting ‘‘yes’” on H.R. 1511.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, | yield myself such time as |
may consume.

I am genuinely moved by the breadth
of spirit of my colleagues in the great
praise they are heaping on this man of
the left who presides proudly over a so-
cialized health system and does so
much else to show that government
has an important positive role in our
life, and | appreciate this kind of bipar-
tisanship. Perhaps it will develop a cer-
tain trans-Atlantic quality and some of
what they so vigorously praise in Eng-
land might creep into their views about
maybe doing something for the Amer-
ican people along the lines of what Mr.
Blair does domestically for the British
people.

Mr. Speaker, | yield 4 minutes to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
HoOEFFEL), who has been a leader in try-
ing to formulate an appropriate Amer-
ican approach to some important ques-
tions.

Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time.
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I am pleased to rise in support of this
resolution today, awarding the Con-
gressional Gold Medal to a great leader
of a great country who is and has been
a great ally of ours. But it is true that
Prime Minister Blair, as President
Bush, both have a credibility problem
regarding weapons of mass destruction.
And it is interesting to see how Eng-
land is dealing with this problem. They
are dealing with it forthrightly, open-
ly. The Parliament has held hearings.
Two members of the British Cabinet
who resigned in protest have testified.
The Prime Minister has subjected him-
self to questions and they are dealing
with this, I believe from a far, it seems
to be a very open process, a very forth-
right process; and the public in Eng-
land will get the information they need
to make a judgment about whether
their intelligence was on the mark,
whether the intelligence was given to
their leaders based upon what they
thought the leaders might want to
hear. Was the intelligence misused by
the British leadership? Was it inac-
curate? And | think they have dealt
with it very forthrightly.

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, that is
not happening in this country. We are
not seeing the administration stepping
forward to deal with the growing credi-
bility gap that has arisen because we
cannot find the weapons of mass de-
struction. We know that Saddam Hus-
sein had weapons of mass destruction
and he used them in the past against
his own people in a very murderous
way, no question about it; but we can-
not find them now. We may find them
next week, and | hope we do because
our credibility is on the line; but we
need a full accounting of how we have
dealt with this issue. We need to know
where those weapons are. We need to
maintain safe custody of them. We
need to dismantle them. If they are
buried in the desert or given to another
country, we need to know what is going
on and make sure that they cannot be
used by anybody else in the future that
has evil intent.

But we also need a full accounting of
our intelligence operation. What were
our leaders told? | know what | was
told, Mr. Speaker. | was told publicly
and privately by the leading senior ad-
visors to the President, with great cer-
tainty | was told that Saddam Hussein
last fall had weapons of mass destruc-
tion, at the very time it turns out that
the Defense Intelligence Agency was
circulating a memo that there was no
credible evidence that Saddam Hussein
then had weapons of mass destruction.

That is not the public comments nor
the private assurances that Members of
Congress or the American public were
being given at the time of the Presi-
dent’s Rose Garden speech September
26, 2002, and several other statements
made. Was the President told what the
intelligence agencies thought he want-
ed to hear? Did the President demand
just one side of the story? We need an
accounting of what has happened. Our
credibility is at stake. If we are ever
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again to embrace the notion of preemp-
tive use of military force which may be
necessary in an age of terror when we
are dealing with an adversary who does
not have a country to defend or a cap-
ital city to defend, if we are ever going
to use a preemptive strategy again, we
must know our intelligence is accu-
rate; otherwise, the doctrine of pre-
emption is unusable.

If we are going to keep this country
safe, we have to know what happened.
We have to know how well or how poor-
ly our intelligence operation func-
tioned. We need an accounting. We are
not getting it from the international
relations committee, which last week
refused to call for documents. We are
not getting it on the floor with the in-
telligence bill because amendments to
have an investigation have been ruled
out of order. We have got a document
dump at the intelligence committee. |
am going to go over and look at those
documents, but | do not think that is
enough. We need to have an account-
ing. We need to know what happened.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

It is really interesting listening to
how certain people on the other side
who are trying to turn this into a de-
bate of weapons of mass destruction
are raising the issue of credibility
when their statements themselves
seem to be at least lacking some credi-
bility, to put it mildly. | would just
emphasize we are talking about what
was known and what was not known.

Let us go back to last September
when Vice President Gore said based at
the time he was Vice President, he had
absolutely no doubt that Irag had an
advanced program of weapons of mass
destruction and those weapons were
hidden throughout Iraq. That was Vice
President Gore based on his access to
intelligence. Just last month, Presi-
dent Clinton said he does not in any
way fault President Bush on the issue
of weapons of mass destruction because
that is exactly what he was told when
he was President of the United States.
Just last Friday in the New York
Times, Kenneth Pollack who was prob-
ably leading spokesman in the Clinton
administration on the issue of Iraq said
there was absolutely no doubt among
any of the intelligence agencies in the
world nor in the United States nor in
the Clinton and Bush administrations
that there were indeed weapons of mass
destruction in Irag.

And it really is ironic that we have
to look to a British foreign minister to
stand with our government and give
the United States the presumption of
the doubt over Saddam Hussein when
certain Members of the opposition
party do not show that same level of
support that Prime Minister Blair is
showing, which | think is very signifi-
cant; and it also demonstrates more
than ever why Americans have such a
high opinion of Prime Minister Blair.

I would also say to the gentleman
from Massachusetts, who was heaping
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praise on the Republicans for trying to
set up this trans-Atlantic relationship
with the British and was hoping that
perhaps this may manifest itself here
on the floor, | would also remind the
gentleman and ask him if he supports
the fact that Tony Blair is bringing the
Labor Party from the left to the right
and is certainly being criticized by
those in the left in Britain. | wonder if
he will also share that in his party and
move his party more toward the cen-
ter.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KING of New York. I yield to the
gentleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, | very much agree with many
of the specifics, but the gentleman mis-
states British politics when he says he
has moved them from left to the right.
Blair would himself repudiate that.
What he has done is to move them from
a position that he thought was too far
to the left to a more mainstream posi-
tion, but still very much on the left,
still very much socialized medicine.
So, yes, | think that the direction that
the Labor Party has moved in, which is
very much a reasonable and responsible
position on the left, is a good one; but
to characterize that as having moved
to the right, 1 think Mr. Blair would
give back his gold medal if the price of
accepting it was to become a rightist
in the gentleman’s mind.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
reclaiming my time, | would say that
the same critics in Britain who are
criticizing Tony Blair’s policy on the
war would in fact be saying that he is
moving his party to the right. So real-
ly | was quoting the equivalent critics
in the British Parliament who are
equivalent to those in this House.
Those who oppose Blair’s policy on
Iraqg, very similar to those on the other
side who are opposing President Bush’s
policy on Iraq, are the same ones who
are saying that he is moving his party
toward the right. So | was just really
quoting some of the ideological kins-
men of some of the opponents here
today.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KING of New York. I yield to the
gentleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, the gentleman once again
misstates British politics because two
of his sharpest critics were people who
were in his government supporting his
moves on domestic policy, supporting
his repositioning towards New Labor.
Two, Robin Cook and Claire Short,
they resigned from the government
specifically over Irag. So the notion
that criticism of his position on Iraq is
also criticism of his movement towards
the New Labor position is simply factu-
ally incorrect.

Mr. KING of New York. Reclaiming
my time, it is very accurate. In fact,
anyone who knows Claire Short, and |
have known her for over 20 years, can
say she was in the far left of the Labor
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Party. She was in the Blair cabinet
very reluctantly, and she was one of
those who was critical not just of his
war policy but also of his domestic
policies.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. What
about Robin Cook? Who was the for-
eign minister and who resigned only
over misuse of intelligence and not
over anything domestic.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
reclaiming my time, actually this has
turned into the House of Commons.
This is great. But reclaiming my time,
| would say that the overwhelming, ab-
solutely categorically overwhelming
majority of those in the Labor Party
who are opposed to Tony Blair resent
also the fact that he is moving the
party towards the center.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Would
that also be true of the British public,
which was opposed to his going to the
war?

Mr. KING of New York. Reclaiming
my time, the beauty of Tony Blair is
unlike certain politicians he does not
follow the polls. The fact is he stands
up for what is right. In the fullness of
time he will be vindicated.

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

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, | yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. MAR-
KEY).

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time.

I want to begin first by agreeing with
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
KING) that Tony Blair has been histori-
cally courageous in Northern Ireland in
helping to reconcile two sides that for
500 years have not been able to see eye
to eye, and he deserves enormous his-
toric credit for that. And on the issue
of lIraq, but for Tony Blair, but for
Tony Blair’s insistence, President Bush
would have never gone to the United
Nations. It was he, Tony Blair, who
made the precondition to his support
that the United States would go to the
United Nations in order to secure a
vote, and for that he deserves enor-
mous credit.

But at the same time in England,
Great Britain, the Parliament right
now, there is an ongoing investigation
of the information that was used as to
justification for the war in Iraq; and it
is to the credit of the Parliament, it is
to the credit of Tony Blair, that he is
accepting the responsibility of the ex-
amination of the information which
was used with regard to the weapons of
mass destruction that was produced by
the intelligence community in Great
Britain and in the United States as a
rationale for the war. It is to the credit
of Tony Blair that he is accepting that
examination.

In our country, just the opposite is
the case. There are essentially three
options that the American people, the
British people are now presented with.
One, that the intelligence was correct,
that the weapons of mass destruction
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existed, and that the weapons of mass
destruction are now in the hands of al
Qaeda, Baathist separatist activity
groups, other terrorist groups, or in
Syria. All of those options are horrific
and not a consequence that we thought
would be a result of this war.

Secondly, that the intelligence was
plain wrong right from the beginning.
There was never any information and
that they botched it right from the be-
ginning. That is horrible.

Or, third, that the intelligence was
correct; but they were told, the intel-
ligence community, to change the in-
formation, to change the information.
They were told deliberately to alter it
in order to argue that there were weap-
ons of mass destruction, that Vice
President CHENEY did visit the CIA, did
try to influence the intelligence com-
munity to change the information, to
leave out key documents. In Britain
they are now looking at that very
issue. They are being told that the in-
formation with regard to the uranium
from Africa was not correct, that the
academic paper that was used rather
than real intelligence was wrong and
should not have been relied upon. We
need the same kind of examination in
our country.

There is now sufficient evidence that
is being produced that there has been a
compromise of the total intelligence
package that the Congress should have
had but, more importantly, that the
American people should have had as
the basis of their judgment.

| voted for the resolution last Octo-
ber. 1 voted for it, and | believe that
the American people and this Congress
deserve all of the information. We need
a blue ribbon commission to examine
all of the intelligence that was used.
England is doing it right now. Tony
Blair is accepting that examination.
We should have the courage in our own
country to give all of the information
to the American public. The intel-
ligence in this country is right now not
complete with regard to what our gov-
ernment knew before we voted on the
floor of this Congress.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, | would suggest to the
gentleman that there was another op-
tion left out and that is the option that
Vice President Gore spoke about last
September, that the weapons are there,
the weapons are hidden, and we will
find them.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield for
one question?

Mr. KING of New York. | yield to the
gentleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Can
we anticipate a gold medal for Vice
President Gore too? Are you going to
give a gold medal to Al Gore too, any-
body who helps you out?

Mr. KING of New York. Reclaiming
my time, | would say to the ranking
member if he wants to introduce that
legislation and obtain 290 signatures,
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certainly we will give it consideration
at that time. We are very open-minded.
We are very liberal on this side of the
aisle.

Mr. Speaker, | yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. OXLEY), the chairman of the
full committee.

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, Members
should speak for themselves about
being liberal on this side of the aisle.

Let me try to draw the debate back
to what we had initially anticipated,
which was to honor Tony Blair with a
Congressional Gold Medal and discuss
exactly why we were able to secure 290
co-sponsors for this legislation. It is
because Tony Blair represents all that
is good.
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It is because of that that the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. BROWN-
WAITE), a distinguished member of our
committee, introduced this legislation
and worked very hard, along with our
friend, the gentlewoman from New
York (Mrs. MALONEY) to gather 290 sig-
natures, and under the leadership of
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
KING), the chairman of the sub-
committee, that we are here today.
That means that this House will go on
record as supporting, with a strong bi-
partisan vote, exactly what Tony Blair
means to the process and what he
means to our country.

We have had a special relationship
with Great Britain for so many years,
after we got the initial argument out
of the way some 200 plus years ago, and
since that time have worked harmo-
niously with Great Britain, no matter
who was in charge over here, or who
was in charge over there. And here we
have a situation where the Prime Min-
ister of the Labor Party is being sup-
ported by a Republican Congress and a
Republican President, because of what
he brings to our relationship and what
he means to all of us.

I think all of us were thrilled when
almost a week after the terrible events
of September 11, 2001, when President
Bush spoke to the Nation from this
very spot and said, America has no
truer friend than Great Britain. And
then, looking up to Tony Blair in the
gallery right up behind me, and said,
“Thank you for coming, friend,” mean-
ing not just the Prime Minister, but all
of his countrymen. That is the special
relationship that we enjoy through
good times and bad with Great Britain.

My family on my dad’s side was from
England, and | have a great deal of re-
spect for their traditions, and | cer-
tainly have a great deal of respect for
their current leadership.

So despite all of the arguments about
weapons of mass destruction, despite
all of the differences that we displayed
over lraq, it was Great Britain in the
presence of Tony Blair who came to
our defense. It was Tony Blair who
made a special trip over to the United
States to bring us condolences and talk
about unification and working together
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with Great Britain, and yes, it was
Tony Blair who defied public opinion,
who did not stick his finger up in the
wind and see which way the wind was
blowing, to say that he was going to do
something right and support the
United States in our efforts against the
brutal dictator, Saddam Hussein.

For that and many, many other rea-
sons, he deserves these accolades, and
he deserves this Congressional Gold
Medal. | urge all of my colleagues to
support this meaningful tribute to a
great world leader, Tony Blair.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, | yield myself the remainder
of my time.

Tony Blair is an embattled politi-
cian, as many people are. He will be
facing an election within some period
of years from his right wing, and he
will be defending the positions that he
holds. He is a strong defender of a con-
tinuation of socialized medicine. He be-
lieves that global warming should be
addressed by international treaty. |
support the British position on allow-
ing gay and lesbian people to serve in
the military. So there is a great deal
about Tony Blair’s record which seems
admirable, and | am glad to see my Re-
publican colleagues setting aside what
might be some minor differences to
them to intervene in a British election
by basically giving him this big boost.
I am not sure that their fellow conserv-
atives in England are quite so happy.

I do want to say, though, that | differ
with those who suggested that some-
how we should not have used this to de-
bate the question of whether or not
Americans ought to know whether in-
telligence was misused or how it was
misused. | agree there would be better
places to debate it. Unfortunately, the
Republican leadership has consistently
done everything possible to keep that
debate off the floor. The intelligence
authorization will be coming up, and
that would have been a good time to
debate it. Our colleague, the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs.
TAUSCHER), had an amendment that
would have allowed a debate on wheth-
er or not to have a select committee.
We cannot have that debate today at
the regular ordered time because the
Republican leadership ordered the
Committee on Rules to kill it.

So yes, | will agree; | saw this and
said, let us use this as a chance to at
least have some debate on this issue,
since the Republican leadership will
not allow it. In fact, what | most ad-
mire about Tony Blair right now is
that as the Prime Minister and the
head of the House of Commons, he has
not even tried to use his control to
shut off a debate. Unlike the Repub-
lican administration and the Repub-
lican leadership here, Tony Blair is al-
lowing the British people and the Brit-
ish political system to have a thorough
debate about the extent to which there
was misuse of evidence on weapons of
mass destruction, and | envy the Brit-
ish. I do not just envy them the Gold
Medal, | envy them the fact that de-
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mocracy is functioning in England
today on this critical question of
whether and to what extent intel-
ligence was misused in a way that is
not being allowed to happen in Amer-
ica.

Now, the gentleman from New York
managing this bill referred to the arti-
cle by Kenneth Pollack. | will submit
Mr. Pollack’s article for the RECORD,
because he said | am sure there were
weapons of mass destruction, and he
goes on in that article to be very crit-
ical of this administration’s misuse of
the evidence. It is a very interesting
article, and | appreciate once again the
gentleman citing it, because he talks
about very important questions about
the misuse of intelligence, the exag-
geration, the manipulation. This is an
administration that argued, in part,
that the weapons of mass destruction
were a major reason to go to war, and
that a Rosanna Danna Banana
““nevermind’’ is not an appropriate re-
sponse in a democracy.

That is what we are getting. We are
getting from them bait and switch: Let
us go to war because of weapons of
mass destruction, and now it is be-
cause, well, he was a terrible man. Yes,
he was a terrible man. Terrible people
are killing people in the Congo. Ter-
rible people run Liberia. Terrible peo-
ple run Burma. If, in fact, we are going
to become the ones that go to the res-
cue of people misused and abused by
their government, there are a lot more
that we can go to.

Weapons of mass destruction was the
critical argument used to justify a war,
and it now appears that they were
grossly exaggerated. The very article
by Kenneth Pollack that the gen-
tleman from New York cited is in fact
harshly critical of this administration
for its misuse of that.

So thanking Tony Blair because he
came to the President’s defense at a
tough time is a reasonable thing to do.
Going to Tony Blair’s defense in a
tough time for him, that is a reason-
able thing to do. Certainly politicians
are not unused to helping each other
out in tough times and reciprocating.

But let us look at the contrast. |
wish, in addition to the Gold Medal for
Tony Blair, we were doing something
for the American people. | would just
propose to my friends on the other
side, given your admiration for Tony
Blair, a simple proposition: Let us du-
plicate here in the United States the
procedures that are now being under-
taken in the British Parliament, let us
give the American people the same ex-
posure to an open debate and investiga-
tion that the British people are giving.
Let us do something for the American
people while we give Tony Blair the
Gold Medal, and thus show respect for
democracy in our own country.

(By Kenneth M. Pollack)

WASHINGTON.—Where are Irag’s weapons of
mass destructions? It's a good question, and
unfortunately we don’t yet have a good an-
swer. There is hope that the capture of Abid
Hamid Mahmoud al-Tikriti, Saddam Hus-
sein’s closet aide, will provide the first solid
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clues. In any event, the mystery will be
solved in good time; the search for Iraqg’s
nonconvential weapons program has only
just begun.

In the meantime, accusations are mount-
ing that the Bush administration made up
the whole Iraqi weapons threat to justify an
invasion. That is just not the case—America
and its allies had plenty of evidence before
the war, and before President Bush took of-
fice, indicating that Iraq was retaining its il-
legal weapons programs.

As for allegations that some in the admin-
istration may have used slanted intelligence
claims in making their case against Saddam
Hussein, they seem to have merit and de-
mand further investigation. But if the truth
was stretched, it seems to have been done
primarily to justify the timing of an inva-
sion, not the merits of one.

The fact that the sites we suspected of con-
taining hidden weapons before the war
turned out to have nothing in them is not
very significant. American intelligence agen-
cies never claimed to know exactly where or
how the Iraqgis were hiding what they had—
not in 1995, not in 1999 and not six months
ago. It is very possible that the ‘“‘missing”’
facilities, weaponized agents, precursor ma-
terials and even stored munitions all could
still be hidden in places we never would have
thought to look. This is exactly why, before
the war, so few former weapons inspectors
had confidence that a new round of United
Nations inspections would find the items
they were convinced Iraq was hiding.

At the heart of the mystery lies the fact
that the Iragis do not seem to have deployed
any stocks of munitions filled with non-
conventional weapons. Why did Saddam Hus-
sein not hit coalition troops with a barrage
of chemical and biological weapons rather
than allow his regime to fall? Why did we
not find them in ammunition dumps, ready
to be fired?

