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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

INTERPARLIAMENTARY CON-
FERENCE ON HUMAN RIGHTS
AND RELIGIOUS FREEDOM

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, October 24, 2003

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, the first
meeting of the Interparliamentary Conference
on Human Rights and Religious Freedom was
held in Brussels, Belgium from September 16
through September 18, 2003, under the aus-
pices of the Washington-headquartered Insti-
tute on Religion and Public Policy.

The Interparliamentary Conference on
Human Rights and Religious Freedom is com-
posed of members of national and supra-
national parliaments from around the globe, al-
lowing members of parliaments to meet and
address the issues of human rights and free-
dom of religion and belief with common under-
standing and background as parliamentarians.
| ask that the Conference’s concluding docu-
ment, as follows, be entered into the RECORD.

DECLARATION OF THE INTERPARLIAMENTARY
CONFERENCE ON HUMAN RIGHTS AND RELI-
GIOUS FREEDOM

Whereas, recognition of the inherent dig-
nity and of the equal and inalienable rights
of all members of the human family is the
foundation of freedom, justice and peace in
the world;

Whereas, disregard and contempt for fun-
damental human rights have resulted in acts
which have shocked the conscience of hu-
mankind, the advent of a world in which
human beings shall enjoy freedom of speech
and belief has been proclaimed as the highest
aspiration of humankind;

Whereas, it is imperative to promote the
development of friendly relations between
nations;

Whereas, Member States of the United Na-
tions have pledged themselves to achieve the
promotion of universal respect for and ob-
servance of fundamental rights;

Whereas, a common understanding of these
rights and freedoms is of great importance
for the full realization of this pledge;

Whereas, this Declaration of the Inter-
parliamentary Conference on Human Rights
and Religious Freedom appeals to a common
standard of achievement for all peoples and
all nations, to the end that every individual
and every society—keeping this proclama-
tion constantly in mind—shall strive by dia-
logue and education to promote respect for
these rights and freedoms and by national
and international measures to secure their
recognition and observance;

Therefore, we hold that,

Respect for human life is fundamental;

All human beings are born free and equal
in dignity and rights. They are endowed with
reason and conscience and should act to-
wards one another in a spirit of brotherhood;

All are equal before the law and are enti-
tled without discrimination to equal protec-
tion of the law. All are entitled to equal pro-
tection against any discrimination in viola-
tion of their rights;

Everyone has the right to freedom of
thought, conscience, and religion; this right

includes freedom to have or adopt a religion
or belief. Everyone has the freedom alone or
in community with others and without any
outside interference to express his/her reli-
gion or belief in teaching, practice, worship
and observance, within the limitations pre-
scribed by law and are necessary to protect
public safety, order, health or morals or the
fundamental rights or freedoms of others.

Nobody shall be persecuted or denied his/
her rights because of his/her religious beliefs.
No discrimination or privileges based on af-
filiation or rejection of affiliation to a reli-
gion are acceptable.

The Interparliamentary Conference on
Human Rights and Religious Freedom will
convene annually to further the recognition
and observance of the principles contained in
this Declaration.

THE CONSERVATIVE MIND

HON. MARK E. SOUDER

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, October 24, 2003

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, The Conserv-
ative Mind is an historic book that has pro-
foundly affected many of us in this chamber.
Indeed, some of us may be in this very cham-
ber because of its great influence. Published
in 1953, the masterpiece was penned by the
late Dr. Russell Amos Kirk, the foremost phi-
losopher of the modern conservative move-
ment. His writings—not to mention his Piety
Hill seminars—served as part of the philo-
sophical foundation for such important mo-
ments in American political history as the 1964
Goldwater presidential campaign, the Reagan
Revolution of 1980, and, most recently, the
Republican Revolution of 1994.

How does one begin to sum up conserv-
atism? One can start, as Dr. Kirk did in The
Conservative Mind, by stating what it is not.
He wrote that the conservative abhors all
forms of ideology. Promising a “terrestrial par-
adise,” an ideology is anathema to the con-
servative, who knows it to be the tool and
weapon of the coffeehouse fanatics—a sub-
stitute for religion—that will ensure an “earthly
hell.” No manual for partisan action, then, The
Conservative Mind does not—cannot—point
the way to Zion.