Actually, there are many possible expla-
nations. Saddam Hussein may have under-
estimated the likelihood of war and not
filled any chemical weapons before the inva-
sion. He may have been Kkilled or gravely
wounded in the ‘‘decapitation” strike on the
eve of the invasion and unable to give the or-
ders. Or he may have just been surprised by
the extremely rapid pace of the coalition’s
ground advance and the sudden collapse of
the Republican Guard divisions surrounding
Baghdad. It is also possible that Irag did not
have the capacity to make the weapons, but
given the prewar evidence, this is still the
least likely explanation.

The one potentially important discovery
made so far by American troops—two trac-
tor-trailers found in April and May that fit
the descriptions of mobile germ-warfare labs
given by lIraqi defectors over the years—
might well point to a likely explanation for
at least part of the mystery: Irag may have
decided to keep only a chemical and biologi-
cal warfare production capability rather
than large stockpiles of the munitions them-
selves. This would square with the fact that
several dozen chemical warfare factories
were rebuilt after the first gulf war to
produce civilian pharmaceuticals, but were
widely believed to be dual-use plants capable
of quickly being converted back to chemical
warfare production.

In truth, this was always the most likely
scenario. Chemical and biological warfare
munitions, especially the crude varieties
that Irag developed during the Iran-lraq
War, are dangerous to store and handle and
they deteriorate quickly. But they can be
manufactured and put in warheads relatively
rapidly—meaning that there is little reason
to have thousands of filled rounds sitting
around where they might be found by inter-
national inspectors. It would have been log-
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ical for Irag to retain only some means of
production, which could be hidden with rel-
ative ease and then used to churn out the
munitions whenever Saddam Hussein gave
the word.

Still, no matter what the trailers turn out
to be, the failure so far to find weapons of
mass destruction in no ways invalidates the
prewar intelligence data indicating that Iraq
had the clandestine capacity to build them.
There has long been an extremely strong
case—based on evidence that largely pre-
dates the Bush administration—that Iraq
maintained programs in weapons of mass de-
struction. It was this evidence, along with
reports showing the clear failure of United
Nations efforts to impede lIraq’s progress,
that led the Clinton administration to de-
clare a policy of ‘““regime change” for Iraq in
1998.

In 1995, for example, United Nations in-
spectors found Russian-made ballistic-mis-
sile gyroscopes at the bottom of the Tigris
River; Jordanian officials intercepted others
being smuggled into Iragq that same year. In
July 1998, international inspectors discov-
ered an Iraqi document that showed Baghdad
had lied about the number of chemical
bombs it had dropped during the Iran-lraq
War, leaving some 6,000 such weapons unac-
counted for. Iraq simply refused to concede
that the document even existed.

These episodes, and others like them, ex-
plain why many former Clinton administra-
tion officials, including myself (I was on the
staff of the National Security Council in the
90’s), agreed with the Bush administration
that a war would likely be necessary to pre-
vent Irag from acquiring nuclear and other
weapons. We may not have agreed with the
Bush team’s timing or tactics, but none of us
doubted the fundamental intelligence basis
of its concerns about the Iraqi threat.

As for the estimates the Bush administra-
tion presented regarding Iraq’s holdings of
weapons-related materials, they came from
unchallenged evidence gathered by United
Nations inspectors (in many cases, from
records of the companies that sold the mate-
rials to Iraq in the first place). For instance,
Irag admitted importing 200 to 250 tons of
precursor agents for VX nerve gas; it claimed
to have destroyed these chemicals but never
proved that it had done so. Even Hans Blix,
the last head weapons inspector and a lead-
ing skeptic of the need for an invasion, ad-
mitted that the Iraqis refused to provide a
credible accounting for these materials.

And it wasn’t just the United States that
was concerned about Iraqg’s efforts. By 2002,
British, Israeli and German intelligence
services had also concluded that Iraq was
probably far enough along in its nuclear
weapons program that it would be able to
put together one or more bombs at some
point in the second half of this decade. The
Germans were actually the most fearful of
all—in 2001 they leaked their estimate that
Irag might be able to develop its first work-
able nuclear device in 2004.

Nor was it just government agencies that
were alarmed. In the summer of 2002 | at-
tended a meeting with more than a dozen
former weapons inspectors from half a dozen
countries, along with another dozen experts
on lrag’s weapons programs. Those present
were asked whether they believed Irag had a
clandestine centrifuge lab operating some-
where; everyone did. Several even said they
believed the Iraqis had a covert calutron pro-
gram going as well. (Centrifuge and calutron
operations allow a country to enrich ura-
nium and produce the fissile material for a
nuclear bomb.)

At no point before the war did the French,
the Russians, the Chinese or any other coun-
try with an intelligence operation capable of
collecting information in Iraq say it doubted
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that Baghdad was maintaining a clandestine
weapons capability. All that these countries
ever disagreed with the United States on was
what to do about it.

Which raises the real crux of the slanted-
intelligence debate: the timing of the war.
Why was it necessary to put aside all of our
other foreign policy priorities to go to war
with Iraq in the spring of 2003? It was always
the hardest part of the Bush administra-
tion’s argument to square with the evidence.
And, distressingly, there seems to be more
than a little truth to claims that some mem-
bers of the administration skewed, exagger-
ated and even distorted raw intelligence to
coax the American people and reluctant al-
lies into going to war against Iraq this year.

Before the war, some administration offi-
cials clearly tended to emphasize in public
only the most dire aspects of the intelligence
agencies’ predictions. For example, of great-
est importance were the estimates of how
close Irag was to obtaining a nuclear weap-
on. The major Western intelligence services
essentially agreed that lraq could acquire
one or more nuclear bombs within about four
to six years. However, all also indicated that
it was possible Baghdad might be able to do
so in as few as one or two years if, and only
if, it were able to acquire fissile materials on
the black market.

This latter prospect was not very likely.
The Iragis has been trying to buy fissile ma-
terial since the 1970’s and had never been
able to do so. Nevertheless, some Bush ad-
ministration officials chose to stress that
one-to-two-year possibility rather than the
more likely four-to-six year scenario. Need-
less to say, if the public felt Iraq was still
several years away from acquiring a nuclear
weapon rather than just a matter of months,
there probably would have been much less
support for war this spring.

Moreover, before the war | heard many
complaints from friends still in government
that some Bush officials were mounting a
ruthless campaign over intelligence esti-
mates. | was told that when government ana-
lysts wrote cautious assessments of lIrag’s
capabilities, they were grilled and forced to
go to unusual lengths to defend their judg-
ments and some were chastised for failing to
come to more alarming conclusions. None of
this is illegal, but it was perceived as an at-
tempt to browbeat analysts into either
changing their estimates for shutting up and
ceding the field to their more hawkish col-
leagues.

More damning than the claims of my
former colleagues has been some of the in-
vestigative reporting done since the war.
Particularly troubling are reports that the
administration knew its contention that
Irag tried to purchase uranium from Niger
was based on forged documents. If true, it
would be a serious indictment of the admin-
istration’s handling of the war.

As important as this debate is, what may
ultimately turn out to be the biggest con-
cern over the lraqi weapons program is the
question of whose hands it is now in. If we do
confirm that those two trailers are mobile
biological warfare labs, we are faced with a
tremendous problem. If the defectors’ reports
about the rates at which such mobile labs
were supposedly constructed are correct,
there are probably 22 more trailers still out
there. Where are they? Syria? Iran? Jordan?
Still somewhere in Iraq? Or have they found
their way into the hands of those most cov-
etous—Osama bin Laden and his confed-
erates?

Nor can we allow our consideration of
weapons of mass destruction and politicized
intelligence to be a distraction from the
most important task at hand: rebuilding
Iraq. History may forgive the United States
if we don’t find the arsenal we thought we
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would. No one will forgive us if we botch the
reconstruction and leave Irag a worse mess
than we found it.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. Goss), the chairman of the
Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence.

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

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, | thank the
distinguished gentleman for vyielding
me this time.

Mr. Speaker, | rise this morning to
celebrate the purpose of the Medal,
which is the great leadership of Tony
Blair. The world needs civilized lead-
ers. The world is a scary place. There
are a lot of things going on, and all
that is necessary for evil to triumph is
for good men to do nothing. Good men
are not infallible. Mistakes can be
made. But good men acting on good
judgment, doing the best they can with
what they have is what we are cele-
brating here today.

Tony Blair as Prime Minister has
been a great friend to our country,
which has a special relationship, of
course, with the United Kingdom, of
which we are very proud, and an espe-
cially strong relationship in the area of
intelligence. He has been a great friend
with President Clinton when he was
President of our country, and with
President Bush. Who is currently the
President of our country.

I think that friendship has gone
through a lot of activity in the past
several years, and Tony Blair has been
there standing strong. He is a proud
person to be associated with, in my
view. | am pleased that the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. BROWN-
WAITE), the gentleman from New York
(Chairman KING), the gentlewoman
from New York (Mrs. MALONEY) and
others have had the good sense to bring
this forward at this time, and | thank
them for doing it, and | urge strong
support.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

As | said at the outset, it is a great
honor for me personally to be able to
stand here and move this legislation
today. | must say that | am sure some
of my Irish ancestors are appreciating
the improbability of this moment that
I would be making such an impassioned
defense for a British Prime Minister.

The fact is, Tony Blair transcends
national politics. He transcends petti-
ness and partisanship, and that is what
we have tried to do here. Yes, obvi-
ously, there are differences between
Members on this side of the aisle and
certain policies of Tony Blair. We are
not talking about his policies per se;
we are talking about his courage, we
are talking about his unique sense of
dedication to democratic values and
the fact that he is such a close ally of
the United States, and that does tran-
scend whatever differences there may
be, and that should also transcend
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whatever differences we might have in
recognizing the greatness of an indi-
vidual and realizing the uniqueness of a
very special relationship.

But, if | could just add in closing, be-
cause | know there is going to be a
record of this and we have gone over
different debates, | would just thank
the gentleman from Massachusetts for
introducing the full column by Mr. Pol-
lack. | would stand by that, and |
would say that anyone reading that,
any balanced person reading that
would see that as an affirmation that
weapons of mass destruction did indeed
exist, and also honest differences as far
as nuclear weapons. It is all there. |
will allow the public to look at that, to
read it, and come to their judgment. It
certainly went far beyond as far as
being reasoned, as far as being ration-
al, some of the overheated rhetoric
that has been coming forth from others
here. And that to me is the type of de-
bate we should be having, an intel-
ligent debate.

Also, |1 would say there is a difference
between a parliamentary system and
the system that we have. Indeed we
fought a revolution in 1776 to establish
our type of government.

But in conclusion, let us get back to
the main point. Tony Blair is a unique
world leader, an outstanding world
leader, a long and dear and absolutely
loyal friend of the United States. For
that, Mr. Speaker, he deserves this
Gold Medal as much as any world lead-
er ever has. | stand with him. I would
hope that the overwhelming majority
of this Congress would stand with him,
stand with the United States Senate in
acknowledging the uniqueness and the
unique loyalty and sense of courage
that Tony Blair has demonstrated.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KING of New York. | yield to the
gentleman from Massachusetts.
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Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. |
would be willing to stand with the Sen-
ate on this if we could stand with them
on the child tax credit. Can we make
some kind of deal here on standing
with the Senate?

Mr. KING of New York. Reclaiming
my time, | would say that when Tony
Blair is here, that if we can arrange a
private meeting with the ranking
member from Massachusetts, | am sure
he can impart unique wisdom to the
Prime Minister of Great Britain, and
that would really mean that the Prime
Minister has earned his gold medal.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong op-
position to this legislation for a number of rea-
sons. First, to force the American people to
pay tens of thousands of dollars to give a gold
medal to a foreign leader is immoral and un-
constitutional. | will continue in my uncompro-
mising opposition to appropriations not author-
ized within the enumerated powers of the
Constitution—a Constitution that each member
of Congress swore to uphold.

Second, though these gold medals are an
unconstitutional appropriation of American tax

Mr.
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dollars, at least in the past we have awarded
them to great humanitarians and leaders like
Mother Theresa, President Reagan, Pope
John Paul Il, and others. These medals have
generally been proposed to recognize a life of
service and leadership, and not for political
reasons—as evidenced by the overwhelming
bipartisan support for awarding President
Reagan, a Republican, a gold medal. That
these awards have generally gone to these
types of otherwise deserving individuals is why
| have many times offered to contribute $100
of my own money, to be matched by other
Members, to finance these medals.

| sense that this current proposal is dif-
ferent, however. No one is claiming that British
Prime Minister Tony Blair has given a lifetime
of humanitarian service like Mother Theresa,
or demonstrated the historical leadership of a
Ronald Reagan. No one suggests that British
Prime Minister, leading the avowedly socialist
Labour Party, has embraced American values
such as freedom and limited governments and
imported those to Great Britain—as Margaret
Thatcher had attempted before him. No, Tony
Blair is being proposed for his medal for one
reason: he provided political support when
international allies were sought in advance of
America’s attack on Iraq. Does this overtly po-
litical justification for awarding this medal not
cheapen both the medal itself and the
achievements of those who have been award-
ed it previously?

| find it particularly odd that this Republican-
controlled Congress would nominate one such
as Tony Blair to receive this award. His polit-
ical party is socialist: Britain under Blair has a
system of socialized medicine and government
intervention in all aspects of the commercial
and personal lives of its citizens. Socialism is
an enemy of freedom and liberty—as the 20th
century taught us so well. It is the philo-
sophical basis of a century of mass-murder
and impoverishment.

In May, a British television poll found that
Prime Minister Blair is the most unpopular
man in Great Britain. A brief look at his rules
leaves little question why this is so. He has
eroded Britain’s constitutional base—recently
abolishing the ancient position of Lord Chan-
cellor without any debate. He has overseen a
massive expansion of government with the
creation of costly “assemblies” in Wales and
Scotland. He has also overseen changes in
Britain’'s voting system that many have
claimed has opened the door to widespread
voting fraud. In short, he is no Margaret
Thatcher and certainly no Winston Churchill.
Yet today Congress is voting to give him its
highest honor.

Mr. Speaker, it is very easy to be generous
with the people’s money. | believe the
politicization of this medal, as we are seeing
here today, really makes my own point on
such matters: Congress should not be spend-
ing the people’s money for appropriations not
authorized within the enumerated powers of
the Constitution. When it does so, it charts a
dangerous course away from the rule of law
and away from liberty. | urge a “no” vote on
this unfortunate bill.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
strong support of H.R. 1511, to award the
Congressional Gold Medal to Tony Blair,
Prime Minister of Great Britain.

The Congressional Gold Medal is the high-
est honor Congress can bestow to civilians
and foreign leaders in recognition of their out-
standing and enduring contributions to the
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United States. It is fitting that we consider
Prime Minister Blair for this award in the wake
of a challenging and historic period for our two
nations.

Upon the terrorist attacks of September 11,
Prime Minister Blair was the first leader to
rush to America’s side to provide assistance.
His expression of solidarity assured us that we
were not alone in the world as a victim of ter-
rorism, and that attacks on our soil were also
as assault on the sovereignty of Great Britain,
which lost more of its own citizens in the
World Trade Center than any other foreign na-
tion. In a very difficult time for our country, Mr.
Blair has courageously demonstrated that the
U.K. is our staunchest and most steadfast ally
by helping us lead the coalition of democratic
nations in the defense of our mutual security
from terrorism and the proliferation of weap-
ons of mass destruction.

Together with Great Britain we have made
progress toward dismantling the global net-
work of state sponsored terrorism. However,
despite considerable public opposition and po-
litical fallout in his own country, Prime Minister
Blair never wavered from his commitment to
the United States and the international coali-
tion to determine whether the existence of
weapons of mass destruction in Iraq pre-
sented an imminent threat to its neighbors and
our troops based on the Middle East. Under
the Prime Minister's leadership, Great Britain
contributed troops and meaningful support for
Operations Enduring Freedom and Iraqi Free-
dom. As British troops fought shoulder to
shoulder with American troops in Iraq, Mr.
Blair made it clear all along that the U.K.
shared our values and principles for the mis-
sion, particularly when he said, “We go to lib-
erate not conquer . . . and the only flag which
will be flown in that ancient land is their own.”

Mr. Speaker, | applaud Prime Minister Tony
Blair's extraordinary leadership and his na-
tion’s enduring commitment to our mutual sup-
port of liberty and democracy. | am proud to
support H.R. 1511 to authorize the President,
on behalf of Congress, to award the Gold
Medal to Prime Minister Blair. | also wish to
thank the people of Great Britain, the mem-
bers of the royal armed forces, and their fami-
lies for their shared commitment and many
sacrifices for the preservation of democracy
and liberty in a world allied against terror.

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, it is with great disappointment that |
cannot be present today to speak and vote in
favor of H.R. 1511, a bill to award Prime Min-
ister Tony Blair the Congressional Gold Medal.
| introduced this legislation on March 31 and
have since been working with my colleagues
to obtain the necessary 290 cosponsors for
floor action. | would like to commend Chair-
man OXLEY and the Financial Services Com-
mittee, as well as Rep. RICHARD BAKER and
Rep. CAROLYN MALONEY for their tireless ef-
forts in getting this bill to the floor today.

As we emerge successfully from Operation
Iraqi Freedom, it is important to remember that
we did not fight this war alone. The brave men
and women of the British military have fought
and died, side by side, with our American sol-
diers. Just yesterday, 6 British soldiers were
killed in an attack north of Basra. Great Brit-
ain, under the leadership of Tony Blair, has
paid the ultimate sacrifice.

Prime Minister Blair has ignored political ex-
pediency and risked his own career to stand
up for what he knows is right. Operation Iraqi
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Freedom has freed millions of Iragis from the
oppression of Saddam Hussein’s brutal dicta-
torship. The Operation has ousted a regime
bent on securing and then distributing weap-
ons of mass destruction to those who would
use them against the United States, our
friends, and the people of Irag. Despite at-
tempts by many of our “allies” to thwart this
noble effort, Prime Minister Blair and Great
Britain have remained strong and active play-
ers in Operation Iragi Freedom.

| am deeply honored to play a role in award-
ing Prime Minister Tony Blair the Congres-
sional Gold Medal and | thank my colleagues
in the House of Representatives for joining
me.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
commend British Prime Minister Tony Blair.

| am proud to be a consponsor of this legis-
lation to award Mr. Blair with the Congres-
sional Gold Medal. | would like to recognize
Mr. Blair's—and Britain’s—longstanding
staunch support of our nation’s democratic
ideals.

Whether one supported or opposed the war
in Iraq, it is true that under Blair's leadership,
Britain has provided extensive military support
in the war in Iraq. He has argued passionately
and consistently about the threats Saddam
Hussein posed in the Persian Gulf and ulti-
mately to the Western world. Honoring Prime
Minister Blair with the Congressional Gold
Medal would be a fitting tribute to him, the
people of Great Britain, and the thousands of
British troops who fought valiantly alongside
American soldiers in Iraq. We now have a his-
toric opportunity to reaffirm our Nation’s friend-
ship with Great Britain, and our mutual com-
mitment to freedom and democracy.

| hope that the occasion of Mr. Blair being
awarded the Congressional Gold Medal will be
an opportunity to invite Mr. Blair to address a
joint session of Congress. | have worked with
my colleague Mr. ROYCE to encourage our
Congressional leaders to invite Mr. Blair to do
so, and | can think of no occasion more fitting.
In light of Mr. Blair's enduring friendship with
the United States, | look forward to hearing his
views on the future of Irag and the Middle
East.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I have no further requests for time, and
| yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from New
York (Mr. KING) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
1511.

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.

———

EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR
FREEDOM IN HONG KONG

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the resolution (H. Res.
277) expressing support for freedom in
Hong Kong.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. REs. 277

Whereas Hong Kong has long been the

world’s freest economy, renowned for its rule
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of law and its jealous protection of civil
rights and civil liberties;

Whereas the 1984 Sino-British Joint Dec-
laration explicitly guarantees that all of
Hong Kong’s freedoms, including press free-
dom, religious freedom, and freedom of asso-
ciation, will continue for at least 50 years;

Whereas the Government of the People’s
Republic of China pledged to respect Hong
Kong’s Basic Law of 1990, which explicitly
protects freedom of speech, of the press and
of publication, of association, of assembly, of
procession, of demonstration, and of commu-
nication;

Whereas the Basic Law also explicitly pro-
tects freedom of conscience, religious belief,
and of religious expression;

Whereas Hong Kong’s traditional rule of
law, which has guaranteed all of these civil
rights and civil liberties, is essential to its
continued freedom, and the erosion of that
rule of law bodes ill for the maintenance and
expansion of both economic freedom and in-
dividual civil rights;

Whereas in the United States-Hong Kong
Policy Act of 1992 Congress declared: ““The
human rights of the people of Hong Kong are
of great importance to the United States and
are directly relevant to United States inter-
ests in Hong Kong. A fully successful transi-
tion in the exercise of sovereignty over Hong
Kong must safeguard human rights in and of
themselves. Human rights also serve as a
basis for Hong Kong’s continued economic
prosperity.”’;

Whereas since Hong Kong became a Special
Administrative Region (SAR) of the People’s
Republic of China on July 1, 1997, the Hong
Kong authorities have changed the system of
electing representatives to the Legislative
Council, added appointed members to Dis-
trict Councils, invited the central govern-
ment to reverse Hong Kong courts, and de-
clined to permit the entry of some American
visitors and other foreign nationals whose
views are opposed by the People’s Republic
of China;

Whereas, despite the provisions of the
Basic Law which call for a gradual and or-
derly process toward democratic election of
the legislature and chief executive, and
which call for universal suffrage, the Govern-
ment of the Hong Kong SAR and the People’s
Republic of China have stymied this process;

Whereas the traditional liberties of Hong
Kong’s 7,000,000 people are now immediately
threatened by Hong Kong’s proposed ‘““Arti-
cle 23" laws, which were drafted under strong
pressure from the Government of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China, dealing with sedi-
tion, treason, and subversion against the
Chinese Communist Party, and the theft of
state secrets;

Whereas the proposed legislation would
give the Hong Kong Government discretion
to imprison individuals for ‘“‘attempting to
commit” the undefined crime of ‘“‘subver-
sion’’; would criminalize not only member-
ship in, but even attendance at meetings of,
organizations not approved by Beijing; and
would threaten freedom of religion, member-
ship in authentic trade unions, political ac-
tivity of all kinds, and a wide range of public
and private expression;

Whereas the proposed legislation would
give Hong Kong’s Secretary for Security, an
appointee of the Government of the People’s
Republic of China, broad authority to ban or-
ganizations it deemed in opposition to the
national interest, thereby threatening reli-
gious organizations such as the Falun Gong
and the Roman Catholic Church;

Whereas under the proposed legislation
such basic and fundamental procedural
rights as notice and opportunity to be heard
could be waived by the appointee of the Gov-
ernment of the People’s Republic of China in
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Hong Kong if honoring these rights ‘“‘would
not be practicable’’;

Whereas the People’s Republic of China’s
history of arbitrary application of its own
criminal law against dissenters, and its pat-
tern of imprisoning and exiling those with
whom it disagrees, provide strong reasons to
oppose the expansion of Beijing’s ability to
use its discretion against Hong Kong’s free-
doms;

Whereas similar subversion laws in the
People’s Republic of China are regularly used
to convict and imprison journalists, labor ac-
tivists, Internet entrepreneurs, and aca-
demics;

Whereas broad segments of the Hong Kong
community have expressed strong concerns
about, and opposition to, the proposed new
laws;

Whereas those members of Hong Kong’s
Legislative Council elected by universal suf-
frage oppose the proposed new laws, but are
powerless to stop them against the majority
of votes controlled directly and indirectly by
the Government of the People’s Republic of
China;

Whereas the scheduled consideration of
these proposals to restrict Hong Kong’s free-
doms in the Legislative Council on July 9,
2003, makes the threat to its people clear and
imminent; and

Whereas it is the duty of freedom loving
people everywhere to stand with the people
of Hong Kong against this dangerous erosion
of its long-held and cherished rights: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) condemns any restriction of the free-
dom of thought, expression, or association in
Hong Kong, consistent with the United
States-Hong Kong Policy Act of 1992;

(2) recognizes that because Hong Kong ex-
ercises considerable influence in inter-
national affairs, as a developed economy, fi-
nancial center, trading entrepot and ship-
ping center, reductions in the existing free-
dom of the Hong Kong people would be of
global significance;

(3) urges the Hong Kong Government and
the People’s Republic of China to withdraw
the proposed implementation of Article 23 of
the Basic Law insofar as it would reduce the
basic human freedoms of the people of Hong
Kong;

(4) calls upon the People’s Republic of
China, the National People’s Congress, and
any other groups appointed by the Govern-
ment of the People’s Republic of China to
leave all revisions of Hong Kong law to a leg-
islature elected by universal suffrage;

(5) urges immediate elections for the Leg-
islative Council of Hong Kong according to
rules approved by the Hong Kong people
through an election-law convention, ref-
erendum, or both;

(6) calls upon the Government of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China to fully respect the
autonomy and independence of the chief ex-
ecutive, the civil service, the judiciary, the
police of Hong Kong, and the Independent
Commission Against Corruption; and

(7) calls upon the United States Govern-
ment, other governments, the people of the
United States, and the people of the world to
support freedom in Hong Kong by—

(A) making clear statements against any
limitations on existing human freedoms in
Hong Kong; and

(B) transmitting those statements to the
people and the Government of the People’s
Republic of China.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
each will control 20 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman

from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH).
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, | ask unanimous consent that
all Members have 5 legislative days to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H. Res.
277, the resolution under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, | yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART).

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, | thank the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH)
for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, | know the hard work
that the gentleman from California
(Mr. Cox) has put into this, along with,
obviously, the leadership of the Com-
mittee on International Relations that
have made it possible, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS),
for this resolution to come forward in a
timely basis.

Timeliness is critical here. Time is of
the essence because of what the Chi-
nese Communist regime is seeking to
do precisely in these weeks in Hong
Kong. It seems as though, Mr. Speaker,
tyranny knows only one modus ope-
randi, to repress the people by any
means necessary to prevent dissent. We
have seen this all too clearly with the
dictator only 90 miles off our shores
here, off the shores of the United
States. And now a bastion of freedom
in the face of one of the most tyran-
nical regimes in the world is facing a
dire threat. Hong Kong may soon have
its important freedoms destroyed by
the so-called People’s Republic of
China, the PRC.

In an act of complete cowardice and
desperation, the PRC has prepared new
legislation called article 23 of the Basic
Law which seeks to severely restrict
the freedoms of the people of Hong
Kong. The communist government in
Beijing is pressuring the local govern-
ment in Hong Kong to pass this legisla-
tion before July 9. Freedom of the
press and freedom of expression are in
great jeopardy because of this legisla-
tion. The actions of the Chinese regime
fly in the face of promise made by Bei-
jing of ““one country, two systems,” a
50-year commitment that was made to
the world to preserve Hong Kong’s re-
spect for human liberties. But a mere 6
years after the British handed Hong
Kong to the Communist Chinese, we
see that the totalitarianism has no pa-
tience. It cannot stand to see the fail-
ures of its regime in the very face of
the shining example that Hong Kong
has been of freedom and civil liberties.

The elimination of freedom of speech
holds countless dangers. For example,
the recent SARS outbreak in China
and many parts of the world was has-
tened in fact by the PRC’s inability to
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deal with the truths. The regime’s lies
and deception hamstrung the world
from dealing effectively with the crisis.
The truths about the epidemic’s extent
were unclear; totalitarianism simply
could not face or did not know how to
face reality. Now, this created a grave
health threat in Hong Kong and really
for the rest of the world.

Freedom of speech, Mr. Speaker, is
important for every aspect of life. It
protects individual citizens from the
deception that we saw in the example
of the SARS crisis by offering multiple
important sources of information. The
PRC claims that this law it is seeking
to impose on the people of Hong Kong
is a means to ensure its national secu-
rity. The rest of the world rightly sees
it for what it is, an attempts to roll
back liberties that Hong Kong has to
thwart any pressure for greater lib-
erties throughout the rest of China.

Now, if the world does not stand up
to the PRC now, this will only be the
beginning of the tightening of its to-
talitarian grip on the people of Hong
Kong. The United States Government
has an obligation to stand with the
people of Hong Kong. The State De-
partment must not fail to show the
outrage of the American people at the
destruction of the most basic liberties
which have survived up to now on the
island of freedom that is Hong Kong.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume. |
rise in strong support of this resolu-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, first | would like to
commend my friend, the gentleman
from California (Mr. Cox), the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH),
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. LIN-
COLN DIAZ-BALART), and the Demo-
cratic leader, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. PELosI), for their
strong support of this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, one of the most moving
moments of my life in a very sad sense
was the 1st of July, 1997, when | was
present in Hong Kong with our then-
Secretary of State Madelyn Albright as
the British flag came down and the flag
of Communist China went up. It was a
sad moment for all of us who believe in
free and open and democratic govern-
ment and in human rights across the
globe.

The people of Hong Kong over the
decades have made an enormous con-
tribution to the economic and cultural
life of the Asia-Pacific region, and they
set the standards for efficiency and
honesty and integrity in government.
Hong Kong has been enormously help-
ful to us in the war on terrorism, par-
ticularly in cracking down on the use
of banks in the Asia-Pacific region to
launder funds for the benefit of terror-
ists.

But Hong Kong’s hard-earned inter-
national reputation is being severely
damaged by the government’s pursuit
of so-called article 23 antisedition leg-
islation.

This resolution before us expresses
our strong concerns and reservations
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regarding these dangerous trends. And
I hope that our passage of this legisla-
tion will influence consideration of ar-
ticle 23 by the legislature of Hong
Kong.

This insidious bill proposed by the
government in Hong Kong goes a long
way towards giving the chief executive
appointed by a Beijing-packed com-
mittee broad authority to ban organi-
zations if they are prohibited to func-
tion in mainland China for ‘‘national
security’’ reasons.

If this legislation in Hong Kong
should pass, it is very likely that the
government of Hong Kong will imme-
diately face pressure from Beijing to
ban the Falun Gong movement. Hong
Kong representatives of evangelical
Christian groups, labor unions, human
rights organizations will find that they
may also be banned in Hong Kong, as
American labor activist Harry Wu was
prohibited from entering Hong Kong
just last year.

The ability of targeted organizations,
perhaps | should say persecution orga-
nizations, to obtain a public hearing
can be waived by the Hong Kong chief
executive if he deems such public hear-
ings as not practicable.

Mr. Speaker, Hong Kong’s strength is
its commitment to the rule of law. The
legislation proposed by the Hong Kong
Government calls that commitment
into serious question. The democratic
forces in Hong Kong, including my
good friend Martin Lee, are fighting for
Hong Kong’s democratic future and its
free and open way of life. We in this
body must support their battle.

Our resolution has the strong support
of both the Democratic and Republican
leadership of our House, and | urge all
of my colleagues to support its pas-

sage.
Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.

Speaker, | yield myself such time as |
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, today’s resolution in-
troduced by my good friend and col-
league, the gentleman from California
(Mr. Cox), and many, many CO-Sponsors
on freedom in Hong Kong, raises a
sober question for all of us to ponder.
How does a state balance a need to pro-
tect itself from acts of sedition with
the equally important need to protect
the civil liberties of its citizens?

This very same issue arose in the
early days of our own Republic, in the
year 1798 to be exact. The Adams ad-
ministration and the Federalist-con-
trolled Congress used the excuse of the
extreme revolutionary fervor coming
across the Atlantic from France to
pass a series of legislative measures
known collectively as the Alien and
Sedition Act. These measures were
seen as effectively nullifying the First
Amendment guarantees of freedom of
speech and freedom of the press. Public
uproar was such that Congress repealed
one of the measures and allowed the
rest to die a natural death through ex-
piration.
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The point here is that all govern-
ments, as we are acutely aware of after
the tragic events of September 11, have
the imperative to protect their institu-
tions and citizens from sedition, trea-
son, and terrorism.

The question raised, however, is does
article 23 of the Basic Law of the Hong
Kong Special Administrative Region,
to be considered by the Hong Kong
Legislative Council this coming July 9,
go beyond legitimate security needs?
Does it, like the Alien and Sedition
Act, threaten the civil liberties of the
body politic as a whole? There are dis-
turbing indications that the answer to
these questions is an affirmative
“‘yes.”’

The American Congress expressed its
clear concern for the preservation of
human rights for the people of Hong
Kong through adoption of the U.S.-
Hong Kong Policy Act of 1992. When
Hong Kong ended British rule on July 1
of 1997 and was returned to the sov-
ereignty of the Chinese people, an im-
portant pledge was given. That pledge
was that for the next 50 years under a
‘‘one-country, two-systems’” formula,
Hong Kong would continue to inde-
pendently exercise those economic and
political freedoms which had evolved
there over time.

Those who feared the worst on that
July day now almost 6 years ago, the
sounds of jack boots in the street of
Hong Kong found that their fears were
largely unfounded. There was no imme-
diate descent of the Bamboo Curtain.
Instead, however, like drops of water
falling upon a rock, there has been a
slow erosion of those democratic quali-
ties which made Hong Kong unique.

American citizens of certain political
or philosophical persuasions have been
denied entry. An internationally re-
spected Hong Kong newspaper whose
owners turn their eyes towards Beijing
have fired its most effective and out-
spoken journalists.

An American citizen released from a
Chinese prison found the attitude of
the administration at the Hong Kong
university where he taught so hostile
that he relocated to the United States.
Ever so slowly, the rock of freedom is
being washed away by these slow, but
steady, drips of tyranny.

Article 23 in its present form is a
major step in that erosion. This view is
held not only by the overwhelming ma-
jority of the American Congress. Inter-
nationally respected Hong Kong lead-
ers, including political leaders like
Martin Li, and religious leaders like
Roman Catholic Bishop Joseph Zen
have reached the same conclusion, that
article 23, as it is presently con-
structed, will open the door to a slow,
steady decline of liberty in Hong Kong.
The Hong Kong men and women in the
street have also voiced their concerns
over the implementation of article 23
and its corrosive effect on the right to
peaceful assembly, such as is annually
done on the streets of Hong Kong on
June 4, the anniversary of the
Tiananmen Square massacre.
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Mr. Speaker, as a symbol of hope for
the future of China, Hong Kong has
great significance beyond that of a

small urban enclave of international
trade and commerce.
0 1215
What happens there is closely

watched in Taiwan, in Beijing and in
greater Asia beyond. A slow twilight,
sunset of liberty in Hong Kong, there-
fore, will have repercussions and very
negative ones far beyond its own bor-
ders.

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

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am
proud to yield as much time as she
might consume to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. PELOSI), the
Democratic leader who has spent her
professional life fighting for human
rights and specifically fighting for
human rights for the people of Hong
Kong.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the distinguished ranking member of
the Committee on International Rela-
tions for yielding the time and for his
tremendous leadership.

What an honor it is to be on the floor
today with my friend the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH), the vice
chair, | understand, of the Committee
on International Relations, and with
the gentleman from California (Mr.
LANTOS), two champions of human
rights every place in the world. By
their leadership and their tireless en-
ergy, boundless 1 would say, on behalf
of freedom, they have set an example,
freed people, made the world a freer
place, and we are all in their debt.

I am pleased to join my colleague the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. CARDIN)
as well as we speak to the issue of the
preservation of freedom in Hong Kong.
So it is with appreciation to all of my
colleagues here present on the floor
and to the gentleman from California
(Mr. Cox), who is one of the authors of
the resolution, that | join in calling for
the preservation of freedom in Hong
Kong, keeping promises made to the
people of Hong Kong.

Mr. Speaker, when the Sino-British
Joint Declaration was initiated in 1997,
it guaranteed the preservation of free-
doms basic to life in Hong Kong. Just 5
years later, those freedoms, freedom of
press, freedom of religion, freedom of
association, are under assault.

The House must act today to make
clear to the Hong Kong government
and to the People’s Republic of China
the seriousness with which the United
States views any action that would
subvert the promise of human rights
contained in the joint resolution.

The draft provisions to implement
Article 23 of Hong Kong’s basic law
would give Beijing the ability to deter-
mine what types of organizations could
exist in Hong Kong and which views
could be expressed. Many of us received
a delegation led by Martin Lee, the
very distinguished democracy advocate
in Hong Kong, just a few weeks ago,
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where they expressed their concern and
the impact that this action would have
on Hong Kong, as we have known it, as
a dynamic society where business has
flourished because information has
been able to flow freely.

This action is a significant threat to
Hong Kong’s autonomy and to the free-
doms that make it a center for the ex-
change of information and ideas. It is
an even greater concern because the
movement toward popular democracy,
as required under the basic law, has
not begun.

I commend President Bush on the ad-
ministration’s forceful opposition last
Thursday to the Article 23 proposal.
The administration statement empha-
sized that: ‘“Hong Kong’s special sta-
tus, endorsed by the United States
under the Hong Kong Policy Act, de-
pends on the local authorities’ protec-
tion of human and civil rights and the
preservation of the territory’s auton-
omy. The United States opposes any
law that threatens the territory’s
unique identity, including the current
version of Article 23 legislation.”” That
is from the President’s statement.

Hopefully, after leaders in Hong Kong
and Beijing reflect seriously on those
words and the strong sentiments con-
tained in the legislation we are consid-
ering today, they will move to amend
the proposal to preserve the freedom of
the people of Hong Kong that they
were promised.

Mr. Speaker, | congratulate the lead-
ership again of the Committee on
International Relations, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE), the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS),
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH), and the leadership of the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. Cox) in in-
troducing this legislation. | was
pleased to join him in doing so.

The Committee on International Re-
lations has provided an opportunity for
the House to go on record in favor of
the preservation of human rights in
Hong Kong in opposition to actions
that threaten them. | urge over-
whelming adoption of this measure to
underscore our commitment to the
cause of freedom in Hong Kong.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, | yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from lowa (Mr. KING), my good
friend.

Mr. KING of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | ap-
preciate the opportunity to speak.

Today, | rise in strong support of the
Hong Kong resolution. | doubt many of
us in this Chamber will forget the Cold
War and the United States’ dedication
to protect any country threatened by a
Communist regime.

Today, | ask, have we forgotten the
image of that one Chinese student
blocking a barrage of tanks or the hur-
riedly erected plaster Lady liberty
proudly emulating our own Statue of
Liberty displayed so prominently as a
symbol of the Chinese people’s desire
to be free? How can we ever forget the
hundreds of Chinese martyrs Killed on
that warm June night in Tiananmen
Square 14 years ago?
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Because we are a Nation that does
not forget the human tragedy and
sufferings committed by Communist
regimes in the last century, we cannot
watch silently today as the freedoms
enjoyed by the people of Hong Kong are
being stripped away.

Prior to 1997, Hong Kong was not
only an economic powerhouse, it served
as a beacon of hope that one day rule of
law, transparency and a republican
form of government would be a reality
in the People’s Republic of China. How-
ever, rather than adopting Hong Kong’s
free society, China now flexes its op-
pressive muscles over Hong Kong them-
selves, depriving them not only of the
freedom of speech, religion and associa-
tion agreed to by the British and Chi-
nese Government in 1997, but these
freedoms that are guaranteed because
they are inalienable and endowed to all
members of the human race. As our
President has said, that freedom is a
right of every person and the future of
every Nation.