Instead, the man of letters wisely explained,
we must turn to custom, convention, constitu-
tion and prescription. And we must apply var-
iously and with prudence the general prin-
ciples he delineated.

The brilliance of The Conservative Mind is
its cogent synthesis of the works of historical
icons—ranging from Edmund Burke to T.S.
Eliot—into six canons of conservative thought.
The resolution that | have introduced acknowl-
edges these canons and honors the golden ju-
bilee of Dr. Kirk's magnum opus.

It also recognizes the tireless work of the
Russell Kirk Center for Cultural Renewal, pre-
sided over by Dr. Kirk’s widow, Annette, and
the Intercollegiate Studies Institute, which is
republishing many of his master works.

It is time that the House of Representatives
affords this man, this book and these institu-
tions with such recognition. | hope that the
members of this body will join me in cele-
brating the 50th anniversary of the publication
of The Conservative Mind and those
custodians of this wonderful patrimony.

ALIJA IZETBEGOVIC

HON. STENY H. HOYER

OF MARYLAND
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, October 24, 2003

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | learned this
week of the passing of Alija Izetbegovic, for-
merly the President of Bosnia-Herzegovina. As
a former Chairman of the Helsinki Commis-
sion, | knew President lzetbegovic and fol-
lowed the situation in Bosnia-Herzegovina
closely and with great concern.

Under Izetbegovic’s early leadership in 1990
and 1991, Bosnia-Herzegovina sought to cope
with the disintegration of the former Yugoslav
federation of which it was a part, a particularly
difficult task given the republic’'s very multi-eth-
nic population which had benefitted greatly
under that federation. Eventually, Izetbegovic
led Bosnia-Herzegovina to respond by assert-
ing independent statehood in early 1992, an
act used immediately as a pretext by the re-
gime of Slobodan Milosevic in neighboring
Serbia to wage a war of aggression and geno-
cide. Seeing the international community take
little action to stop well-armed Serb militants
from seizing more than two-thirds of the coun-
try, the regime of Franjo Tudjman in Croatia,
another neighbor, later joined the fray. In the
next three years, the ethnic cleansing associ-
ated with this conflict would cause the forced
displacement of millions, the death of hun-
dreds of thousands and the rape or torture of
tens of thousands of innocent people.

By 1995, the international community was
essentially shamed into taking more decisive
action by atrocities like that which occurred in
Srebrenica and fresh attacks on civilians in
Sarajevo. The international community also
recognized that not doing so had definite im-
plications for the future of post-Cold War Eu-
rope. The result was NATO intervention and
the negotiation of the Dayton Agreement,
which preserved Bosnia territorial integrity on
the one hand but hampered its recovery and
development by legitimizing internal division
on the other. Alija lzetbegovic, ethnically a
“Bosniak” or Muslim Slav, retained power, but
shared the presidency in a new arrangement
with Bosnian Serb and Croat counterparts.

Given these circumstances, it is difficult to
assess lzetbegovic's legacy. As a dissenter in
Tito’s Yugoslavia and as a politician during the
emergence of multi-party politics, Izetbegovic
expressed devoutness to the Islamic faith and
pride in Bosnia’s Muslim heritage. The conflict,
however, denied lzetbegovic the chance to
prove his claimed desire to respect the reli-
gious beliefs of others, to embrace Bosnia's
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cultural diversity and to become part of Eu-
rope. While Sarajevo was under siege, he cor-
rectly asserted that international principles of
tolerance and respect were as threatened as
that city’s population. As the feckless United
Nations and Europe failed to stop the conflict
quickly, Izetbegovic's Bosnia became increas-
ingly vulnerable to militant Islamic infiltration
as well as corruption, both of which plague the
country to this day.

From his hospital bed in late September,
however, Alija Izetbegovic was quoted as say-
ing to the media that Bosnia will survive as a
state if “Serbs stay Serbs, Croats stay Croats,
and [Muslims]stay [Muslims], but they also
should all be Bosnians . . . Nobody should
seek revenge but rather justice, because re-
venge starts a chain of evil that has no end,”
adding that people “should not forget the past
but not live in it. They should turn toward the
future.”

As | note the passing of Alija Izetbegovic,
Mr. Speaker, and we express our condolences
to his family, friends and supporters, we
should also recall with equal sadness the trou-
bled times he and the people of Bosnia-
Herzegovina faced a decade ago.

————

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
AND THE LEWIS AND CLARK BI-
CENTENNIAL

HON. IKE SKELTON

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, October 24, 2003

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, The Bicenten-
nial of the Lewis and Clark Expedition is being
commemorated between 2003 and 2006. As
we celebrate the Bicentennial, the famous ex-
pedition evokes pride and awe in countless
Americans who reflect on its achievements.
While most Americans have some knowledge
of the expedition, relatively few recognize that
it was an Army endeavor. It was not an acci-
dent that President Jefferson turned to the
Army for the mission. President Jefferson
chose the Army for his Corps of Discovery be-
cause it was the ‘“right tool” for the arduous
job. Frontier soldiers possessed the tough-
ness, teamwork, discipline and training appro-
priate to the challenge of exploring the newly
acquired lands. Most importantly, Meriwether
Lewis and William Clark were outstanding offi-
cers and leaders who had previously served
the Army with distinction.

Today, the route followed by the Lewis and
Clark Expedition lies within eight Corps dis-
tricts. By virtue of its stewardship role for the
Nation’s rivers and its Army heritage of explor-
ing and mapping the western United States,
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers will play a
key leadership role in the observance of the
Bicentennial. Of the more than 5,000 miles of
trail from Pittsburgh to the Pacific Ocean, the
Corps directly or indirectly manages nearly
4,700 river miles. Corps management activi-
ties include navigation channel maintenance,
levee maintenance, environmental permitting
responsibilities, and operation of the reservoirs
and locks/dams. Because the Corps manages
more of the trail than any other governmental
entity, and it is the largest Federal provider of
outdoor recreation opportunities in the country,
the Corps will play an important role during
the Bicentennial Commemoration.
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The Commemoration officially began in Jan-
uary 2003 at Monticello and will retrace the
original expedition across the United States
and back. There are 17 Signature events
planned and organized under the guidance of
the Lewis and Clark bicentennial Council. The
Corps of Engineers will support these Signa-
ture events by participating in the Federal
interagency project called Corps of Discovery
1I—200 Years to the Future, which is a trav-
eling exhibition and classroom, providing edu-
cational programs for school children, and
manning displays and exhibits.

The overall goal of the Corps’ participation
in the Lewis and Clark Bicentennial Com-
memoration is to accommodate the anticipated
increased visitation, ensure a safe visitor ex-
perience, and provide information on the Ex-
pedition, the Army, and the Corps—all with
minimal impact on the environment. To reach
this goal, the Corps is working to upgrade
sanitary facilities, visitor centers and camp-
grounds. The Chief of Engineers has empha-
sized that park facilities should be in good
condition to support the additional visitation
and visitor expectations, particularly those fa-
cilities that are on the Lewis and Clark trail or
within 50 miles of a signature event. To reach
the “safe visitor experience” objective, the
Corps will provide water safety information
specific to reservoirs and rivers along the
Lewis and Clark route, including locking and
portage procedures, the identification of haz-
ardous areas, fueling areas, and the location
of boat ramps. The Corps is also cooperating
with other Federal, State and local enforce-
ment, safety and emergency agencies to pro-
vide the essential public safety services along
the route. The Corps will provide information
to the public during the Bicentennial to edu-
cate about the expedition and the contribution
of the Army to the success of the expedition.
The legacy of the expedition is also an impor-
tant story, including the role the Corps of Engi-
neers played in exploration and development
of the waterways that opened the west to river
travel and the continuing role of the Corps in
developing, managing, and protecting the Na-
tion’s water resources.