Today, | rise to join in solidarity
with the often lonely voice of Hong
Kong’s Bishop Joseph Zen, who is a
tireless advocate of the people of Hong
Kong and a vocal fundamental critic of
the Chinese government’s disregard of
the fundamental rights of the gov-
erned. Bishop Zen risks his own life by
speaking with moral authority, and his
commitment to protect the dignity of
each human person should be sup-
ported.

Congress must send a clear message
to the Chinese Government that we ex-
pect them to abide by the premise of
Hong Kong’s basic law which grants
gradual progress towards the demo-
cratic election of the legislature and
chief executive. Furthermore, the
United States must continue the fight
against communism, an oppressive re-
gime that denies each individual his or
her dignity and holds countries that
violate human rights accountable.

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor
of this resolution because it protects
what America has, what America
stands for and what Hong Kong does
not want to lose, the gift of freedom.

I thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. Cox) for his important reso-
lution.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, we re-
serve the balance of our time.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, | yield myself such time as |
may consume.

While we are waiting for the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. Cox), the
prime author of this legislation, to ar-
rive here let me just again reiterate a
few things.

I like many others have followed the
ongoing human rights abuses by the
People’s Republic of China, and many
of us had hoped, and this hope is now at
grave risk, that Hong Kong might
avoid the same kind of repressive re-
gime visited upon it that other people
in the People’s Republic of China live
with and endure each and every day.

Our hope is that the Chinese Govern-
ment, especially with its work in the
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WTO, with its attempt to join the
world leaders as a major player, that it
would respect the democratic rights of
Hong Kong and learn from it. Hong
Kong can be a beacon for them not
only economically, but also in the area
of human rights and fundamental free-
doms. The dictatorship in Beijing real-
ly has nothing to fear but fear itself by
giving in, it seems to me, to basic and
fundamental human rights.

Over time, if the PRC were to do
that, they certainly would be re-
spected, but if they do the opposite,
they will be held in contempt, and
what this resolution says, it is a cau-
tionary flag, do not do it, do not bring
the repressive policies that you have
foisted upon your own people to the
people of Hong Kong. The PRC has al-
ready promised, as we all indicated
earlier, that there would be at least a
50-year hiatus where at least a sem-
blance of freedom would be experi-
enced.

Mr. Speaker, | yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
California (Mr. Cox), my friend and col-
league.

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, | thank the
Chairman for yielding me the time.

I rise in support of H. Res. 277, ex-
pressing the sense of this House in sup-
port of freedom in Hong Kong. Hong
Kong is a jewel. We are all admirers of
Hong Kong on both sides of the aisle,
Democrats and Republicans.

Hong Kong has had for years what is
probably the freest economy in the
world, and along with that they have
had civil rights and civil liberties of
which Hong Kongers themselves have
been jealously protective. Nothing has
changed in that respect except that
under the one country-two systems for-
mula the government of the People’s
Republic of China is getting ahead of
themselves by many decades.

They promised 50 years, and instead,
they are now seeking to replace the
traditional civil law of Hong Kong with
a subversion law, with a national secu-
rity law that will take away funda-
mental rights of speech, association,
membership in labor unions, journal-
ists doing their job. The scope, the
breadth, the discretion given to the ex-
ecutive in this proposed law is abso-
lutely breathtaking, and we feel com-
pelled for this reason because these
legal changes are imminent in Hong
Kong to express ourselves in support of
the people of Hong Kong.

An article in the South China Morn-
ing Post just this Saturday reported on
a controversy ignited by two causes
here in America: first, this resolution,
the fact that it has been reported by
the Committee on International Rela-
tions and has come to the floor; and
second, a White House statement in
support of freedom in Hong Kong. In
response to these modest congressional
and presidential expressions of support
for freedom, noting that the Article 23
legislation being considered in Hong
Kong ‘“‘could harm local freedoms and
autonomy over time,”” a spokesman for
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the foreign ministry in the People’s
Republic of China said that other na-
tions should not interfere in the debate
about free expression in Hong Kong be-
cause it is an ““internal affair.”

With all due respect to the PRC for-
eign ministry, the freedom of people to
think, to express themselves, to belong
to organizations, to associate with oth-
ers is not an internal affair. It is a fun-
damental human right. The human dig-
nity of the people of Hong Kong is of
itself sufficient reason to approve this
resolution, but if that were the sole
justification for this resolution, then
we would probably be considering thou-
sands like it.

A second reason we act today is be-
cause it is in the interests of the
United States to do so. In the Hong
Kong Policy Act, approved unani-
mously by both Houses of Congress and
signed by the President on October 5,
1992, the United States declared that,
““‘Hong Kong plays an important role in
today’s regional and world economy.
This role is reflected in strong eco-
nomic, cultural and other ties with the
United States that give the United
States a strong interest in the contin-
ued vitality, prosperity and stability of
Hong Kong.”’

Our law also declares that ‘‘support
for democratization is a fundamental
principle of United States foreign pol-
icy. As such, it naturally applies to
United States policy toward Hong
Kong. This will remain equally true
after June 30, 1997, that of course
being the date of the handover from
the British to the Chinese of the terri-
tory of Hong Kong.

Finally, the law says, ‘““The human
rights of the people of Hong Kong are
of great importance to the United
States and are directly relevant to
United States interests in Hong Kong.
A fully successful transition in the ex-
ercise of sovereignty over Hong Kong
must safeguard human rights in and of
themselves.

“The United States should play an
active role, before, on, and after July 1,
1997, in maintaining Hong Kong’s con-
fidence and prosperity, Hong Kong’s
role as an international financial cen-
ter, and the mutually beneficial ties
between the people of the United
States and the people of Hong Kong.”

That is why we are here today. If we
think back to the time prior to the
handover, prior to 1997, we were as-
sured that this could not happen, that
it would not happen, and yet through
an excretion of changes in the law,
through inroads that are being made
on the traditional freedoms that Hong
Kongers have enjoyed, so slowly per-
haps as to be imperceptible but now
this one fell swoop suddenly very no-
ticeable, the PRC is taking away the
freedom of one country-two systems,
that was guaranteed in 1997.
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Our former colleague, Connie Mack,
warned us in 1994, on the 10th anniver-
sary of the Sino-British Declaration on
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the question of Hong Kong, of the fail-
ure of the Communist Government of
China to respect the declaration, even
as of that date: “‘Immediately after
signing the Joint Declaration, the PRC
started working on the Basic Law,
Hong Kong’s post-1997 ’'mini-constitu-
tion.” The Basic Law was enacted not
by Hong Kong’s Legislative Council,
the Legco, but by Beijing’s rubber
stamp National People’s Congress that
contravened the Joint Declaration. It
subordinates the Legco to a Beijing-
appointed executive; assigns a power of
judicial interpretation to the Standing
Committee of the National People’s
Congress, rather than to Hong Kong’s
courts; and it requires a law against
‘subversion,’ a concept unknown in the
common law.”’

It is that illegitimate law against
subversion that today the House revis-
its. This is what is about to take place
in Hong Kong. If the world is silent, as
this interruption, as this deprivation of
freedom moves forward, then our lib-
erties, too, will be at greater risk.

Hong Kong is a jewel for the entire
planet. It is our hope that the freedom
that Hong Kong has traditionally en-
joyed will spread northward through-
out the People’s Republic of China,
that that will be the ultimate result of
one country, two systems, not the
other way around. But what is hap-
pening now, as we meet here today, is
that this island of freedom is being
weighted down by the long-standing
rule of the Communist Party in the
People’s Republic of China; that the
law is simply a tool of the party itself
and not independent.

Mr. Speaker, | appreciate the careful
consideration that this Chamber is giv-
ing to this resolution. | want to thank
the chairman and the ranking member
of the Committee on International Re-
lations for bringing this resolution to
the floor in a timely fashion, and | ex-
pect that all of our colleagues will vote
in support of freedom at this important
time in both China’s history and our
own.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, | rise to express my
strong support for H. Res. 277, a resolution
supporting freedom and democracy in Hong
Kong.

Throughout its modern history, Hong Kong
has stood as a beacon of freedom and sta-
bility. With the Hong Kong people’s ingenuity
and hard work, the territory became a stable
and prosperous democracy.

Since Hong Kong's 1997 change of status,
the citizens of Hong Kong have faced the
challenge of maintaining their civil liberties and
democratic self-governance. While the Basic
Law guarantees Hong Kong fifty-years of self-
governance and freedom, the Beijing-ap-
pointed government of Hong Kong has been
working to limit freedom in the territory.

| strongly support the goals of H. Res. 277.
As a long-time friend and supporter of Hong
Kong, | believe we must continue to support
the Hong Kong people’'s efforts to preserve
and advance the cause of freedom and de-
mocracy. | applaud the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. Cox) for sponsoring this resolution
and | will continue to work with my colleagues
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to protect and advance freedom, democracy,
and the rule of law in East Asia.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BAss). The time of the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) has expired.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
having expired, the question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 277.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that |
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.

—————

EXPRESSING SENSE OF CONGRESS
THAT ESCALATION OF ANTI-SE-
MITIC VIOLENCE WITHIN PAR-
TICIPATING STATES OF OSCE IS
OF PROFOUND CONCERN AND EF-
FORTS SHOULD BE UNDERTAKEN
TO PREVENT FUTURE OCCUR-
RENCES

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the concurrent resolution
(H. Con. Res. 49) expressing the sense of
the Congress that the sharp escalation
of anti-Semitic violence within many
participating States of the Organiza-
tion for Security and Cooperation in
Europe (OSCE) is of profound concern
and efforts should be undertaken to
prevent future occurrences.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CON. RES. 49

Whereas the expressions of anti-Semitism
experienced throughout the region encom-
passing the participating States of the Orga-
nization for Security and Cooperation in Eu-
rope (OSCE) have included physical assaults,
with some instances involving weapons or
stones, arson of synagogues, and desecration
of Jewish cultural sites, such as cemeteries
and statues;

Whereas vicious propaganda and violence
in many OSCE States against Jews, for-
eigners, and others portrayed as alien have
reached alarming levels, in part due to the
dangerous promotion of aggressive nation-
alism by political figures and others;

Whereas violence and other manifestations
of xenophobia and discrimination can never
be justified by political issues or inter-
national developments;

Whereas the Copenhagen Concluding Docu-
ment adopted by the OSCE in 1990 was the
first international agreement to condemn
anti-Semitic acts, and the OSCE partici-
pating States pledged to ‘“‘clearly and un-
equivocally condemn totalitarianism, racial
and ethnic hatred, anti-Semitism, Xxeno-
phobia and discrimination against anyone as
well as persecution on religious and ideolog-
ical grounds™;

Whereas the OSCE Parliamentary Assem-
bly at its meeting in Berlin in July 2002
unanimously adopted a resolution that, inter



H5842

alia, called upon participating States to ‘“‘en-
sure aggressive law enforcement by local and
national authorities, including thorough in-
vestigation of anti-Semitic criminal acts,
apprehension of perpetrators, initiation of
appropriate criminal prosecutions and judi-
cial proceedings’’;

Whereas Decision No. 6 adopted by the
OSCE Ministerial Council at its Tenth Meet-
ing in Porto, Portugal in December 2002 (the
“Porto Ministerial Declaration’’) condemned
“the recent increase in anti-Semitic inci-
dents in the OSCE area, recognizing the role
that the existence of anti-Semitism has
played throughout history as a major threat
to freedom”’;

Whereas the Porto Ministerial Declaration
also urged ‘‘the convening of separately des-
ignated human dimension events on issues
addressed in this decision, including on the
topics of anti-Semitism, discrimination and
racism and xenophobia’’; and

Whereas on December 10, 2002, at the Wash-
ington Parliamentary Forum on Confronting
and Combating anti-Semitism in the OSCE
Region, representatives of the United States
Congress and the German Parliament agreed
to denounce all forms of anti-Semitism and
agreed that *“‘anti-Semitic bigotry must have
no place in our democratic societies’: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of the
Congress that—

(1) officials of the executive branch and
Members of Congress should raise the issue
of anti-Semitism in their bilateral contacts
with other countries and at multilateral
fora, including meetings of the Permanent
Council of the Organization for Security and
Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) and the
Twelfth Annual Session of the OSCE Par-
liamentary Assembly to be convened in July
2003;

(2) participating States of the OSCE should
unequivocally condemn anti-Semitism (in-
cluding violence against Jews and Jewish
cultural sites), racial and ethnic hatred, xen-
ophobia, and discrimination, as well as per-
secution on religious grounds whenever it oc-
curs;

(3) participating States of the OSCE should
ensure effective law enforcement by local
and national authorities against criminal
acts stemming from anti-Semitism, xeno-
phobia, or racial or ethnic hatred, whether
directed at individuals, communities, or
property, including thorough investigation
and prosecution of such acts;

(4) participating States of the OSCE should
promote the creation of educational efforts
throughout the region encompassing the par-
ticipating States of the OSCE to counter
anti-Semitic stereotypes and attitudes
among younger people, increase Holocaust
awareness programs, and help identify the
necessary resources to accomplish this goal;

(5) legislators in all OSCE participating
States should play a leading role in com-
bating anti-Semitism and ensure that the
resolution adopted at the 2002 meeting of the
OSCE Parliamentary Assembly in Berlin is
followed up by a series of concrete actions at
the national level; and

(6) the OSCE should organize a separately
designated human dimension event on anti-
Semitism as early as possible in 2003, con-
sistent with the Porto Ministerial Declara-
tion adopted by the OSCE at the Tenth
Meeting of the OSCE Ministerial Council in
December 2002.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
each will control 20 minutes.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, | yield myself such time as |
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, anti-Semitism is a
deadly disease of the heart that leads
to violence, cruelty, and unspeakable
acts of horror. The anti-Semite is, as
Holocaust survivor Elie Wiesel grimly
wrote last week, an ideological fanatic
and pathological racist: “An anti-Sem-
ite is someone who never met me,
never heard of me, yet he hates me.”

While we all are aware and deplore
the hate crimes and cowardly acts that
are committed routinely by Hamas and
their like-minded murderers, what is
new, Mr. Speaker, is the enormous
surge in anti-Semitic acts and the re-
surgence of hatred for Jews in Europe,
the United States, and in Canada.

Just a brief look, Mr. Speaker, of
some of the startling statistics makes
the point. In France, for example, there
was a 600 percent increase in anti-Se-
mitic acts from the year 2001 to the
year 2002. Thankfully, the French have
moved with new legislation designed to
not only chronicle and get a better
handle on how often these hate crimes
are occurring, but they are also trying
to stop them.

The Anti-Defamation League, Mr.
Speaker, did a survey that also showed
a spike in five other countries of Eu-
rope. They found that 21 percent of the
people in those five countries had
strongly anti-Semitic perspectives or
views. The ADL also looked at the
United States and found that 17 per-
cent of our own people in the United
States had strong anti-Semitic views.
If you extrapolate that, Mr. Speaker,
that is about 35 million Americans.
That is up 5 percent from just 5 years
ago.

gH. Con. Res. 49 recognizes this dan-
gerous and alarming trend, condemns
this ancient-modern scourge, and calls
on each of the 55 countries that make
up the Organization for Security and
Cooperation in Europe to take concrete
steps to eradicate anti-Semitism. The
resolution before us today is an un-
equivocal condemnation of violence
against Jews and Jewish cultural sites,
racial and ethnic hatred, xenophobia
and discrimination, as well as persecu-
tion on religious grounds wherever it
occurs.

The resolution calls on all the states
of the OSCE to ensure effective law en-
forcement and prosecution of individ-
uals perpetrating anti-Semitic violence
as well as urging the parliaments of all
those states to take concrete legisla-
tive action at the national level. We
are encouraging, Mr. Speaker, the cre-
ation of education efforts to counter
these anti-Semitic stereotypes and the
attitudes that we are seeing increas-
ingly among younger people. We are
calling for an increase in Holocaust
awareness programs, and seeking to
identify necessary resources to accom-
plish these goals.

Mr. Speaker, as chairman of the
Commission on Security and Coopera-
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tion in Europe, | chaired a congres-
sional hearing and three international
summits on anti-Semitism within the
last year alone. Joined by my good
friend and colleague from the German
Bundestag, Gert Weisskirchen, at the
three special summits, and my good
friend and colleague, the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CARDIN), who |
thank as well for his good work on
this, these summits have focused on
this rising tide of anti-Semitism.

The summits, Mr. Speaker, were held
in Berlin, in 2002; in Washington, in De-
cember of 2002; and in Vienna, earlier
this year, in February. We heard from
world renowned leaders, including
Rabbi Israel Singer, President of the
World Jewish Congress; Ambassador
Alfred Moses, Abraham Foxman and
Ken Jacobson of the Anti-Defamation
League; Mark Levin from the NCSJ;
Rabbi Andrew Baker of the American
Jewish Committee; Dr. Shimon Sam-
uels, director of the Weisenthal Center
located in Paris; and many others, Am-
nesty International and other human
rights’ organizations, all of whom
made very powerful statements about
this alarming rise of hate directed to-
wards Jews.

Let me just quote for my colleagues
what Dr. Samuels said, very briefly:
““The Holocaust, for 30 years, acted as a
protective Teflon against blatant anti-
Semitic expression. That Teflon has
eroded, and what was considered dis-
tasteful and politically incorrect is be-
coming simply an opinion. But cock-
tail chatter at fine English dinners can
end as Molotov cocktails against syna-
gogues. Political correctness is also
ending for others, as tolerance for
multiculturalism gives way to populist
voices in France, ltaly, Austria, Den-
mark, Portugal, and the Netherlands.
These countries’ Jewish communities
can be caught between the rock of rad-
ical Islamic violence and the hard
place of a revitalized Holocaust-deny-
ing extreme right. Common cause must
be sought between the victimized mi-
norities against extremism and against
fanaticism.”

Dr. Jacobson pointed out, and |
quote, ‘““‘Sadly, some European leaders
have rationalized anti-Jewish attitudes
and even more violent attacks against
Jews as nothing more than a sign of
popular frustration with events in the
Middle East. Something to be expected,
even understandable, they say.”

Mr. Speaker, we have been hearing
more and more about this idea of pre-
text; that there is a disagreement with
the policies of the Israeli Government,
that somehow that gives license and an
ability and permission for some people
to hate the Jews themselves. We can
disagree, as we do on this House floor.
The gentleman from Florida (Mr.
HASTINGS), the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. CARDIN), and | have been
working on this for years, and of
course the gentleman from California
(Mr. LANTOS). We disagree on some
issues, but anti-Semitism? We do not
hate. We do not use that as a pretext,
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as a front to promote hatred. That is
exactly what is happening in Europe,
in the United States, and in Canada.

Let me point out too that, as a result
of these summits, we have come up
with an action plan. Mr. Weisskirchen
and | have signed it, it has been agreed
to by our commissions, and we are try-
ing to promote it among all our States.
Again, education, trying to get par-
liaments to step up to the plate, and
trying to make a meaningful difference
to mitigate and hopefully to end this
terrible anti-Semitism.

Last week, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. HASTINGS) and | joined Rudy
Giuliani in Vienna for an OSCE assem-
bly focused on anti-Semitism. We have
been doing it in the OSCE Parliamen-
tary Assembly, but now the OSCE
itself has taken up this important
cause. And it will be followed up with
a meeting, most likely in Berlin next
year, to focus on anti-Semitism so that
we rally the troops all over the world,
starting with Europe, the U.S., and
Canada to say ‘‘never again.”