The Corps is also a partner and sponsor of
the Ft. Leavenworth re-enactors who will at-
tend many of the Signature events and portray
the Lewis and Clark expedition as an Army re-
connaissance mission. The Corps is the spon-
sor of numerous educational products includ-
ing a discovery box educational kit which is
used by Corps park rangers to educate school
children about the Lewis and Clark Expedition
as a military expedition. Other educational
products that we have partnered in include an
interagency brochure, car audio tours, a train-
ing academy for educators, exhibits and a film
that will be marketed to public television.
Lewis and Clark began the legacy of Army ex-
ploration of the American West which led to
the Corps long tradition of service to our cus-
tomers—the American public.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. JEFF FLAKE

OF ARIZONA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, October 24, 2003

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, today | voted “no”
on final passage of H.R. 3161. While acknowl-
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edging my opposition to this bill is unpopular—
even in my own household—I believe | voted
correctly.

Telemarketing calls bother me as much as
the next person and | understand the desire to
prohibit them. But | do not believe that asking
the government to take care of this problem is
the answer. New products are now on the
market (Caller ID, voice mail systems, answer-
ing machines, Privacy Director, Call Reject,
etc.) that inhibit the activity of telemarketers,
and states are passing their own laws to ad-
dress this issue. In fact, Arizona began enforc-
ing the state’s own telemarketing restrictions
on October 1, 2003.

Most people know that H.R. 3161 provided
authority to the Federal Trade Commission
(FTC) to implement and enforce a national do-
not-call registry. What many do not know,
however, is that the bill allows government bu-
reaucrats to pick and choose which calls con-
sumers can block. It is not surprising that con-
sumers cannot sign up to not be bothered by
politicians. | would be willing to bet that con-
sumers will find those calls to be just as an-
noying as any others. When government sets
the rules, it must not discriminate based on
the content of the calls. That's what the First
Amendment means.

| consistently vote against additional federal
regulations. Granting the FTC additional au-
thority to further regulate on this matter, how-
ever popular, would be inconsistent with my
record.

———
CONGRATULATING REVEREND
THOMAS J. O'HARA ON BEING

HONORED BY THE ETHICS
TUTE

HON. PAUL E. KANJORSKI

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, October 24, 2003

Mr. KANJORSKI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to recognize Father Thomas J. O'Hara as he
is honored by the Ethics Institute of North-
eastern Pennsylvania at College Misericordia
this Thursday, October 23, 2003, at the Wood-
lands in Wilkes-Barre.

Father Tom has been a part of the King's
College campus since 1988 and has served
as the Professor of Political Science and Vice
President of Academic Affairs. About four
years ago, Father Tom was chosen to lead
King's College as its President.

Father Tom is a native of Northeastern
Pennsylvania and is involved in many commu-
nity activities in addition to his demanding
schedule as President of the college. He
serves on the boards of the Greater Wilkes-
Barre Chamber of Commerce, the Osterhout
Free Library, St. Vincent de Paul Kitchen, the
Earth Conservancy, Leadership Wilkes-Barre,
City Vest, and the Council of Presidents.

He will be honored for his commitment to
both civility and ethical leadership. Father
Thomas O’Hara is a community icon in
Wilkes-Barre who leads by example. | am
pleased that he is receiving well-deserved rec-
ognition for his ethical and effective leader-
ship.

Mr. Speaker, it is a privilege and honor to
represent a man who has played an important
leadership role in educating and shaping our
future generation in Northeastern Pennsyl-
vania and throughout the nation. His style of
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leadership and integrity makes him a worthy
role model for the students and educators who
he comes in contact with as President of
King's College. | ask that my colleagues pay
tribute to Father Tom as he receives this well
deserved honor.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. LUIS V. GUTIERREZ

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, October 24, 2003

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
avoidably absent from this chamber on Octo-
ber 20, 2003. | would like the record to show
that had | been present in this chamber, |
would have voted “yea” on rollcall votes 563,
564 and 565.

OPERATION IRAQI FREEDOM

HON. SAM GRAVES

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, October 24, 2003

Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
of President Bush, Operation Iragi Freedom,
and our country’s efforts to bring peace and
stability to Irag. | also rise in support of the
Pence amendment. This amendment would
ensure that we will recoup some of our invest-
ment as we work to stabilize Irag’s future.