Let me also point out to my col-
leagues, and | thought his statement
said it all, when Abraham Foxman,
who gave riveting testimony at our
Berlin conference, pointed out just re-
cently in the Jerusalem Post, just a
couple of days ago, and | would like to
close with his statement, he said
“Anti-Semitism is surging in the world
to the extent unprecedented since the
end of World War Il. Europe must take
seriously the ideology of anti-Semi-
tism coming out of the Arab and Is-
lamic world. It must denounce the de-
liberate targeting of Jews by terrorist
groups, whether it be al Qaeda or
Hamas. It must denounce the vicious
anti-Semitic material in the Arab
press and educational systems and call
on Arab leaders to do something about
it. It must understand that the Holo-
caust happened not only because Ger-
many was taken over by the Nazis, who
developed a massive military power to
conquer most of Europe, but also by
the complicity—active and passive—of
other Europeans. Today, the great
threat comes from the combination of
the ideology of hatred with Islamic ex-
tremists to acquire weapons of mass
destruction.”” And then he bottom lines
it and says, ‘‘Let Europe never again be
complicit in developments of this
kind.”

Mr. Speaker, this Congress needs to
go on record in a bipartisan way,
Democrats, Republicans, Conserv-
atives, Moderates, and Liberals to say
anti-Semitism, never again, and we
need to do it strongly today.

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

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume,
and | rise in strong support of the reso-
lution.

First, | want to commend my dear
friend, the gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. SMITH), the chairman of our dele-
gation to the Organization for Security
and Cooperation in Europe, for his life-
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long indefatigable and passionate advo-
cacy of human rights, and his powerful
opposition in all fora to anti-Semitism.
We are all in his debt.

I also want to thank the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE), of the Com-
mittee on International Relations, for
moving this legislation so expedi-
tiously to the floor. And | want to
thank my good friend, the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CARDIN), the rank-
ing Democrat on our OSCE delegation,
for his outstanding work on behalf of
all of the causes that the human rights
community is interested in.

Mr. Speaker, as the only survivor of
the Holocaust ever elected to Congress,
I am acutely aware of the dangers of
allowing anti-Semitism to go un-
checked. The horrors of the Holocaust
in World War Il began with anti-Semi-
tism. Growing up in Europe in the
1930s, | saw firsthand the horrendous
results of anti-Semitic rhetoric, lead-
ing to the nightmare of anti-Semitic
violence, and, ultimately, to the mass
murder of 6 million innocent men,
women and children.

Mr. Speaker, today, anti-Semitism in
Europe, as well as in a number of other
places in this world, is approaching the
appalling levels that | personally expe-
rienced in the 1930s.
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We cannot, we must not, and we will
not sit idly by and ignore the sharp es-
calation of anti-Semitic rhetoric and
anti-Semitic violence.

Our resolution notes that expressions
of anti-Semitism in some European
countries range from vicious propa-
ganda to physical assaults, from the
burning of synagogues to the desecra-
tion of cemeteries. Since the 1990 Co-
penhagen Concluding Document, a
number of resolutions have been adopt-
ed by OSCE condemning anti-Semi-
tism. In that spirit, 1 welcome this ef-
fort.

Our resolution urges officials of our
executive branch and Members of Con-
gress to raise the issue of anti-Semi-
tism in their bilateral and multilateral
meetings with all foreign government
officials where appropriate and to con-
demn in the strongest possible terms
not only anti-Semitism but racial and
ethnic hatred, xenophobia, discrimina-
tion and religious persecution of all
types. We urge all member countries of
the OSCE to ensure effective law en-
forcement by local and national au-
thorities against criminal actions
stemming from anti-Semitism and
other types of racial hatred.

Most importantly, our resolution
calls upon all States to promote edu-
cational efforts to counter anti-Se-
mitic stereotypes and attitudes and to
dramatically increase Holocaust
awareness. Our best ammunition in
this fight against anti-Semitism is
education.

Mr. Speaker, the battle against this
age-old and horrendous mental sick-
ness will not be easily won, but I be-
lieve the recognition of the problem
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and the call for actions to deal with it
is the first critical step. | urge all of
my colleagues to support this impor-
tant legislation which serves to elimi-
nate the outrage of hate-filled anti-
Semitism.

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, | yield such time as she may
consume to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN), the chair-
man of the Subcommittee on the Mid-
dle East and Central Asia.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
am honored to be in the company of
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH) and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS) in cosponsoring
this resolution. | rise in support of its
passage and ask my colleagues to vote
in its favor as well.

Mr. Speaker, one of the essential les-
sons of the Holocaust is that words
lead to murder, that the teaching of
contempt and acceptance of bigotry
and anti-Semitism can lead to geno-
cide. Today, over 50 years after the
horrors of the Holocaust, anti-Semi-
tism has again become a disease
spreading throughout the world. In re-
cent years | have witnessed its resur-
gence, particularly through my work
relating to the United Nations Com-
mission on Human Rights and legisla-
tive efforts concerning religious free-
dom in Europe.

At the commission, resolution after
resolution, statement after statement
are filled with the rhetoric of hatred,
using the international fora to further
promote and generate support for an
anti-Semitic agenda, an agenda which
condemns a freedom-loving people and
a democratic nation, while many times
legitimizing those regimes that tor-
ture, oppress, and subjugate their own
people.

As the previous chair of the Sub-
committee on Human Rights and as
the current chair of the Subcommittee
on the Middle East and Central Asia,
and as cochair along with my colleague
and friend the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS) of the Congres-
sional Task Force on Anti-Semitism, I
have pressed European officials to take
concrete steps to monitor, investigate
and prosecute to the fullest extent of
the law crimes that are borne out of
hatred for the Jewish people.

In January of this year, for example,
Jewish leaders in France came to me
with concern and anxiety about the in-
creasing example of vandalism and per-
sonal attacks against rabbis in that
country. | immediately called on the
French foreign ministry officials and
French parliamentarians to address
this grave matter.

The situation in France, however, is
only a microcosm of a growing problem
that is sweeping throughout many
OSCE states. While | will not delve
into details because my colleagues, the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH) and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS), have already done
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so, | will simply note, as has been said,
we must learn the lessons and the mis-
takes of the past, or we are condemned
to repeat them.

This is why it is imperative that we
take immediate action to prevent fur-
ther escalation of anti-Semitism and
related violence, to help ensure that
the evil of the Holocaust will never
again be allowed to exist.

As Eli Wiesel, a Holocaust survivor
and Nobel Peace laureate has said, “A
destruction, an annihilation that only
man can provoke, only man can pre-
vent.”” We can help prevent a repetition
of history, and we can begin here today
by voting in favor of this resolution.
Let us adopt House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 49 and convey the commitment of
the U.S. House of Representatives to
work with our allies to confront and
combat anti-Semitism and eradicate it
from its roots.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, | yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. CARDIN), the distinguished
ranking Democratic member of the
Helsinki Commission, who has dem-
onstrated a passionate commitment to
human rights and on all of the issues
that that commission works with.

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, let me
first thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS). There is no Mem-
ber of this body who has done more in
his lifetime to fight anti-Semitism
than the gentleman from California
(Mr. LANTOS), and | congratulate him
for his effective leadership against
anti-Semitism here and around the
world.

I also want to thank the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH), who is
the chairman of our OSCE delegation. |
have the honor of being the ranking
Democratic member. The gentleman
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), who will
be speaking shortly, is one of the com-
missioners. We have made the fight
against anti-Semitism a top priority of
our delegation. We have been effective
in making it a top priority within the
OSCE Parliamentary Assembly.

We have done that because we have
seen a rise of anti-Semitism, physical
assaults on individuals solely because
they are Jewish, desecration of Jewish
cultural sites, propaganda in the media
have all been on the rise. We must have
a zero tolerance policy about anti-Sem-
itism.

The OSCE Helsinki Commission pro-
vides a unique opportunity for us to
fight anti-Semitism. It not only has in
its membership all of the countries of
Europe, Canada and the United States,
but it has the participation of our Med-
iterranean partners, which include
Israel, Egypt and Jordan. The OSCE
Helsinki Commission has had a history
of effectively dealing with human
rights issues, so that is why the United
States leadership has been effective in
bringing about the forums to deal with
anti-Semitism. | know there was just a
meeting in Vienna that the gentleman
from New Jersey (Chairman SMITH) and
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
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HASTINGS) participated in. We adopted
in the OSCE Parliamentary Assembly
last year a very strong resolution
against anti-Semitism as a result of
the U.S. leadership, and we have signed
a letter of intent with Germany to
spell out specific actions that we need
to take in order to fight anti-Semi-
tism.

We can never justify anti-Semitic ac-
tions by international developments or
political issues. We need to have an ac-
tion plan to fight anti-Semitism. We
need to have strong laws that are
adopted by our member states and en-
forced. We need to speak out against
anti-Semitism as parliamentarians. Si-
lence is not an option. As all my col-
leagues have expressed, we need edu-
cational programs for our children. The
resolution says we need to create edu-
cational efforts throughout the region
encompassing the participating states

of OSCE to counter anti-Semitic
stereotypes and attitudes among
younger people, increase Holocaust

awareness programs, and help identify
the necessary resources to accomplish
this goal. Our children are our future.
In many of these states, we are finding
there are counterproductive programs
promoting anti-Semitism.

We need a proactive agenda. This res-
olution puts this body on record in
strong support of our resolution within
OSCE to continue our commitment to
support action plans to stamp out anti-
Semitism. | urge my colleagues to sup-
port the resolution.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, | reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from New
York (Mrs. MALONEY), who has been a
champion not only of the fight against
anti-Semitism but on behalf of all
human rights causes.

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise
in strong support of this resolution,
and | thank the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS) for their
extraordinary leadership on this impor-
tant issue and so many others.

We are experiencing the worst out-
break of anti-Semitism in Europe since
the end of Holocaust in 1945. Just under
60 years have passed since the defeat of
Hitler and now swastikas have re-
appeared in Europe. They can be found
sprayed on Jewish schools, drawn on
gravestones in a desecrated Jewish
cemetery, painted on the wall of a syn-
agogue, and stitched on the flags of
anti-Israel demonstrators, and in the
hearts and minds of the people who at-
tack rabbinical students and Jewish
athletes.

When we allow intolerance and ha-
tred to fester and flourish, we are faced
with tragic consequences. Put simply,
hatred, violence and prejudice must
not be tolerated. Countries must speak
out against anti-Semitic acts, but rhet-
oric is not enough. Words will not re-
store the hundreds of Jewish cultural
and religious sites which have been
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burned, desecrated and destroyed
throughout Europe, and words alone
will not prevent these tragedies from
happening again.

Governments and institutions must
condemn these acts as we do today, and
they must ensure effective law enforce-
ment against them. They must also
promote tolerance education for their
children. There is no question teaching
children about the horror and tragedy
of the Holocaust and other tragedies
will create a generation of youth who
are less likely to commit hate crimes
and who are more likely to mature into
adults who will envision and work to-
wards peaceful world relations.

When this body passes H. Con. Res.
49, we will be spending a strong mes-
sage to the world that anti-Semitism
must be confronted and must be eradi-
cated. | thank both leaders, particu-
larly the gentleman from California
(Mr. LANTOS), for his extraordinary life
commitment to ending anti-Semitism
and for world peace.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, | yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. HASTINGS), who has been through-
out his congressional career and prior
to that an indefatigable fighter for
human rights.

(Mr. HASTINGS of Florida asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | thank the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS) for yielding me
this time, and before | go forward, |
would be terribly remiss if 1 did not
point out that the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS) has spent his
lifetime in the struggle that some of us
come to with equal passion, but not the
clarity that he brings to the issue.

I also am happy to support the reso-
lution offered by the chairman of the
Helsinki Commission and to com-
pliment the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. SMmiITH) for his continuing
work in the area of human rights and
the gentleman from California (Mr.
LANTOS) as being a stalwart champion
for human rights.
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As Chairman SMITH has already men-
tioned, last week he and | had the
privilege to represent the United
States at the Organization for Security
and Cooperation in Europe’s conference
on anti-Semitism. A footnote right
there. That conference came about be-
cause the gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. SMITH), the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER), the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS), the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CARDIN), myself
and others on the Helsinki Commission
along with colleagues in Europe
brought it to the attention of the par-
liamentary assembly by way of resolu-
tion which we will introduce yet an-
other resolution for follow-up purposes
when we are in Rotterdam 1 week from
now. But it was in this body that that
conference’s seed was planted. The con-
ference, which was the first of its kind,
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provided the OSCE’s 55 member states
and NGOs with an opportunity to dis-
cuss ways in which governments can
work to combat anti-Semitism within
their borders and abroad.

Today’s resolution is an important
symbolic statement of the House that
the United States will not stand idly
by while many European governments
neglect a rise in anti-Semitism. We
must work with our allies and not hesi-
tate to apply pressure when needed to
ensure that governments properly ad-
dress increases in anti-Semitism and
other forms of discrimination.

A few years ago, there were hopes
that anti-Semitism was gradually de-
clining and restricted to fringe ele-
ments such as neo-Nazis, white su-
premacists and certain conspiracy
theorists. However, recent develop-
ments throughout much of Europe and
the Middle East suggest that there is a
resurgent anti-Semitism with a much
broader base and message that reso-
nates at an alarming level. Many Euro-
pean leaders have formally recognized
the resurgence of anti-Semitism in
their countries and have begun to take
the necessary steps to stop this spread-
ing virus. But still, more must be done
to ensure that what occurred to the
Jewish and minority communities in
Europe during World War Il will never
happen again.

Sadly, Mr. Speaker, the fight against
bigotry and xenophobia is an ongoing
struggle as many of us know from our
own personal experience. Last week
when the gentleman from New Jersey
and | were in Vienna, we heard from a
woman whose name is Rosalia Abella
of the Ontario Court of Appeals. As she
noted in one of the more poignant
statements made at that conference,
“Indifference is injustice’s incubator.”
Indeed it is.

Now is the time for the United States
to be vocal and now is the time for the
House to be active as it is today under
the leadership of the gentleman from
New Jersey and the gentleman from
California. Today is not a day for com-
placency. If we remain silent, then
there will be no tomorrow. We cannot
legislate morality, we cannot legislate
love, but we can teach tolerance and
we can lead by example.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, | yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS).

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of the Smith-Cardin-
Lantos resolution. | am a cosponsor of
this resolution because | am deeply
concerned about the surge of anti-Sem-
itism in Europe and throughout other
parts of the world, but particularly in
Europe.

This is not a problem that simply can
be monitored. It must be actively and
aggressively dealt with, for we must
never forget that just 60 years ago, Eu-
rope saw the worst scourge of system-
atic, government-ordained hatred, vio-
lence and murder in the history of
mankind, in what was an unbelievable
Holocaust.
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The Organization for Security and
Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) has rec-
ognized and condemned anti-Semitic
violence in its member states. At its
parliamentary assembly in July 2002,
the OSCE resolved to aggressively en-
force laws and investigate anti-Semitic
criminal acts. It is important that the
United States openly support the
OSCE'’s resolution and actively encour-
age it to address hatred and prevent vi-
olence in Europe.

Mr. Speaker, there are several topics
on which the United States and Europe
disagree. There must be no disagree-
ment, however, on the absolute right of
the Jewish people to practice their re-
ligion freely and to live in peace and
prosperity. The Organization for Secu-
rity and Cooperation in Europe should
not only investigate anti-Semitic
crimes but also promote and facilitate
discussions that address the root
causes of xenophobic hatred.

I encourage my colleagues and the
administration to take advantage of bi-
lateral meetings with our European
counterparts to reaffirm our deep com-
mitment to the prevention of violence
in Europe.

I again thank the gentleman from
New Jersey for bringing this resolution
to the floor and urge its adoption.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, | am de-
lighted to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. CROWLEY),
a distinguished member of the Com-
mittee on International Relations.

Mr. CROWLEY. | thank my good
friend the gentleman from California
(Mr. LANTOS) for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today to strongly
support this resolution, and | thank
the gentleman from New Jersey for
sponsoring this crucial piece of legisla-
tion. | am very aware of the danger of
being inactive about the threat of anti-
Semitism. It was anti-Semitism that
was responsible for the horrors of the
Holocaust, the most horrible crime
committed against the Jewish people
ever. Sadly, | have to say here today
that nearly 60 years after the end of
World War 11, anti-Semitism in Europe,
in many of the OSCE member states, is
on the rise again. Once again we wit-
ness evil propaganda, physical attacks
against Jews, the burning of Jewish
sites and the desecration of syna-
gogues. We must not stand aside and
ignore this grave escalation of anti-Se-
mitic violence and hatred.

This resolution addresses this threat.
It particularly calls on administration
officials and Members of Congress to
focus on anti-Semitism in their bilat-
eral and multilateral meetings. It calls
upon OSCE member states to swiftly
bring anti-Semitists to justice and to
focus on educational endeavors to fight
anti-Semitic stereotypes.

I would also like to point out that
this piece of legislation is similar to a
resolution | introduced last year.
House Resolution 393 also addresses the
anti-Semitic threat in the OSCE re-
gion. It urges European governments
to provide security and safety of the
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Jewish communities, to prosecute and
punish perpetrators of anti-Semitic vi-
olence, and to cultivate a climate in
which all forms of anti-Semitism are
rejected.

I was proud that my colleagues in
Congress joined me in sending this
message to the European Union, but we
must go further. Anti-Semitism con-
tinues to fester throughout the OSCE
region. This resolution is the right fol-
low-up to my legislation that passed in
the last Congress.

Mr. Speaker, the threat of anti-Semi-
tism is looming large and our fight
against it is far from over, but | believe
that recognizing this problem and tak-
ing action is critical. | therefore urge
all of my colleagues to strongly sup-
port House Resolution 49 sponsored by
the gentleman from New Jersey. |
would ask them all to vote for this res-
olution unanimously. | want to thank
the gentleman from California again
for his work on this resolution and all
my colleagues in bringing this to the
House floor.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, | yield 3 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from California
(Mr. ROHRABACHER).

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, |
am proud to join the gentleman from
New Jersey and the gentleman from
California as | have over the years on
many human rights issues, and this is
a human rights issue. Racism, religious
hatred, these are things that decent
people must condemn and we must
unite in our strong opposition wher-
ever this type of vile behavior and vile
thought patterns emerge. We must rec-
ognize that there are, however, people
who exploit these type of negative feel-
ings and this type of racial hatred.
Anti-Semitism is perhaps the epitome
of this ignorance and irrationality and
mindless hatred and it is again raising
its ugly head both in Europe and in the
United States.

Let us note that over 10 years ago, a
major political figure in the United
States referred to New York City as
“Hymietown.” What is important is
the fact that he was winked at and that
for 10 years after that statement, he
still remained a recognized leader.
That did tremendous harm in Amer-
ica’s black community. It sent a hor-
rible message to young blacks and we
are paying some of the price of an in-
creased anti-Semitism today in our
black community by mistakes that we
made 10 years ago by not condemning
that and other types of horrible re-
marks that should never have been
made or accepted in our political de-
bate.

In Europe today, we see that same
kind of winking going on. Oh, yes, peo-
ple are ignoring statements that are
being made that are totally unaccept-
able to people who believe in civilized
behavior and are opposed to this type
of vile hatred, the vile hatred in rela-
tionship to their fellow man. This is an
alarm bell today. I am very proud to
stand here with the gentleman from
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California and the gentleman from New
Jersey ringing the alarm bell. We are
not going to sit idly by and wink at an
increase in this level of hatred towards
our Jewish friends nor towards any
other minority in the Western democ-
racies. The Western democracies, our
friends in Europe, just like we in the
United States, have to remain vigilant
and it is up to us as leaders of this soci-
ety and the democratic leaders in Eu-
rope to call to task those who would
wink and would not condemn this type
of vicious trend in their society. We
can cut it short now. Let us stand to-
gether united against anti-Semitism
and all such hatred.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, | am de-
lighted to yield 2 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. FRANK).

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, in terms that we do not usu-
ally use on this floor but in terms that
may be familiar to our friends in Eu-
rope, in the American context, I am a
man of the left. | voted against the war
in Iraq. | will vote for the resolution
later about Israel’s right to respond to
terrorism, but I will put into the CoN-
GRESSIONAL RECORD Tom Friedman’s
article urging them to think about pru-
dence and restraint. | think the settle-
ments are by and large a mistake. And
| speak today in defense of this resolu-
tion, specifically to others on the left
in Europe, many of whom have in my
judgment been morally deficient in the
obligation we have to speak out
against prejudice and injustice across
the board. Those who hold to liberal
values have no moral right to put an
ideological screen between victims and
those values, and those on the left who
use an excuse of a disagreement with
the policy of the Sharon government or
the Bush government or anybody else
as a reason to be soft on anti-Semitism
betray liberalism and betray its values.

By the way, with regard to the gov-
ernment of Israel, let me speak to the
people on the left. | disagree with some
aspects of its policy, but | staunchly
defend its right to exist. But even more
important, by every value that | as a
liberal hold dear, the government and
society of Israel is quite morally supe-
rior to any of its neighbors, and to
focus only on those aspects of disagree-
ment and to ignore its longstanding
commitment to civil rights and civil
liberties, in fact | think our society,
the United States, has a good deal to
learn from the society of Israel about
how you deal with external threats and
still show a respect for civil liberties.

I thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia and the gentleman from New
Jersey for bringing this forward and
the gentleman from Illinois for his sup-
port. | want to reiterate as a man on
the left who shares a great deal of both
general values and specific policy pre-
scriptions with many on the left in Eu-
rope, | am appalled at those who fail to
carry out our liberal principles fully
and across the board. A vigorous and
ongoing condemnation of anti-Semi-
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tism is a requisite part of that commit-
ment.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, | yield myself such time as |
may consume.

At the most recent conference that
was held in Vienna, | just want to
again thank the great work that Am-
bassador Minikes did, our Ambassador
to the OSCE. He has worked very, very
hard to help put together that anti-
Semitism conference. He did an out-
standing job. Ambassador CIliff Sobel,
our Ambassador to the Netherlands,
also worked very hard on it as well, as
did many others in the State Depart-
ment. It was a joint effort. Again |
want to thank Rudy Giuliani for the
good work he did in leading that.

Let me just also say that, Mr. Speak-
er, next week in Rotterdam we will
have an OSCE Parliamentary Assembly
and | plan on offering another resolu-
tion on anti-Semitism at that and
hopefully we continue not only this
dialogue but this outrage that we are
expressing about intolerance. The more
we raise our voices, the more we have
mutually reinforcing policies, includ-
ing good law, good law enforcement
and hopefully a chronicling of these
misdeeds so that law enforcement
knows that they do indeed have a prob-
lem. This has been a particular prob-
lem in Europe, where hate crimes are
committed and they are not attributed
to the hate crimes that they represent.
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The more we chronicle, the more we
will see that there is an explosion of
anti-Semitism in Europe. This is a
good resolution. | thank the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS), and |
thank the gentleman and chairman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) for moving
this bill expeditiously through the
committee and for his strong support
for it.

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

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, | yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Ne-
vada (Ms. BERKLEY), a distinguished
member of the Committee on Inter-
national Relations and a fighter for
human rights.

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, | would
like to thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS) and the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SmITH) for put-
ting this before our body.

I grew up hearing about anti-Semi-
tism from my grandparents and my
parents, things that | could not believe
could have ever happened; but the anti-
Semitism acts that they spoke of
seemed like historic oddities to me,
something from a distant time and a
distant place. | never dreamed, never
dreamed that anti-Semitism could ever
rear its ugly head again during my life-
time or the lifetime of my children.

Especially after World War 11, |1
thought Europe and the rest of the
world had learned a very important
and valuable lesson. | ran for Congress
so that | could speak out against issues
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that | thought were horrific; and anti-
Semitism, and its continued existence
on this planet, is certainly something
that |1 wish to speak out against. | am
glad that we are condemning anti-Sem-
itism in no uncertain terms and put-
ting the United States Congress on
record and speaking out forcefully

against this horrible scourge and
plague.
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.

Speaker, | ask unanimous consent to
reclaim my time for purposes of yield-
ing the remainder of my time to the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER).

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BAss). Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 1 minute.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, | yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER).

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the chairman of the Helsinki Commis-
sion for yielding me this time. | am
proud to be a co-sponsor of this very
important resolution.

This is about anti-Semitism. But
more broadly than that, it is about
hate. It is about the human inclination
from time to time to hate others who
are different, to discriminate against
others who are different, who have a
different color of skin, who have a dif-
ferent religion, who have a different
national origin. More human violence
perhaps has been perpetrated in the
name of those distinctions and preju-
dices and hate than any other.

It is important that we regularly and
strongly and without equivocation
speak out against those who would per-
petrate and spread hate in our world,
in our country, in our communities.

| thank the gentleman from New Jer-
sey, and | thank my good friend, the
gentleman from California, for their
leadership on this issue. It is an appro-
priate statement for us to make as the
representatives of a free and tolerant
people.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Alabama (Mr. DAVIS).

(Mr. DAVIS of Alabama asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. DAVIS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker,
I do not want this debate to end with-
out adding my voice in support of the
resolution.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, | yield 1
minute to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. NADLER), a distinguished
fighter for human rights.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time.

Mr. Speaker, many people thought
that the Holocaust cleansed the West-
ern world of anti-Semitism, that the
catastrophe, the mass murder, and the
genocide in the Holocaust caused the
civilized world or at least the Western
part of the civilized world to recoil in
such horror that anti-Semitism would
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not be a major problem again. We now
know that maybe it did that for a gen-
eration or two, but that the scourge of
anti-Semitism is returning in great
and terrible force in its ancient home-
land of Europe and other places.

Today we have two major problems
of anti-Semitism: in Europe and in the
Muslim world. It is very appropriate
that we adopt this resolution today to
ask the governments of Europe
through the OSCE and individually to
crack down on anti-Semitism, to speak
out against it, to act against it because
many of the governments of Europe,
many of the parts of the political left
in Europe and elsewhere as well as the
right have not done so. They ought to
do so. And this resolution is fitting and
appropriate to adopt today for that
purpose.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in support of H. Con. Res. 49, ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that the sharp
escalation of anti-Semitic violence within many
participating States of the Organization for Se-
curity and Cooperation in Europe is of pro-
found concern and efforts should be under-
taken to prevent future occurrences.

| begin by praising the Organization for Se-
curity and Cooperation in Europe for their con-
ference this past weekend devoted to the
issues of anti-Semitism and how to combat it.
The Organization for Security and Cooperation
in Europe (OSCE) is the largest regional secu-
rity organization in the world with 55 partici-
pating countries from Europe, Central Asia,
and North America. The OSCE has a com-
prehensive and cooperative approach to secu-
rity, stressing preventative diplomacy and
human rights.

The conference last weekend was the first
high level OSCE conference devoted specifi-
cally to the issue of anti-Semitism. Over 400
government and nongovernment officials at-
tended.

The conference took place at Vienna's
Hofburg Palace. This same location is where
Hitler stood, 65 years ago, proclaiming Aus-
tria’s annexation to a cheering crowd of thou-
sands. Sixty-five years later, what can we say
about tolerance and diversity in Europe? What
can we say about Human Rights worldwide?
Specifically, 65 years after the beginning of
the worst genocide in our time, what can we
say we have learned about anti-Semitism and
the horrors of racial hatred?

Much has changed since then. Yet today
there are both overt and subtle versions of
anti-Semitism, in the United States and
abroad. Physical assaults, arson at syna-
gogues and desecration of Jewish cultural
sites are occurring. Unfortunately, government
officials are not speaking harshly enough
against them.

The conference on anti-Semitism opened a
day after the Romanian Government retracted
an earlier claim that “there was no Holocaust”
on Romanian soil. In Greece, a recent news-
paper cartoon had one Israeli soldier telling
the other, “we were not in Dachau concentra-
tion camp to survive, but to learn.”

France has experienced a six-fold increase
in anti-Semitic incidents in the space of a
year. In Poland, the word “Jewish” is used as
a term of abuse for Polish soccer fans. In
other parts of Europe, claims are made that
Jews had forewarning of the September 11th
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attacks at the Pentagon and World Trade
Towers.

The existence of anti-Semitism has played
throughout history as a major threat to free-
dom. Participating states of the OSCE should
unequivocally condemn anti-Semitism, racial
and ethnic hatred and xenophobia, and they
need to be loud and clear in their message.

We cannot allow future generations to be
taught a distorted view of history. Prejudice
must be rooted out of textbooks, governments
must speak out against these wrongdoings,
and anti-Semitic actions must be classified as
hate crimes. We also need to ensure effective
law enforcement. Finally, we must promote the
creation of educational efforts and we must in-
crease Holocaust awareness. | abhor and
stand against all forms of hatred.

If action had been taken in the 1930s, many
lives could have been saved. There are so
many lessons of history that need to be
learned, lest they not be repeated. For that
reason | support H. Con. Res. 49.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker: | will reluctantly
vote in favor of this legislation, partly because
it is simply a sense of Congress resolution.
But | am concerned about this bill and the oth-
ers like it we face with regularity on the floor
of Congress. We all condemn violence against
innocents, whether it is motivated by hatred,
prejudice, greed, jealousy, or whatever else.
But that is not what this legislation is really
about. It is about the Congress of the United
States presuming to know—and to legislate
on—the affairs of European countries. First,
this is the United States Congress. We have
no Constitutional authority to pass legislation
affecting foreign countries. Second, when we
get involved in matters such as this we usually
get it wrong. H. Con. Res. 45 is an example
of us getting it wrong on both fronts.

This legislation refers to the rise of anti-
Semitism in Europe as if it is a purely home-
grown phenomenon, as if native residents of
European countries are suddenly committing
violent crimes against Jews. But | think we are
only getting part of the story here. What is ab-
sent from the legislation is mention of the well-
reported fact that much of the anti-Jewish vio-
lence in Europe is perpetrated by recent immi-
grants from Muslim countries of the Middle
East and Africa. Reporting on a firebombing of
a Synagogue in Marseille, France, for exam-
ple, the New York Times quotes the longtime
president of that region’s Jewish Council,
Charles Haddad, as saying, “This is not anti-
Semitic violence; it's the Middle East conflict
that's playing out here.”

Therefore, part of the problem in many Eu-
ropean countries is the massive immigration
from predominantly Muslim countries, where
new residents bring their hatreds and preju-
dices with them. Those European politicians
who recognize this growing problem—there
are now 600,000 Jews in France and five mil-
lion Muslims—are denounced as racist and
worse. While | do not oppose immigration, it
must be admitted that massive immigration
from vastly different cultures brings a myriad
of potential problems and conflicts. These are
complicated issues for we in Congress to deal
with here in the United States. Yes, prejudice
and hatred are evil and must be opposed, but
it is absurd for us to try to solve these prob-
lems in countries overseas.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
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SMITH) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 49.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that |
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.

————————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on three of the motions to
suspend the rules previously postponed.
Votes will be taken in the following
order:

S. 858, by the yeas and nays;

H.R. 2474, by the yeas and nays;

H.J. Res. 49, by the yeas and nays.

Proceedings on other postponed ques-
tions will resume later.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

—————

ABRAHAM LINCOLN BICENTENNIAL
COMMISSION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the Sen-
ate bill, S. 858.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
SOUDER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 858,
on which the yeas and nays are or-
dered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 409, nays 2,
not voting 23, as follows:

[Roll No. 312]
YEAS—409

Abercrombie Bishop (GA) Buyer
Ackerman Bishop (NY) Calvert
Aderholt Bishop (UT) Camp
Akin Blackburn Cannon
Alexander Blumenauer Cantor
Allen Blunt Capito
Andrews Boehlert Capps
Baca Boehner Capuano
Bachus Bonilla Cardin
Baird Bonner Cardoza
Baldwin Bono Carson (IN)
Ballance Boozman Carson (OK)
Ballenger Boswell Carter
Bartlett (MD) Boucher Case
Barton (TX) Boyd Castle
Bass Bradley (NH) Chabot
Beauprez Brady (PA) Chocola
Becerra Brady (TX) Clay
Bell Brown (OH) Clyburn
Bereuter Brown (SC) Coble
Berkley Brown, Corrine Cole
Berman Burgess Collins
Berry Burns Cooper
Biggert Burr Costello
Bilirakis Burton (IN) Cox
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Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DelLay
DeMint
Deutsch

Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Frank (MA)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gephardt
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof

Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Janklow
Jefferson
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (1A)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Kline
Knollenberg
Kucinich
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Lynch
Majette
Maloney
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
Mclnnis
Mclintyre
McKeon
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
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Nethercutt
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Sandlin
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sessions
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Strickland
Stupak
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)

Taylor (NC) Udall (NM) Weldon (PA)
Terry Upton Weller
Thomas Van Hollen Wexler
Thompson (CA) Velazquez Whitfield
Thompson (MS)  Visclosky Wicker
Thornberry Vitter Wilson (NM)
Tiahrt Walden (OR) Wilson (SC)
Tiberi Walsh Wolf
R)%rr?wiy wamp Woolsey
Y Waters Wu
Towns Watson
Turner (OH) Watt Wynn
Turner (TX) Waxman Young (AK)
Udall (CO) Weldon (FL)
NAYS—2
Paul Sensenbrenner
NOT VOTING—23

Baker Fletcher Saxton
Barrett (SC) Franks (AZ) Shadegg
Brown-Waite, Hayworth Skelton

Ginny Hunter Smith (WA)
Conyers John Stenholm
Cubin Kolbe Tauzin
Everett Larsen (WA) Weiner
Flake Renzi Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BAss) (during the vote). Members are
reminded there are 2 minutes remain-
ing on this vote.
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So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the Senate bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the remain-
der of this series will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

————

TEMPORARY AUTHORITY FOR
CONGRESSIONAL HUNGER CEN-
TER TO AWARD BILL EMERSON
AND MICKEY LELAND HUNGER
FELLOWSHIPS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 2474, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
GOODLATTE) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2474, as
amended, on which the yeas and nays
are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 411, nays 0,
not voting 23, as follows:

[Roll No. 313]

YEAS—411
Abercrombie Baker Bereuter
Ackerman Baldwin Berkley
Aderholt Ballance Berman
Akin Ballenger Berry
Alexander Bartlett (MD) Biggert
Allen Barton (TX) Bilirakis
Andrews Bass Bishop (NY)
Baca Beauprez Bishop (UT)
Bachus Becerra Blackburn
Baird Bell Blumenauer

Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Bradley (NH)
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (OH)
Brown (SC)
Brown, Corrine
Burgess
Burns

Burr
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Carter
Case
Castle
Chabot
Clay
Clyburn
Coble

Cole
Collins
Cooper
Costello
Cox
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DelLauro
DelLay
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Frank (MA)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
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Garrett (NJ)
Gephardt
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Janklow
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (1A)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Kline
Knollenberg
Kucinich
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)

Lucas (OK)
Lynch
Majette
Maloney
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
Mclnnis
Mclintyre
McKeon
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nethercutt
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
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)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (Ml)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
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Roybal-Allard Slaughter Towns
Royce Smith (MI) Turner (OH)
Ruppersberger Smith (NJ) Turner (TX)
Rush Smith (TX) Udall (CO)
Ryan (OH) Snyder Udall (NM)
Ryan (WI) Solis Upton
Ryun (KS) Souder Van Hollen
Sabo Spratt Velazquez
Sanchez, Linda Stark Visclosky
T. Stearns Vitter
Sanchez, Loretta Strickland Walden (OR)
Sanders Stupak Walsh
Sandlin Sullivan Wamp
Schakowsky Sweeney Waters
Schiff Tancredo Watt
Schrock Tanner Waxman
Scott (GA) Tauscher Weldon (FL)
Scott (VA) Tauzin Weldon (PA)
Sensenbrenner Taylor (MS) Weller
Serrano Taylor (NC) Wexler
Sessions Terry Whitfield
Shaw Thomas Wicker
Shays Thompson (CA) Wilson (NM)
Sherman Thompson (MS) Wilson (SC)
Sherwood Thornberry Wolf
Shimkus Tiahrt Woolsey
Shuster Tiberi Wu
Simmons Tierney Wynn
Simpson Toomey Young (AK)
NOT VOTING—23
Barrett (SC) Flake Saxton
Bishop (GA) Fletcher Shadegg
Brown-Waite, Franks (AZ) Skelton
Ginny Hayworth Smith (WA)
Chocola Hunter Stenholm
Conyers Kolbe Watson
Cubin Larsen (WA) Weiner
Everett Renzi Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BAss) (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, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ““A bill to authorize the
Congressional Hunger Center to award
Bill Emerson and Mickey Leland Hun-
ger Fellowships for fiscal years 2003
and 2004.”".

A motion to reconsider was
the table.

Stated for:

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 313
| would have voted “yea.”

laid on

——————

RECOGNIZING IMPORTANT SERV-
ICE PROVIDED BY FOREIGN AG-
RICULTURAL SERVICE ON OCCA-
SION OF ITS 50TH ANNIVERSARY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the joint
resolution, H.J. Res. 49.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
GOODLATTE) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the joint resolution,
H.J. Res. 49, on which the yeas and
nays are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 409, nays 0,
not voting 25, as follows:

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Allen
Andrews
Baca
Bachus
Baird
Baker
Baldwin
Ballance
Ballenger
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Bass
Beauprez
Becerra
Bell
Bereuter
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Bradley (NH)
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (OH)
Brown (SC)
Brown, Corrine
Burgess
Burns

Burr
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Carter

Case

Castle
Chabot
Clay
Clyburn
Coble

Cole
Collins
Cooper
Costello
Cox

Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DelLauro
DeLay
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart, L.

[Roll No. 314]

YEAS—409

Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Frank (MA)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gephardt
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Janklow
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
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Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (1A)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Kline
Knollenberg
Kucinich
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Lynch
Majette
Maloney
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
Mclnnis
Mcintyre
McKeon
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nethercutt
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
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Pastor Sabo Taylor (NC)
Paul Sanchez, Linda Terry
Payne T. Thomas
Pearce Sanchez, Loretta Thompson (CA)
Pelosi Sanders Thompson (MS)
Peterson (MN) Sandlin Thornberry
Peterson (PA) Schz_akowsky Tiahrt
Petri Schiff Tiberi
Pickering Schrock Tierney
Pitts Scott (GA) Toome
Platts Scott (VA) Y
Pombo Sensenbrenner Towns
Pomeroy Serrano Turner (OH)
Porter Sessions Turner (TX)
Portman Shaw Udall (CO)
Price (NC) Shays Udall (NM)
Pryce (OH) Sherman Upton
Putnam Sherwood Van Hollen
Quinn Shimkus Velazquez
Radanovich Shuster Visclosky
Rahall Simmons Vitter
Ramstad Simpson Walden (OR)
Rangel Slaughter Walsh
Regula Smith (M) Wamp
Rehberg Smith (NJ) Waters
Reyes Smith (TX) Watson
Reyn_olds Snyder Watt
Rodriguez Solis Waxman
Rogers (AL) Souder W
eldon (FL)
Rogers (KY) Spratt Weldon (PA)
Rogers (MI) Stark
Rohrabacher Stearns Weller
Ros-Lehtinen Stenholm Wexler
Ross Strickland Whitfield
Rothman Stupak Wicker
Roybal-Allard Sullivan Wilson (NM)
Royce Sweeney Wilson (SC)
Ruppersberger Tancredo Wolf
Rush Tanner Woolsey
Ryan (OH) Tauscher Wu
Ryan (WI) Tauzin Wynn
Ryun (KS) Taylor (MS) Young (AK)
NOT VOTING—25

Barrett (SC) Flake Pence
Brown-Waite, Fletcher Renzi

Ginny Franks (AZ) Saxton
Cantor Hayworth Shadegg
Chocola Hunter Skelton
Conyers Kolbe Smith (WA)
Cubin Larsen (WA) Weiner
DeMint Linder
Everett Miller (FL) Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during

the vote). Members are advised there

are 2 minutes remaining in this vote.