We supplied our troops with the tools they
needed to free Iraq from the Hussein regime.
Now we must supply our troops with the tools
they need to complete the Iraqi reconstruction
and return home. Iraq is in the middle of an
international terrorism hotbed. If we fail to sup-
port our troops and their efforts, Iraq may re-
gress, and the sacrifice would be for naught.
I cannot, and will not, let this happen. Our
troops have fought too hard to liberate Iraq.

Just as our troops make sacrifices for a suc-
cessful Iragi government and secure Iraqi
economy so must we, the American tax-
payers, make a financial sacrifice to invest in
the future of a free Irag. A stable lIraq
strengthens the safety of our own homeland,
and this security is worth the price. This in-
vestment is an investment in the future of de-
mocracy.

———

HONORING THE 175TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF GALLATIN'S FIRST
PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH

HON. BART GORDON

OF TENNESSEE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, October 24, 2003

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, today | rise to
recognize the 175th year of existence of the
First Presbyterian Church in Gallatin, Ten-
nessee. The congregation will celebrate the
church’s 175th anniversary on Sunday, Octo-
ber 26, 2003.

The historical church was organized on Oc-
tober 25, 1828, after a revival led by the Rev.
John W. Hall. Constructed in 1836-37, the
building is registered by the Historical Society
of Philadelphia as an American Presbyterian
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and Reformed Historical Site. The church’s
sanctuary was even used as a hospital by fed-
eral troops during the Civil War.

The Middle Tennessee church has served
its community and congregation well for nearly
two centuries, a time during which our nation
struggled through much change and innova-
tion. Through all of it, though, the First Pres-
byterian Church never faltered in its commit-
ment to bring the Lord's word to the people.

Gallatin is a much stronger community be-
cause of the work of the church and its con-
gregation. Members of the church actively par-
ticipate in all facets of community life in Gal-
latin and elsewhere, including helping the less
fortunate in Matamoros, Mexico. | congratulate
the congregation’s dedicated service to hu-
manity and wish the church continued success
during its next 175 years of existence.

———————

SYRIA ACCOUNTABILITY AND LEB-
ANESE SOVEREIGNTY RESTORA-
TION ACT OF 2003

SPEECH OF

HON. JEFF FLAKE

OF ARIZONA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, October 15, 2003

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, | join my col-
leagues in condemning Syria for its support for
international terrorism. | do not support the
Syria Accountability Act, however, because |
believe it limits the President’s options in deal-
ing with Syria at a time when he should have
flexibility. Furthermore, |1 do not believe that
unilateral economic sanctions are effective—
especially against regimes who are only con-
cerned with remaining in power. Such regimes
will still have food on their plates and roofs
over their heads while the ordinary people of
their countries are left to suffer even more.

——————

MOTION TO INSTRUCT CONFEREES
ON H.R. 6 ENERGY POLICY ACT
OF 2003

SPEECH OF

HON. NITA M. LOWEY

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, October 21, 2003

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
of the motion offered by my colleague and
good friend from Massachusetts, ED MARKEY.
The motion instructs the conferees to the En-
ergy bill to adopt the unclear security provi-
sions included in the House bill and subse-
quently dropped in the conference report.

Since September 11, 2001, intelligence offi-
cials have amassed a critical body of evidence
suggesting terrorist intentions to strike our nu-
clear infrastructure. Plans of U.S. nuclear fa-
cilities discovered in al Qaeda caves during
U.S. military operations in Afghanistan pro-
vided perhaps the earliest indication that ter-
rorists had not casually contemplated but rath-
er carefully studied the option of sabotaging a
nuclear reactor. In early March, 2003 fresh in-
telligence confirmed our worst fears: terrorists
continued to plot attacks against nuclear and
other critical infrastructure. Subsequent reports
of a terrorist plan to sabotage the Palo Verde
nuclear power plants in Arizona were suffi-
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ciently serious that the National Guard was
immediately deployed to secure the plant.