[ 1400

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the joint resolution 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, | was attending
Congressman Bob Stump’s funeral service
today and missed votes on the following
measures:

1. On motion to suspend the rules and pass
S. 858—Abraham Lincoln Bicentennial Com-
mission Extension Act, roll No. 312. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yea.”

2. On motion to suspend the rules and pass
H.R. 2474—to require that funds made avail-
able for fiscal years 2003 and 2004 for the Bill
Emerson and Mickey Leland Hunger Fellow-
ships be administered through the Congres-
sional Hunger Center, roll No. 313. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yea.”

3. On motion to suspend the rules and pass
H.J. Res. 49—recognizing the important serv-
ice to the Nation provided by the Foreign Agri-
culture Service of the Department of Agri-
culture on the occasion of its 50th anniversary,



H5850

roll No. 314. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yea.”

——
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, due to a meeting with President
Bush at the White House, | unfortunately
missed three recorded votes on the House
floor earlier today.

| ask that the RECORD reflect that had | not
been unavoidably detained at this meeting, |
would have voted “yes” on rollcall vote No.
312 (Motion to Suspend the Rules and Pass
S. 858); “yes” on rollcall vote No. 313 (Motion
to Suspend the Rules and Pass H.R. 2474);
and “yes” on rollcall vote No. 314 (Motion to
Suspend the Rules and Pass H.J. Res. 49).

———
O 1400
CALLING ON CHINA TO IMME-
DIATELY  AND UNCONDITION-
ALLY RELEASE DR. YANG
JIANLI
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.

Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the resolution (H. Res.
199) calling on the Government of the
People’s Republic of China imme-
diately and unconditionally to release
Dr. Yang Jianli, calling on the Presi-
dent of the United States to continue
working on behalf of Dr. Yang Jianli
for his release, and for other purposes,
as amended.
The Clerk read as follows:
H. REs. 199

Whereas according to the United States
Department of State’s 2002 Country Reports
on Human Rights Practices in China, the
Government of the People’s Republic of
China has ‘‘continued to commit numerous
and serious [human rights] abuses”, includ-
ing ‘“‘instances of . . . arbitrary arrest and
detention, lengthy incommunicado deten-
tion, and denial of due process’’;

Whereas according to the 2002 Country Re-
ports on Human Rights Practices in China,
““the country’s criminal procedures were not
in compliance with international standards”’,
““the lack of due process in the judicial sys-
tem remained a serious problem”, and ‘“‘au-
thorities routinely violated legal protections
in the cases of political dissidents’;

Whereas Dr. Yang Jianli, an internation-
ally renowned scholar, prodemocracy activ-
ist, and President of the Foundation for
China in the 21st Century, is an alien law-
fully admitted for permanent residence into
the United States;

Whereas Dr. Yang Jianli has been detained
incommunicado by the Government of the
People’s Republic of China since April 26,
2002, when he was arrested for reportedly en-
tering China with false or incomplete iden-
tity documents;

Whereas according to the United Nations
Commission on Human Rights Resolution
1997/38, ““‘prolonged incommunicado detention
may . . . itself constitute a form of cruel, in-
human, or degrading treatment’”, which is
prohibited by international law;

Whereas Dr. Yang Jianli has been deprived
of his basic human rights by being denied ac-
cess to legal counsel and contact with his
wife and two children (who are United States
citizens), and has also been denied his right
to trial within a reasonable time or to re-
lease;

Whereas on May 7, 2003, the United Nations
Working Group on Arbitrary Detention ex-
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pressed the opinion that “‘[t]he non-observ-
ance of Mr. Yang Jianli’s right to a fair trial
is of such gravity as to give his deprivation
of liberty an arbitrary character. Therefore,
his arrest and detention is arbitrary being in
contravention of Article 9 of the Universal
Declaration on Human Rights and of Article
9 of the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights’’; and

Whereas the arbitrary imprisonment and
the violation of the human rights of United
States citizens and permanent resident
aliens by the Government of the People’s Re-
public of China are sources of continuing,
grave concern to the House of Representa-
tives: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That—

(1) the House of Representatives—

(A) condemns and deplores the incommuni-
cado detention of Dr. Yang Jianli, and calls
for his immediate and unconditional release;

(B) condemns and deplores the lack of due
process afforded to Dr. Yang;

(C) strongly urges the Government of the
People’s Republic of China to respond to the
repeated requests by Members of the House
of Representatives for information about Dr.
Yang’s whereabouts and condition; and

(D) strongly urges the Government of the
People’s Republic of China to consider the
implications for the broader relationship be-
tween the United States and the People’s Re-
public of China of detaining permanent resi-
dent aliens of the United States without pro-
viding them access to legal counsel or family
members; and

(2) it is the sense of the House of Rep-
resentatives that the United States—

(A) should make the immediate release of
Dr. Yang Jianli by the Government of the
People’s Republic of China a top concern of
United States foreign policy;

(B) should continue to make every effort to
assist Dr. Yang Jianli and his family while
discussions of his release are ongoing;

(C) should make it clear to the Govern-
ment of the People’s Republic of China that
the detention of United States citizens and
permanent resident aliens and the infliction
of human rights violations on these groups
are not in the interest of the Government of
the People’s Republic of China because they
create obstacles to improved bilateral rela-
tions and cooperation with the United
States; and

(D) should reiterate the deep concern of
the United States regarding the continued
imprisonment of Dr. Yang Jianli and other
United States citizens and permanent resi-
dent aliens whose human rights are being
violated, and discuss their legal status and
immediate humanitarian needs with the
Government of the People’s Republic of
China.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BAss). Pursuant to the rule, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH)
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
LANTOS) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, | 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 resolution under con-
sideration.

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

There was no objection.
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Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, | yield myself such time as |
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | think as every Mem-
ber of this body knows, the PRC and its
leadership in Beijing would love to be
regarded as a respected member of the
international community. In pursuit of
that goal, however, the PRC has sought
and obtained membership in the World
Trade Organization; and it has lobbied
and received the Beijing Olympics of
2008. However, trade volume alone, and
there has been a great deal of trade
volume particularly between the U.S.
and China, is not really a measure of
success, | would say to my colleagues.
What really determines the quality of a
country is how it treats its own citi-
zens, and how it respects fundamental
human rights.

History shows that some very unsa-
vory regimes held the Olympic games.
We all remember the Nazi Olympic
Games prior to the Second World War,
but holding a game, having trade, hav-
ing the air of respectability does not
necessarily mean that it is a respect-
able regime.

The government of Beijing has an
enormous way to go, | would respect-
fully submit, to earn the international
respect that it craves. The Chinese gov-
ernment, and | consider it to be a dic-
tatorship, but if they really hope to
earn respectability in the eyes of the
world, they need to make some very
needed fundamental changes, and there
is a case in point that we raise today,
and | thank the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. FRANK) for bringing this
resolution before us today.

Dr. Yang Jianli is a compelling case.
H. Res. 199, introduced by the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
FRANK) highlights the case of this U.S.
lawful permanent resident who has
been unjustly detained incommunicado
inside China since April 26, not of this
year, but of last year, 14 months. Mr.
Yang was arrested for reportedly enter-
ing China with false or incompletely
identifying documents, has been denied
access to counsel, contact with his wife
Christina Fu and their two children,
Anita and Aaron, and his right to a
trial within a reasonable time.

Frankly, Beijing remains more con-
cerned about the research, at least that
is our belief, that the internationally
respected scholar Dr. Yang, who was
conducting studies regarding labor un-
rest in China, rather than how he got
into the country. It is all about what
he was studying.

Dr. Yang’s research points to the
dark side of the Chinese economic mir-
acle, the so-called workers’ paradise,
where the working class remains the
main victim of unemployment and
forced early retirement due to the re-
structuring of State-owned enterprises.
That then is Dr. Yang’s major sin in
Beijing’s eyes. He was documenting the
anger of workers directed at party
bosses mired in personnel greed and
corruption despite their official pledge
to serve the people.
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Beijing’s loss of face in this case has
only been compounded by the recent
determination by the United States
Working Group on Arbitrary Deten-
tion, which found that Mr. Yang’s de-
tention is arbitrary and in direct con-
travention of the Universal Declara-
tion on Human Rights. As the U.N.
working group has so clearly pointed
out, the continued arbitrary detention
of this man is not the action of a great
nation which seeks the full respect of
the international community.

The U.S. House of Representatives
today is sending a clear, not ambig-
uous, message to the government of
Beijing: Let Dr. Yang go, let him come
home to his wife, his children. His wife
is here with us and his children are on
the floor of this House right now.

We care about this man. We care
about it in a bipartisan way, Demo-
crats and Republicans. A lot divides us
in this Chamber. The case of Dr. Yang
unites us.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
our time

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as I might consume,
and | rise in strong support of this res-
olution.

First, Mr. Speaker, I want to com-
mend my friend, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH), and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE), the
distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on International Relations, for
moving this resolution forward so expe-
ditiously, but | particularly want to
commend my dear friend and distin-
guished colleague from Massachusetts
(Mr. FRANK) for his outstanding leader-
ship on this resolution and indeed on
all human rights issues.

Mr. Speaker, the resolution before
the House addresses one human rights
case that is unfortunately part of a
much larger trend in modern day
China. Over the past several years, the
Chinese government has deliberately
targeted naturalized Americans born in
China and Chinese citizens perma-
nently residing in the United States for
harassment and imprisonment in the
People’s Republic of China.

Instead of, as one would expect, wel-
coming Chinese-American talent, the
People’s Republic of China is sending
the message to the Chinese diaspora
that it returns to China at its own con-
siderable risk.

Mr. Speaker, in the case addressed in
this resolution, Dr. Yang Jianli is a
scholar and a leader of a prominent
human rights organization. He is a per-
manent legal resident of the United
States. He returned to the People’s Re-
public of China in April of last year,
and he has been detained incommuni-
cado ever since that time. He has a
wife and two children in the United
States, all of whom are American citi-
zens, and he has been unable to com-
municate with his family since the mo-
ment of his detention. He has been de-
nied access to legal counsel.

Mr. Speaker, it is imperative that Dr.
Yang be released and allowed to return
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to his family in the United States as
soon as possible. | would also urge the
executive branch of our government to
make his release a priority. Until Dr.
Yang is released, an ominous shadow
will lie over U.S.-Chinese relations. It
is absolutely incomprehensible and in-
sane that this great nation of 1.2 bil-
lion people should keep an American
citizen, the father of two small Amer-
ican children, incommunicado in a
Communist prison in China.

I commend the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. FRANK) for introducing
this resolution, and | urge all of my
colleagues to support it.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). Does the gentlewoman from
Florida seek unanimous consent to
control the balance of the time?

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Yes, | do, Mr.
Speaker.

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, |
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
Cox), the chairman of the House Policy
Conference.

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, | thank the
chairwoman for yielding me the time.

I too rise in strong support of H. Res.
199 calling on the government of the
People’s Republic of China to imme-
diately and unconditionally release Dr.
Yang Jianli.

Dr. Yang is being imprisoned for his
love of democracy and his love of coun-
try. As a tireless fighter for human
rights and democracy in China, Dr.
Yang has remained faithful to his con-
science and to his cause, even at the
risk of imperiling his career and his
life.

Nearly 15 years ago, after studying in
the United States for 4 years, Dr. Yang
suspended his graduate studies and re-
turned to the land of his birth, to
China, to support the students who
were working for democracy in Beijing.
On June 4, 1989, he watched as the
tanks rolled in Tiananmen Square and
narrowly escaped himself while his fel-
low students and activists were impris-
oned and executed.

Throughout this ordeal his wife
Christina Fu did not know if he was
even alive. Today, Christina is being
tortured in a living hell once more be-
cause once again she does not know
whether the Chinese Communist Party
will return her husband alive.

Her husband’s imprisonment violates
all of the procedures and rules that the
PRC has set out in law, and it confirms
our worst fears, that when it comes to
the denial of human rights, nothing in
the People’s Republic of China has
really changed since 1989.

Today’s totalitarian regime con-
tinues to view freedom and liberty as
dangerous threats to the existing order
and acts accordingly, punishing democ-
racy activists like Dr. Yang with ruth-
less impunity.
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He is a permanent resident of the
United States. His family lives here.
His wife Christina is with us in the
Chamber as are his children Aaron and
Anita. | have met with Christina and
with his family many times over the
last several month, and we have tried
in every way to send our concerns to
the rulers in Beijing. This American
family deserves to have their father
back, and this man, whose human
rights are being abridged by the PRC’s
violation of its own laws and every
international covenant that it had
signed, deserves basic fairness.

Dr. Yang has been held incommuni-
cado in the People’s Republic of China
for over 13 months, incommunicado,
meaning that nobody can talk to him.
We cannot get the State Department to
talk to him. We cannot see this Amer-
ican resident. We cannot report to his
family in what condition he is. He has
not been properly charged in violation
of Beijing’s own laws.

Earlier this month on June 4, which
incidentally was the 14th anniversary
of the Tiananmen massacre, the United
Nations Working Group on Arbitrary
Detention found that China violated
Dr. Yang Jianli’s rights as a citizen, as
a citizen of China, and violated his
rights as a resident of the United
States by detaining him in a Chinese
prison with no access to family or to a
lawyer. As a consequence of these ac-
tions, the working group concluded
that China is violating the Universal
Declaration on Human Rights and the
International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights.
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It is fitting that a U.N.-sponsored or-
ganization, with its diverse member-
ship and international credentials,
would single out the PRC for its dread-
ful behavior. The Working Group con-
sisted of representatives from Algeria,
France, Hungary, Paraguay, and lIran.
That is right, even Iran has condemned
this abuse of human rights by China.
The PRC ought to be very ashamed.

The day after the U.N. report, the
Communist regime responded that it
had complied with Chinese law by ad-
vising Dr. Yang’s family of his deten-
tion via telephone. The PRC’s state-
ments conveniently avoid the discus-
sion of any of the specific laws that
govern the detention process. While
claiming it provided a notice of deten-
tion, the regime in Beijing forgot to
add its own procedural law requires
that the family or employer of a de-
tained person be notified within 24
hours of a detention. That formal no-
tice of detention has been sorely absent
for months.

Moreover, while PRC law also per-
mits detention of 37 days without a
warrant in emergency situations, Dr.
Yang has been illegally detained in
China for more than a year. This bla-
tant disregard for the due process of
law is further evidence of the PRC’s
collective disdain towards the estab-
lished rule of law. Despite the unam-
biguous text of its own laws and the
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weight of international condemnation,
the communist regime continues to use
deceit and manipulation to strengthen
its totalitarian rule.

Just as it persecutes men and women
like Dr. Yang, the PRC is attempting
to extend its coercion beyond. The
House is also considering today House
Resolution 277, legislation that | au-
thored to condemn the PRC’s crack-
down on freedom of speech in Hong
Kong. As the city with the strongest
tradition of freedom in China, Hong
Kong is an island of liberty in a sea of
oppression. Preserving free speech in
Hong Kong will help ensure that lib-
erty flourishes not just for the people
of Hong Kong but throughout the PRC,
so that in the future we will not be on
the floor with resolutions for indi-
vidual heroes and heroines such as Dr.
Yang Jianli.

Mr. Speaker, securing liberty in the
People’s Republic of China and freedom
for Dr. Yang are all part of the same
struggle. The Chinese Communist
Party must not be allowed to forget
the sacrifices made at Tiananmen
Square. They must not be allowed to
extinguish the message of hope that
Tiananmen survivors, like Dr. Yang,
convey to the people of the People’s
Republic of China.

Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-
league, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. FRANK), for authoring this
legislation; and I commend the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE), as
well as the ranking member, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS),
for supporting freedom for Dr. Yang
and freedom in China and around the
world.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. FRANK), the author of
this resolution and one of the most in-
defatigable fighters for human rights
in this body.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, we often congratulate and
thank each other when we take these
microphones, but | have to say that I
do so here with the greatest sincerity
of which I am capable. The gentleman
from California, who has drawn on his
own life experience to become an un-
abashed, unceasing opponent of oppres-
sion everywhere, is an inspiration to
us.

| appreciate very much the chairman
of the full committee, the gentleman
from Illinois, for agreeing to bring this
forward with great speed and allowing
us to deal with it on a timetable that
we hope will give it the maximum im-
pact in freeing this brave man from a
wholly unjustified imprisonment.

To the gentleman from New Jersey,
who chairs the subcommittee, he has
been staunch in his advocacy; and | ex-
press my great appreciation as well to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
Cox), whose own expertise in dealing
with the People’s Republic of China has
been built up over the years. He and
my colleague, the gentleman from
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Massachusetts (Mr. CAPUANO), have
been indispensable allies and partners
in this fight.

And, Mr. Speaker, it is a very simple
fight. We are saying to the government
of the People’s Republic of China, we
understand your aspiration to be treat-
ed with all the respect due a great
power. We ask you to act like one. We
ask you to understand that even
though there are many among us who
differ with your form of government,
are critical of some aspects of your so-
ciety, we are prepared to recognize the
fact of not just your existence but of
your strength, of your power, and of
your economy as it grows.

We and the Chinese Government oc-
cupy the same Earth, and that requires
us to cooperate even where there are
areas of disagreement. But there are
limits to the extent to which this Na-
tion, with our commitment to our
basic principles, can look the other
way. There are limits to the extent to
which we can say economic self-inter-
est and geopolitical self-interest pre-
empt concern for principle. And here
we have an example.

Mr. Speaker, Dr. Yang’s crime is that
he loved too much both liberty and
China. Born in China, he worked as a
Chinese citizen to bring to his fellow
citizens the freedom that he under-
stands is so important. He was expelled
not because he hurt anyone, not be-
cause he stole anything, not because he
mistreated anyone, but because he
would not bridle his love of liberty; and
so he was sent away. But he could not
stay away.

He has, of course, a great love for his
wife and his children, and they for him.
And their commitment to his cause
and the dignity with which they bear
the pain of their separation inspires all
of us who have worked with him. Dr.
Yang risked a great deal to go back to
China, not to steal, not to undermine,
not to cause problems, not to engage in
terrorism; but to try to help people live
their lives in some freedom. And he,
unfortunately, had to enter illegally.
We acknowledge that. Because he
would not have been allowed in that so-
ciety to do what he wanted to do le-
gally.

Having apprehended him, though |
wish the Chinese had a different set of
rules and did not feel threatened by a
man who loved liberty and wanted to
preach it, they had a right to appre-
hend him and send him back. And
maybe they would not send him back
right away; they would hold him for a
week, two, three, to try to discourage
him. But there is no justification for
having held this wholly decent man so
long without allowing him to be in
touch with his family, without even
any formal charges, and in a way that
violated the most basic human norms.
As my friend from California said, even
the government of Iran, not to be con-
fused with anybody’s civil liberties
union, joined in the condemnation of
this mistreatment.

Mr. Speaker, we say to the govern-
ment of China that many of us are pre-
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pared to go forward in a cooperative
set of arrangements dictated by the in-
terests of the peoples of the world, de-
spite profound differences. We can talk
about them. But when you impose with
all the might of this great government
of China, when you impose this incred-
ibly harsh punishment on this solitary
man, take him and keep him from his
family, punish him so harshly for noth-
ing that is a crime by any civilized
standard, you drive a wedge between
us. And | urge the government of China
in its own interest to remove this
wedge; to show that in fact the pes-
simists are wrong and that as you grow
economically you can evolve socially,
you can outgrow the total lack of self-
confidence that makes you appear to
quake before one lone individual com-
mitted to freedom.

Mr. Speaker, | urge the People’s Re-
public of China to listen to this House
of Representatives, to the President of
the United States and the State De-
partment, to the people of America and
discontinue insisting on mistreating
this brave man, not simply because it
is the wrong thing to do on principle
but because it is a very wrong thing to
do practically. | urge the government
of China to reconsider whether the
enormous damage you are doing to re-
lationships that you believe are impor-
tant is worth the continued persecu-
tion of Dr. Yang. And | believe that ra-
tional people will come to the conclu-
sion that the answer is ‘“no.”

Mr. Speaker, | again thank my col-
leagues for giving us a chance as a Na-
tion to make this important statement
of principle.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, | am de-
lighted to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
CAPUANO), who has worked so hard on
this resolution.

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
echo all the comments that have been
made, but I want to make it clear. |
want everyone to know what this gen-
tleman has done.

To me, this gentleman is clearly a
hero. We have used the word, but un-
derstand what he did. Here is a gen-
tleman who came from China, estab-
lished a very successful, very com-
fortable life here in America: a wife
and two children living in one of our
best and most beautiful suburbs of Bos-
ton; well-respected in the community,
well thought of, well loved. Very easy
for him to live out the rest of his life
in that comfort without any real con-
cerns. He could speak any way he
wanted to speak, feel any way he want-
ed to feel, do any work he wanted to
do. But what did he do? He took him-
self voluntarily from that comfort on
his own to go back to China to fight for
democracy.

If anyone here thinks they have the
courage to do that, you are a better
person than | am. | do not know that |
would have the courage to do that. |
wish | would, and maybe if faced with
that someday, | hope I might be able to
live up to those incredible standards.
But | am not so sure. | am not so sure.
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This is a true modern hero, fighting
for what we all talk about all day long.
We are here, with all of our differences,
with all of our agreements and dis-
agreements, fighting for a better de-
mocracy. That is what we are all here
for. He is fighting for a simple democ-
racy. We cannot abandon him. The fact
that this resolution is on the floor ob-
viously shows the U.S. Congress stands
with Dr. Yang, stands with the prin-
ciples that | think he epitomizes.

China, as a great country, has chosen
to hold him without charges. There
have been no charges. There is no law-
yer assigned to him. No judge has
heard this case. No jury has heard this
case. No administrator has heard this
case. His family has not been allowed
to visit him. | went on an official dele-
gation to China in January, and | was
not allowed to visit him. No American
official has been allowed to visit him.
No doctor of the family, no representa-
tive of the family has been allowed to
visit him. How can a great country ask
us to treat them as a great country
when they act in such a manner?

Any crime he might have committed
has already been paid back to China in
the 14 months he has been held in the
manner he has been held. This man
should be released immediately and re-
turned to the bosom of his family and
to a welcoming and, hopefully, grateful
Nation of the American people because
of what he has done for us.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in sup-
port of H. Res. 199, calling on the government
of the People’s Republic of China to imme-
diately and unconditionally release Dr. Yang
Jianli, and calling on the president of the
United States to continue working on behalf of
Dr. Yang Jianli's release.

Dr. Yang Jianli is an internationally re-
nowned scholar, Harvard graduate, and the
president of the Foundation for China in the
21st Century. Dr. Yang was actively involved
in the Tiananmen Square protests in 1989 and
was subsequently blacklisted by the Chinese
government for his participation. Following
Tiananmen Square, Dr. Yang fled to the
United States and earned two doctorates. Dr.
Yang is a permanent resident of the United
States.

On April 26, 2002, Dr. Yang entered China
using a friend’s passport to investigate reports
of labor unrest in northern China. Dr. Yang
Jianli was detained eight days later and has
not been heard from since. The Chinese gov-
ernment will not confirm where he is being
held and he has been refused access to an
attorney. He has been held for more than 13
months and no charges have been brought
against him. The maximum fine for entering
China illegally is a one-year prison sentence.
Dr. Yang has already spent more than a year
in detention. | call on the Chinese government
for his immediate release.

The State Department’s recent report on
human rights states that the government of
the People’s Republic of China “has continued
to commit numerous and serious human rights
abuses, including arbitrary arrest and deten-
tion.” On June 4, a United Nations working
group ruled that Yang Jianli has been illegally
detained by the Chinese government and
called for Dr. Yang's immediate release.
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China lacks due process. Citizens continue
to suffer at the hands of Chinese officials. It is
time for the state-sponsored, state-led perse-
cution in China to stop. | join the members of
the House of Representatives and the inter-
national community in calling for Dr. Yang's
immediate release. It is my hope that he will
be released quickly and free to reunite with his
wife and two children back in the United
States.

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

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) that the
House suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution, H. Res. 199, as amended.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that |
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.

I yield

[J 1430
CONDEMNING TERRORISM IN-
FLICTED ON ISRAEL SINCE

AQABA SUMMIT AND EXPRESS-
ING SOLIDARITY WITH THE
ISRAELI PEOPLE

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 294) condemning
the terrorism inflicted on Israel since
the Agaba Summit and expressing soli-
darity with the Israeli people in their
fight against terrorism.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 299

Whereas Palestinian Authority Prime Min-
ister Mahmoud Abbas (Abu Mazen) an-
nounced at the June 4, 2003, Agaba Summit,
“Our goal is clear, and we will implement it
firmly and without compromise: a complete
end to violence and terrorism’;

Whereas Prime Minister Abbas also
pledged at the Agaba Summit to establish a
system based on “‘rule of law, [a] single polit-
ical authority, [and] weapons only in the
hands of those who are in charge of uphold-
ing the law and order . . .”’;

Whereas the Middle East roadmap begins
with the assertion that ‘““A two state solu-
tion to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict will
only be achieved through an end to violence
and terrorism (when the Palestinian people
have a leadership acting decisively against
terror and willing and able to build a prac-
ticing democracy based on tolerance and lib-
erty)”’;

Whereas 22 innocent Israelis nevertheless
were murdered and scores wounded in three
separate suicide bombings within less than a
week after the Agaba Summit, and the death
toll from these terrorist actions is the equiv-
alent of 1,100 on the basis of the United
States population, nearly ten times the num-
ber of battle deaths the United States suf-
fered in the recent lraq War;
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Whereas Palestinians are also victims of
these terrorists, who undermine prospects
for a just and lasting peace;

Whereas Islamic fundamentalist Hamas
and Palestinian Islamic Jihad consistently
make clear their opposition to Israel’s exist-
ence in any form and within any borders and
their determination to use violence and ter-
rorism to achieve their anti-Israeli, anti-Se-
mitic goals, and Hamas leader Abdel Aziz
Rantisi vowed ‘“‘not to leave one Jew in Pal-
estine’’;

Whereas experience with terrorism dem-
onstrates that there can be no productive ne-
gotiations or dialogue with terrorists and
that a policy based on compromise with ter-
rorists can only be doomed to failure;

Whereas the concept of ‘‘cycle of vio-
lence”’, which implies moral equivalence be-
tween terrorists and their victims, should be
rejected as a description of Israeli-Pales-
tinian dynamics, since Palestinian terrorism
justifies Israeli counterterrorist operations
as the response of a legitimate government
defending its citizens;

Whereas Israeli counterterrorist oper-
ations would cease entirely were Palestinian
terrorism to cease; and

Whereas Israel has no choice but to use its
own measures to fight terrorism if the Pal-
estinians are unwilling to do so: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) condemns in the harshest terms the re-
cent terrorist actions that victimized inno-
cent Israelis;

(2) expresses solidarity with the Israeli
people as they respond to ongoing terrorist
attacks;

(3) expresses sympathy to the families of
innocent lIsraelis and Palestinians who have
lost their lives;

(4) commends the President of the United
States for his vision of two states, Israel and
Palestine, living side by side in peace and se-
curity;

(5) affirms that this vision can be fully re-
alized only once terrorism is defeated, so
that a new state may be created based on
rule of law and respect for human rights;

(6) recognizes and respects Israel’s right to
fight terrorism and acknowledges Israel’s
fight against terrorism as part of the global
war against terrorism;

(7) calls on all states to cease recognition
of and political and material support for any
Palestinian and other terrorist groups;

(8) calls on all states immediately to estab-
lish effective mechanisms to ensure that
funding from private citizens cannot be di-
rected to terrorist groups for any purpose
whatsoever, including ostensible humani-
tarian purposes;

(9) calls on all states to provide support to
the Palestinian Authority in its effort to
confront and fight terror; and

(10) calls on all states to assist the Pales-
tinian people in creating the institutions of
a democratic state that will respect the rule
of law and live in peace with its neighbors.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). Pursuant to the rule, the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. Ros-
LEHTINEN) and the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS) each will con-
trol 20 minutes.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, is the
gentleman from California (Mr. LAN-
TOS) opposed to the resolution?

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, it is my
resolution; and | strongly support it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
clause 1(c), the Chair recognizes the
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gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. RA-
HALL) to control the time in opposition
to the resolution.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
ask unanimous consent to yield half of
my time to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS) and that he may
control that time.

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

There was no objection.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, |
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. Res. 294.

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, |
yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday we marked
the 1l-year anniversary of the Presi-
dent’s seminal address on the Middle
East, where he underscored that “‘it is
untenable for Israeli citizens to live in
terror,” and President Bush clearly
outlined, “The United States will not
support the establishment of a Pales-
tinian state until its leaders engage in
a sustained fight against the terrorists
and dismantle their infrastructure.”

At the recent summit in Agaba, Jor-
dan, it appeared that the vision articu-
lated by President Bush, a vision that
is embraced by lIsraeli Prime Minister
Ariel Sharon and accepted by the Pal-
estinian prime minister, would finally
be translated into a reality. However,
over the past few weeks, we have seen
history repeat itself as Palestinian ter-
rorists have conducted a series of
bloody bombings and road shootings
against innocent Israelis.

These acts of terrorism must be con-
demned in no uncertain terms. We
must send a message to the terrorists
that such behavior will not be toler-
ated, that we view such attacks
through the prism of the global war
against terrorism, and as such within
the parameters established by the
President when he underscored ‘‘you
are either with us or you are with the
terrorists.”

The choice for the new Palestinian
leadership is a simple one: end the ter-
ror. Ending the terror, however, must
go beyond mere words. The resolution
before us clearly acknowledges Pales-
tinian Prime Minister Abu Mazen’s re-
iteration at the Agaba Summit of a
‘““‘complete end to violence and ter-
rorism.”

However, such a renunciation of ter-
ror must be accompanied by concrete,
verifiable steps to confront, combat,
and destroy the terrorists. As long as
Israeli citizens continue to be victim-
ized by terrorists, Israel will continue
to defend herself. Thus, only the full
implementation of a comprehensive
Palestinian anti-terrorism plan aimed
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at destroying the terrorist organiza-
tions will serve as a true catalyst for
peace. The focus should not and must
not be on a cease-fire, which history
has shown us is simply a respite to
rearm. The end to terror must be un-
conditional, and it must be complete.

The new Palestinian leadership must
arrest and hold the terrorists, not re-
lease them soon afterwards. Pales-
tinian jails must not continue to be re-
volving doors from which the terrorists
escape. The international community
must work together to support these
objectives, and a critical component of
this effort is to sever all ties with any
and all who cavort with terror. Specifi-
cally, if Europe is committed to the
road map process, as a sponsoring
party, the EU must do its part to im-
plement it. Inherent in those respon-
sibilities is the necessity to bypass and
marginalize Arafat.

Nations must end political and mate-
rial support for any Palestinian ter-
rorist group and, in turn, divert those
resources to assisting the new Pales-
tinian leadership in fighting terror and
in building ‘“‘a practicing democracy,
based on tolerance and liberty,” as
President Bush has emphasized.

These concerns, the hopes that we all
hold, our obligations and the coopera-
tion we demand of our allies, and per-
haps most importantly, the friendship
and solidarity we feel toward Israel,
are set forth in this important and
comprehensive resolution.

This resolution serves as a warning
to terrorists to beware. The current
peace process is not business as usual.
| commend the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. DELAY) for his leadership on this
issue, along with the gentleman from
Ilinois (Mr. HYDE) and especially our
ranking member, the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS), and the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. PELOSI)
for their commitment. | ask my col-
leagues to vote ‘“‘yes” on the resolu-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, | ask unanimous con-
sent to yield the balance of my time to
the gentleman from lowa (Mr. LEACH)
and that he may control that time.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | deplore the bus bomb-
ings and other acts of terrorism
against innocent civilians wherever
heinous acts of violence occur. The vio-
lence must stop. President Bush’s vi-
sion of a two-state solution, two states
living side by side in the Holy Land,
must be implemented. | support the
road map whole heartily.

Mr. Speaker, it was just a very short
time ago this year that this body
passed a resolution commending Israel
and condemning the Palestinian Au-
thority and calling upon the Palestin-
ians to elect new leadership. Now the
Palestinians have done just that. They
have elected their new prime minister,
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Mahmoud Abbas. He has been in office
for less than 2 months now, and now
this body all of a sudden expects him to
stop the violence that has raged out of
hand for close to 3 years in such a short
time. Prime Minister Abbas is trying
very hard to negotiate an under-
standing among the militant groups
that will end all acts of violence
against Israelis. And as we speak, as we
speak, a cease-fire appears to be taking
hold. There appears to be such an
agreement.

This process going on in the Middle
East as we speak certainly needs no
help from this body with this type of
one-sided, inflammatory resolution for
which this body is so well noted. Prime
Minister Abbas must be given the time,
he must be given the space, he must be
given the opportunity to assert his au-
thority and that of his new security
chief Mohammad Dakhlan, with whom
our own CIA and Israeli security forces
have worked very well in the past, and
can do so again.

Let us attempt some objectivity
here, Mr. Speaker, if we are to remain
the responsible super power that we
are. The single most important step
that the Israelis could undertake is to
stop its policy of political assassina-
tions of Palestinians unless they are
proven to be ticking time bombs. Tom
Friedman said in a recent column that
both sides have crossed the line where
self-defense has turned into self-de-
struction.

Is Israel better off or worse off after
carrying out these assassinations? The
day after it tried unsuccessfully to Kill
a senior Hamas leader, a suicide bomb-
er killed 17 innocent people aboard a
bus in Jerusalem, these acts occurring
since the Agaba Summit. The bomber
said this act was in retaliation for the
assassination attempt the previous
week. Clearly the people of Israel are
questioning this policy. In a poll last
week by a leading Israeli newspaper, 58
percent of the Israelis polled supported
ending this type of assassination policy
and cooperating with the new Pales-
tinian government to end all violence.

The fact is, the only time the Israelis
have enjoyed extended periods of peace
in the last decade is when the Pales-
tinian Security Service, under Mr.
Dakhlan, have cooperated with Israel
and both sides spent their energy, suc-
cessfully, I might note, in preventing
acts of violence.

We are right today to call upon
Prime Minister Abbas and his govern-
ment to make greater and more effi-
cient efforts to control the militant
groups and end violence, but we also
have a responsibility in order to be ob-
jective and even-handed, to ask the
government of Prime Minister Sharon
in this same resolution whether these
policies are making Mr. Abbas’s tasks
easier or harder.

The people of Israel is asking this
question, so should the Congress of the
United States. Let us have a little bal-
ance here. Let us have a little balance
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here. Let us call on the Palestinian Au-
thority to make greater and more ef-
fective efforts against terrorists; but
also, let us call on the Israeli Govern-
ment to stop making Mr. Abbas’s tasks
more difficult. It is also time for Israel
to reassess and hopefully end this proc-
ess of political assassinations. We can-
not allow the extremists on either side
to sabotage the peace process. We can-
not allow terrorists to torpedo the
peace process. Let us look at some ob-
jectivity before we pass, once again,
another resolution of this nature.

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

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong support
of this resolution which condemns the
recent wave of terrorism inflicted on
Israel and expresses solidarity with the
people of lIsrael in their heroic fight
against terrorism.

First, Mr. Speaker, | thank the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) for the
gentleman’s cooperation in bringing
this resolution to the floor. | also want
to express my appreciation to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY), the
Republican leader, for his principled
support, and to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. PELOSI), the minority
leader, for her valued cosponsorship.
The fact that these three leaders of the
House have cosponsored my resolution
is a powerful indication that it has
strong bipartisan support.

Mr. Speaker, | introduced this resolu-
tion with one basic conviction, that
Israel has as much right to fight
against suicide bombers and ruthless
terrorists as any other free and demo-
cratic nation. At the recent Aqgaba
Summit, the Prime Minister of Israel,
Mr. Sharon, made some extraordinary
and historic statements. He called for a
democratic state living at peace with
Israel with mutual respect and shared
prosperity.

In less than a week of the Prime Min-
ister’s landmark speech, 22 innocent
Israeli men, women and children fell
victim to suicide bombings and over 100
were wounded. Israel’s response to this
unprovoked carnage was the only re-
sponse a self-respecting democratic
state could offer. When Israel responds
with counterterrorist operations
against suicide bombers, some criticize
it for provoking a cycle of violence.

This is an absurd and sinister argu-
ment. Let us be clear about one thing.
As our resolution states, Israel would
not conduct counterterrorist oper-
ations if Palestinian counterterrorism
would cease. The bloodshed, the vio-
lence, the tragedy would end.

The term ‘“‘cycle of violence’ must be
permanently retired from the lexicon
of Middle East politics since it prepos-
terously implies moral equivalence be-
tween suicide bombers and the justified
response of a free and democratic na-
tion.

Based on comparative populations,
the 22 Israelis who were murdered in
the days following the Agaba Summit

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

are the equivalent of 1,100 Americans.
Were al Qaeda again to murder over a
thousand Americans, we would demand
that our government take strong meas-
ures to eliminate the threat they pose.
None of us would tolerate our govern-
ment waiting while someone pleads
with the terrorists for a temporary
cease-fire.

In my recent meeting with Pales-
tinian Authority Prime Minister Abu
Mazen in Ramallah, he told me that he
is opposed to terrorism. Subsequently
he repeated his statement to President
Bush and many others, but Abu
Mazen’s effectiveness as a leader will
not be judged by his words, but by his
deeds. Abu Mazen’s political situation
is unquestionably complex; but if he
continues to refuse to use force against
murderous terrorists, he will soon be-
come irrelevant and his political de-
mise will be sure to follow.
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But should he choose to take bold ac-
tion against terrorism, he will deserve
and he will receive the support of this
body and the American people.

Mr. Speaker, my resolution under-
scores the obvious. Israel’s fight
against terrorism is one of the front
lines of the global war against ter-
rorism. Israel’s enemies are motivated
by a hate-filled, sick, totalitarian ide-
ology, as are our terrorist foes. Israel’s
enemies are ruthless and bloodthirsty,
just like ours. If the Palestinian Au-
thority will not or cannot destroy and
defeat Palestinian terrorist groups,
Israel has no choice but to take mat-
ters into its own hands. We are fighting
our enemies relentlessly. Israel, under
infinitely less favorable circumstances,
can do nothing less.

Mr. Speaker, it is universally accept-
ed that it is the right of all states, in-
cluding the democratic state of Israel,
to make the defense of its citizens its
number one priority. This is the bed-
rock of my resolution. I urge all of my
colleagues to join me in voting for it.

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

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, | yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentle-
woman from Michigan (Mrs. MILLER).

(Mrs. MILLER of Michigan asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend her remarks.)

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, | rise today in support of the
Israeli-Palestinian peace process. The
Agaba summit earlier this month
seemed to offer hope for the road map
to peace offered by President Bush. For
the first time, a Palestinian leader had
condemned in Arabic for the entire
world to hear the use of terrorism as a
solution to the problems in the Middle
East. Unfortunately, terrorist groups
like Hamas refuse to stop the violence.
The Palestinian Authority must imme-
diately begin to dismantle the terrorist
infrastructure in the West Bank and in
Gaza, because there is no chance for a
Palestinian state if terrorism con-
tinues. It is in the interest of the Pal-
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estinians to put an end to the violence.
The victims of these at