In light of these facts, the conferees’ deci-
sion to weaken nuclear security language in-
cluded in the House report is incomprehen-
sible. I'd like to focus on the two changes that
concern me the most:

(1) Federal Oversight of Emergency Pre-
paredness at Nuclear Power Plants—the
House bill required the NRC to consult with
the Department of Homeland Security before
issuing or renewing a license to operate a new
or existing power plant to ensure adequate
steps could be taken to protect the public in
the event of a terrorist strike. Unfortunately,
the conferees appear ready to eliminate this
most basic protective standard. Failure to
adopt the House language would permit the
NRC to continue its present neglect of the
post-September 11th reality. Indeed, the NRC,
the agency responsible for assuring the safety
and security of the country’s 103 commercial
reactors, has flatly denied petitions by citizen
groups for reinforcement of the spent fuel
pools at Millstone Nuclear Power Station in
Connecticut, stating “the possibility of a ter-
rorist attack is speculative . . . and simply too
far removed from the natural or expected con-
sequences of agency action.”

NRC's oversight of emergency prepared-
ness at the Indian Point Energy Center, a nu-
clear facility located just north of my district in
Buchanan, New York, was wholly inadequate,
and demonstrates the need for greater con-
sultation with DHS. NRC, defying the opinions
of numerous experts, insisted that emergency
planning for an accidental and terrorist-related
radiation release were identical. A terrorist at-
tack, which could create paranoia, provoke
residents to self-evacuate, and damage evac-
uation roads and reception centers, would
surely pose unigue planning challenges. The
Commission also contended that a radiological
release from a terrorist attack would be no
larger and spread no faster than that from an
accident. Indeed, it incorrectly assumed that
any radiological plume would develop over 8
hours, even though a terrorist attack could re-
sult in a radiological release in as little as 40
minutes. Entergy, which owns Indian Point,
has optimistically estimated that evacuation of
the 10-mile radius around the plants would
take 11 hours, making public exposure to radi-
ation likely. Westchester County has publicly
stated that mobilizing emergency response
teams and notifying the public within the new
time requirements would be nearly impossible.
Despite these facts, NRC refused to perform
an independent review of Indian Point's emer-
gency response plans, instead certifying them
within one hour of FEMA's approval. | fear that
in the absence of a legal requirement to con-
sult with DHS, NRC neglect of terrorist threats
will persist.

(2) Upgrade of the Design Basis Threat.

The House bill mandated that the NRC
issue regulations, “including changes to the
design basis threat, to ensure that licensees
address the threats” of a terrorist attack within
one year of enactment of the bill. The con-
ference report would authorize but not man-
date that NRC upgrade nuclear security regu-
lations to reflect the findings of a comprehen-
sive study on air, land, and water-based
threats to nuclear reactors. Some 25 months
after September 11th, NRC still rejects the
possibility of a coordinated strike on a nuclear
power plant involving several large teams of
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terrorists using sophisticated tactics and weap-
onry. NRC requires that nuclear security per-
sonnel be prepared to defend against the de-
sign basis threat, or DBT, an assumption
about the size and tactics of an attacking
force. While the precise details of the DBT are
classified, nuclear experts suspect that the
NRC continues to assume a far smaller and
less sophisticated force than the one that
struck on September 11th.

While the NRC has required power plants to
make cosmetic security improvements, such
as installation of barb wire fencing, larger
threats have been neglected. For example, a
recent NRC study found spent fuel spools ad-
jacent to commercial reactors were highly vul-
nerable to a passenger aircraft crash, which
would result in a substantial release of radio-
active material. Nevertheless, nuclear licens-
ees have not required additional hardening of
spent fuel pools or the containment domes en-
veloping reactors.

Nuclear security personnel have consistently
complained that they lack the weaponry and
tactical and physical training to thwart a ter-
rorist strike. In the absence of a statutory re-
quirement to upgrade security, | question
whether NRC will act on the recommendations
of the vulnerability assessment mandated in
this energy bill. Frustrated by sub-standard hir-
ing and training standards for guards, | joined
Congressman MARKEY in introducing legisla-
tion that would federalize the guard force at
commercial nuclear facilities. In my judgment,
energy companies chiefly concerned with their
bottom lines cannot be trusted to secure the
nation’s nuclear infrastructure. Under the Nu-
clear Security Act, personnel would have to
meet strict qualification standards, background
checks, training requirements, and proficiency
reviews.

| once again want to thank my friend from
Massachusetts for his leadership on this issue.
| urge my colleagues to support the motion.

————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
HON. STEPHANIE TUBBS JONES

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, October 24, 2003

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, during
rollcall vote No. 532 on the Motion to suspend
the rules and agree on H. Con. Res. 274, |
was unavailable for the vote. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 533 on
the Bishop Motion to instruct conferees on
H.R. 1, | was unavailable for the vote. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”
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Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 534 on
the Flake Motion to instruct conferees on H.
R. 1, | was unavailable for the vote. Had |
been present, | would have voted “no.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 535 on
the Passage of H.R. 3108,1 was unavailable
for the vote. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 536 on
the Motion to suspend the rules and pass, as
amended, H.R. 2297, | was unavailable for the
vote. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 537 on
the Motion to suspend the rules and pass, as
amended, H.R. 2998, | was unavailable for the
vote. Had | been present, | would have voted
“Ryes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 538 on
the Motion to suspend the rules and agree on
H. Res. 355, | was unavailable for the vote.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 539 on
the Motion to suspend the rules and agree on
H. Res. 372, | was unavailable for the vote.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 540 on
the Capps Motion to instruct conferees on
H.R. 6, | was unavailable for the vote. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rolicall vote No. 541 on
the Crowley Motion to instruct conferees on
H.R. 1308, | was unavailable for the vote. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 542 on
the Schakowsky Motion to instruct conferees
on H.R. 1, | was unavailable for the vote. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 543 on
the Motion to suspend the rules and pass, as
amended, H.R. 1828, | was unavailable for the
vote. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rolicall vote No. 544 on
Ordering the previous question regarding H.R.
3289, | was unavailable for the vote. Had |
been present, | would have voted “no.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 545 on
Agreeing to the Resolution, as amended, H.
Res. 198, | was unavailable for the vote. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 546 on
Agreeing to the Obey Amendment to H.R.
3289, | was unavailable for the vote. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 547 on
Agreeing to the Obey Amendment to H.R
3289, | was unavailable for the vote. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 548 on
Agreeing to the Waxman Amendment to H.R.
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3289, | was unavailable for the vote. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 549 on
Agreeing to the Kirk Amendment to H.R. 3289,
| was unavailable for the vote. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 550 on
Agreeing to the Markey Amendment to H.R.
3289, | was unavailable for the vote. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 551 on
Agreeing to the Holt Amendment to H.R.
3289, | was unavailable for the vote. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 552 on
Agreeing to the Loretta Sanchez (CA) Amend-
ment to H.R. 3289, | was unavailable for the
vote. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 553 on
Agreeing to the Kind Amendment to H.R.
3289, | was unavailable for the vote. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 554 on
Agreeing to the Stupak Amendment to H.R.
3289, | was unavailable for the vote. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 555 on
Agreeing to the Reyes Amendment to H.R.
3289, | was unavailable for the vote. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 556 on
Agreeing to the Jackson-Lee Amendment to
H.R. 3289, | was unavailable for the vote. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 557 on
Agreeing to the Sherman Amendment to H.R.
3289, | was unavailable for the vote. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 558 on
Agreeing to the Weiner Amendment to H.R.
3289, | was unavailable for the vote. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 559 on
Ordering the previous guestion regarding H.R.
3289, | was unavailable for the vote. Had |
been present, | would have voted “no.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 560 on
Agreeing to the Resolution H. Res. 401, | was
unavailable for the vote. Had | been present,
| would have voted “no.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 561 on
the Obey Motion to Recommit with Instructions
H.R. 3289, | was unavailable for the vote. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote No. 562 on
the Passage of H.R. 3289, | was unavailable
for the vote. Had | been present, | would have
voted “no.”
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